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FOR  THE 
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IN  EIGHT  VOLUMES. 

Volume  1  contains  Nos.  1  to  9,  1st  session,  and  Nos.  10  to  340, 

2d  session,  except  Nos.  277  and  303,  parts  1  and  2. 
Volume  2  contains  Nos.  277  and  303,  parts  1  and  2. 
Volume  3  contains  Nos.  341  to  487,  except  No.  388. 
Volume  4  contains  No.  388. 
Volume  5  contains  Nos.  488  to  571. 
Volume  6  contains  jNos.  572  to  670. 
Volume  7  contains  Nos.  671  to  725,  and  693,  part  1. 
Volume  8  contains  No.  693,  parts  2  and  3. 
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TO  THE 


EEPORTS  OF    COMMITTEES 


OF  THE 


SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


FOR  THE 


FIRST  AND  SECOND  SESSIONS  OF  THE  FORTY-SIXTH  CONGRESS. 


Subject. 


Vol. 


No. 


A. 

Aaron,  James.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2041)  granting  a  pension  to 

Abl>ott,  Charles  W.     On  the  bill  (S.  5.33)  for  the  relief  of 

Adams,  William  L.     On  the  bill  (S.  500)  for  the  relief  of 

Adams,  John  et  al.    On  the  bill  (S.  89)  for  the  relief  of 

Aiken,  Nathaniel.     On  the  bill  (S:  260)  granting  a  pension  to 

Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Company.    On  the  bill  (S.  626)  for  the  re- 
lief of 

Aiderman,  Charlottie  T.    On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S. 
1231) * 

Allen,  Lewis  D.     On  the  bill  (S.  1278)  for  ♦he  relief  of 

Allison,  Mary.    On  the  bill  (S.  1143)  granting  a  pension  to 

Alexander,  J.  H.    On  the  bill  (S.  1257 )  for  the  relief  of 

Alexander,  Sarah  A.     On  the  petition  of 

Ambre8t«r,  Mary  E.    On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1810)  . 

Anderson,  A.  L.    On  the  bill  (S.  277)  granting  a  pension  to 

Anderson,  W.  H.  H.    On  the  bill  (S.  1465)  granting  a  pension  to 

Anderson,  Levi.    On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1662) 

Annie  Johnson.     On  the  bill  (S.  1723)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  an  American  register  to  the  bark 

Appel,  Daniel  M.     On  the  bill  (S.  1075)  for  the  relief  of. 

Appropriations  known  as  permanent  and  indefinite.    (To  accompany 
bills.  1424.)    Relative  to  the 

Arid  and  waste  land.    On  the  bill  (S.  768)  relating  to 

Army.     On  the  bill  ( S.  1 488)  to  provide  for  promotions  in 

Army,  non-commissioned  officers  of.     On  resolution  (to  accompany  bill 
i:^l)  placing  on  retired  list 

Armv.     On  the  bill  (S.  1614)  to  regulate  the  promotion  of  the  officers  of 
the 


Armstrong,  Henry  A.    On  the  bill  (S.  139) 

Arctic  Seas.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3534)  to  authorize  and  equip  an  expe- 
dition to 

Ashby,  Eliza  K,    On  thd  bill  (H;  R.  591)  granting  a  pension  to 

Astoria  and  Winnemucca  Railway  Company.     On  the  bill  (S.  938)  au- 
thorizing it  to  construct  bridges  across  Young's  River,  &c 

Aulta,  Elizabeth.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2853)  granting  a  pension  to 

Anthony,  Thomas  J.     On  the  bill  (S.  340)  granting  a  pension  to 

Ayres,  Joseph  G.     On  the  h}))  (S,  db7)  for  the  relief  of. , 
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Subject. 


B. 


Vol.      No. 


Babb,  Benjamin.     On  the  bill  (S.  1735)  for  the  relief  of 

Bacon,  James  M.     On  the  bill  f  S.  75t<)  for  the  relief  of 

Baird,  Richardson  K.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4759)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to 

Baker,  J.  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  781)  for  the  relief  of 

Baker,  Samuel.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5542)  for  the  relief  of 

Baldwin,  Herman.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  :W(U)  granting  a  pension  to 

Bampton,  Benjamin  C.     On  the  bill  (S.  542)  for  the  relief  of 

Barkley,  R.  w.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4842)  to  reinstate  in  the  Naval 
Academy,  &,c 

Barnes,  Ann.     On  the  petition  of 

Barr,  James  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  50)  for  the  relief  of 

Bass,  Elisha.     On  the  bill  (S.  553)  lor  the  relief  of 

Banm,  George  A.  R.    On  the  petition  of 

Beddo,  William.     On  the  bill  (S.  927)  for  the  relief  of 

Beeson,  John.    On  the  memorial  of , 

Bell,  Charles  H.     On  the  credentials  of.     (First  session ) 

Benner,  Delia.    On  the  bill  (II.  R.  3980)  granting  a  pension  to 

Benton,  Edward  T.    On  the  bill  (S.  1031 )  for  the  relief  of 

Biggs,  Herman.    On  the  bill  (S.  254)  authorizing  the  President  to  place 
on  the  list  of  retired  officers  of  the  Army 

Binnamon,  H.    On  the  bill  (S.  680)  granting  a  pension  to 

Black,  John  H.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2862)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sion to 

Blair,  Lewis  J.     On  the  bill  (S.  1295)  granting  a  pension  to 

Blanck,  Dederick.    On  the  bill  (S.  3:te)  granting  a  pension  to 

Bohn,  C.     On  the  bill  (S.  687)  for  the  relief  of 

Boll,  Joseph,  &c.     On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3099). 

Boreland,  James  M.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  254)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to 

Bowen,  Emerv.     On  the  bill  (S.  635)  granting  a  pension  to 

Bowers,  Van  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  298)  for  the  relief  of 

Bowman,  William.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2290)  granting  a  pension  to 

Boyd,  Carlile.    On  the  bill  (8.  lloO)  for  the  relief  of 

Boyden,  N.     On  the  bill  (S.  715)  for  the  relief  of 

Braden,  Edward,  &c.     On  the  bill  (S.  56)  for  the  relief  of 

Braden,  Spruille.    To  appoint  him  an  ensign  in  the  United  States  Navy. 
(To  accompany  bill  S.  125,  first  session) 

Bradeen,  Jason  C.    On  the  bill  (S.  1178)  for  the  relief  of 

Brady,  Bernard.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2120)  granting  a  pension  to 

Braunstetter,  Philip.    On  the  bill  (S.  336)  granting  a  pension  to 

Brawner,  Thomas  S.     On  the  bill  (S.  748)  granting  a  pension  to 

Brevet  appointments.     On  the  bill  (S.  219)  relating  to 

Bridge.     On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  1381 )  for  the  construction  across  the  Potomac 
River,  at  or  near  Georgetown,  of  a  free 

Bridges,  Thomas  S.     On  the  bill  (S.  229)  forthe  relief  of 

Briggs,  C.  H.     On  the  bill(S.  230)  for  the  relief  of 

Brightmau,  Samuel  B.     On  the  petition  of , 

Brocchus,  Perry  E.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompan}^  bill  S.  1395). . . 

Bronson,  Calvin.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2269)  for  the  relief  of 

Brown,  Judith.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4264)  granting  a  pension  to...; 

Brown,  Martha  E.     On  the  bill  (S.  801)  for  the  relief  of 

Browne,  William  R.     On  the  bill  (S.  1234)  amending  an  act  granting  a 
pension  to  ..  

Brownlow,  Alexander  S.     On  the  memorial  of 

Bruner,  Frederick  R.    On  the  bill  (S.  848)  granting  a  pension  to 

Bryant,  William.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3017)  granting  a  pension  to 

Bunker,  Isaiah  W.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2864)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sion to 

Burbank,  Jacob  E.     On  the  bill  (S.  31^)  for  the  relief  of 

Burbridge,  J.  W.  &  Co.     On  the  bill  (S.  1545)  for  the  relief  of 

BurchaiS,  Jabez.     On  the  bill  (S.  543)  for  the  relief  of 

Burgess,  Lawrence.     On  the  bill  (S.  1652)  granting  a  pension  to  the 
minor  children  of 
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INDEX   TO    REPORTS. 


Subject. 


Bnrk,  Harvey.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  751)  ^rantinfic  a  pension  to 

Bnrke,  Jamek     On  the  bill  (S.  952)  for  tlie  relief  of 

Bnniert,  Ward  B.     On  the  bill  (8.  477)  for  the  relief  of...-.*. . 

BnrT»  Mary.     On  the  bill  (S.  IHl)  granting  a  pension  to 

Barroughs,  Thomas.    On  the  jietition  of 

Bn&bv,  W.  W.,  &c.    On  the  petition  of 

Bvnie,  Edward.     On  the  bill  (S.  liUl)  for  the  relief  of 


No. 


C. 

Cahill,  Margaret.     On  the  petition  of 

Caldwell,  John  W..    On  the  bill  (S.  784)  for  the  relief  of 

Campbell,  Joseph  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  445)  for  the  relief  of 

Campbell,  J.  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  317)  for  the  relief  of 

Candee,  G.  W.     On  the  bill  (8.  904)  for  the  relief  of 

Cantwell,  L.  C.     On  the  bill  (S.  307)  for  the  relief  of 

Carpenter,  Thomas  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  129)  for  the  relief  of 

Carndl,  Maxwell.     On  the  petition  of 

Carter.  Ellen  W.  P.     On  the  bill  (S,  382)  granting  a  pension  to 

Case,  Luman.     On  the  bill  (S.  1114)  granting  a  pension  to 

Castlemau,  Samuel.     On  the  bill  (S.  187)  for  the  relief  of 

Caton,  Noah.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2S54)  granting  a  pension  to 

Census.     On  the  resolution  in  relation  to  super visoi's  of 

Chamberlin,  Lowell.    On  the  bill  (S.  1300)  for  the  relief  of 

Chambliss,  William  P.     On  the  bill  (S.  1660)  for  the  reUef  of 

Chandler,  Theophilus  P.    On  the  bill  (S.  22)  for  the  relief  of 

Chaplains  of  the  Unit^  States  Navy.    On  the  bill  (S.  48)  to  promote  the 

efficiency  of 

Chapman,  Amos.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1809) 

Cheeks,  John  W.     On  the  hill  (S.  468)  for  the  relief  of 

Chickering,  John  W.    On  the  bill  (S.  131)  for  the  relief  of 

Chickering,  John  W,     On  the  bill  ( S.  131 )  for  the  relief  of 

Churchman,  Henry  J.    On  the  bill  (S.  475)  granting  a  pension  to 

Claesgens,  Pet*r.     On  the  memorial  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1197).. 

Claneev,JohuF.     On  the  bill  (S.  1087)  for  the  relief  of 

Clark,  M.  F.     On  the  bill  (S.  76)  for  the  relief  of 

Clarke,  Lizzie  D.    On  the  bill  (S.  1478)  forthe  relief  of 

Clav,  Cecil.    On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1815) 

Clinton,  Charles.     On  the  bill  (8.  4:36)  for  the  relief  of 

Coffey,  Moses.     On  the  i)etition  of 


Cogley,  Thomas  S.    On  the  bill  (S.  1654)  granting  a  pension  to 

Colbv',  Seymour.     On  the  bill  (S.  1318)  granting  a  pension  to 

Collins,  Charles.     On  bills  (S.  285  and  S.  689)  for  the  relief  of.     (To  ac- 
company bill  S.  1346) 

ColorsMio.     On  the  bill  (S.  769)  to  eaable  the  State  of,  to  take  lands  in 
ben  of  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections,  &c 

Combs,  Dayid  W.    On  the  bill  (S.  1 521 )  granting  a  pension  to , 

Comfort,  John  C.     On  the  bill  (S.  417)  for  the  relief  of 

Conklin,  J   C.     On  the  bill  (8.  270)  for  the  relief  of , 

Connell,  Arthur.     On  the  petition  of 

Connor,  James  O.     On  the  bill  (8.  551)  granting  a  pension  to 

Connor,  B.  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  1579)  for  the  relief  of 

Cooper,  C,  W.     On  the  bill  (S.  785)  for  the  relief  of 

Cooper,  Wickliffe.     (To  accompany  S.  Res.  8.)    Correcting  the  military 
record  of ^ 

Cooprider,  Eli.     On  the  bill  (S.  1363)  granting  a  pension  to 

Cook,  Daniel  M.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2019)  to  authorize  the  extension  of 
the  patent  of 

Cook,  Hortensia  H.     On  the  bill  (8.  66)  for  the  relief  of 

Corselius,  Edward.     On  the  bill  (8.  876)  for  the  relief  of 

CoBtello,  Margaret.    On  the  bill  (8.  1584)  granting  a  pension  to 

Cost  on,  Martha  J.    On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  8.  1761)  .. 

Council  Bluffs.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1064)  to  authorize  the  corporate  au- 
thorities of,  to  use  a  certain  lake,  &c 

Conrt  of  Claims.    On  the  resolution  relatiye  to  the  rooms  lately  occupied 
by  the 
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17 
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INDEX   TO    REPORTS. 


Subject, 


Cowpens  centennial  committee.    On  the  bill  (S.  84)  to  famish  a  bronze 

statue  of  General  Daniel  Morgan  to  the 

Cox,  John.    On  the  petition  of 

Grain,  Simeon.    On  the  bill  (S.  335)  granting  a  pension  to 

Crawford,  G.  W.  J.     On  the  petition  of 

Creek  orphan  fund.    On  the  bill  (S.  431)  to  reimburse  the 

Cunningham,  John  S.     On  the  bill  (S.  2ti6)  for  the  relief  of 

Curtis,  Belinda.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2407)  granting  a  pension  to 

Curtis,  Belinda.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2407)  granting  a  pension  to , 

Custer,  Elizabeth  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  459)  for  the  relief  of 

D. 

Dakota  Territory.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5502)  granting  certain  lauds  for 
an  insane  asylum  and  for  school  purposes , 

Darling,  Mrs.  Flora  A.    On  the  petition  of 

Dart,  Anson.    On  the  petition  of , 

Davenport,  Patsey.    On  the  bill  (S.  1597)  granting  a  pension  to 

Davidson,  Francis  S.    On  the  bill  (S.  517)  for  the  relief  of , 

Davis,  Samuel  B.    On  the  bill  (S.  578)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

Davis,  William  H.    On  the  petition  of    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1208).., 

Davis,  Mary  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  ^98)  granting  a  pension  to 

Davis,  John  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  72)  for  the  relief  of 

Davison,  John.     On  the  petition  of , 

Defrees.  John  D.     On  the  bill  (S.  1090)  for  the  relief  of 

Dennis,  Ann.    On  the  petition  of 

Dent,  Capt.  J.  H.  On  the  bill  (S.  1064)  granting  arrears  of  pensions  to 
the  heirs  of 

Denton,  Charles  W.    On  the  bill  (S.  1291)  for  the  relief  of , 

Deponia,  Martin  J.    On  the  petition  of 

De  Witt,  J.  Clinton.    On  the  bill  (S.  497)  eranting  a  xiension  to 

District  of  Columbia.    On  the  condition  of  the  water  supply  of  the  ... 

District  of  Columbia.  On  the  bill  (S.  1125)  to  provide  tor  building  a 
market-house  on  square  446  in  the , 

District  of  Columbia.  On  the  bill  (S,  894)  for  the  relief  of  certain  offi- 
cers of  the  United  States  courts  for  the , 

District  of  Columbia.  On  the  bill  (S.  1681)  to  provide  for  funding  the 
8  per  cent,  improvement  certificates  of  the 

Dodd,  Brown  &  Co.     On  the  bill  (S.  1181)  for  the  relief  of 

Doddridge  and  Davis.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2803)  for  the  relief  of 

Dodge,  Israel.    On  the  bill  (S.  310)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs.  &c.,  of  . 

Dolan,  John.  On  the  bill  (S.  556)  appointing  him  second  lieutenant 
and  placing  him  on  the  retired  list  . 

Donoho,  Monroe.    On  the  bill  ( S.  996)  for  the  relief  of .., 

Donohue,  Frank,    On  the  bill  (S.  427)  granting  a  pension  to 

Dorsev,  John  M.,  &c.    On  the  bill  (S.  212)  for  the  relief  of. 

Dougfierty,  Charles.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  270)  for  the  relief  of 

Dougherty,  Elizabeth.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3261)  granting  a  pension  to. 

Doxsie,  James  W.  On  the  bill  (S.  370)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
to 

DriscoU,  Benedict  J.  O.    On  the  bill  (S.  1576)  granting  a  pension  to ... 

Dunbar,  Robert  W.    On  the  bill  (S.  214)  for  the  relief  of 

Durkee,  Stephen.    On  the  petition  of 

Elections,  report  of  the  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  alleged  frauds 
in  the  late  .•••• 1 , 

Elections,  report  of  the  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  alleged  frauds 
in  the  late 

Elections,  report  of  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  alleged  frauds  in 
the  late.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1721) 

Elsie,  W.  J.    On  the  bill  ( S.  1077 )  granting  a  pension  to 

Ellis,  Marshall  D.    On  the  bill  (S.  552)  granting  a  pension  to 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


No. 


Employ^  of  the  government  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  the  bill 
(S.  831)  for  the  relief  of , 

Eoglifthf  William.  On  the  bill  (S.  332)  authorizing  the  appointment  to 
a  second  lieutenancy  in  the  Arm^  of , 

Epping,  Carl,  &c.     On  the  memonal  of , 

Eppler,  Jacob  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  1070)  granting  a  pension  to 

Eubank,  Nancy.     On  the  bill  (S.  950)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to.... 

Evans.  Isabel,  L.  and  C.  On  the  bill  (S.  2Hif)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to 

Evans,  Samuel.    On  the  petition  of • , 

Ewing,  Robert.    On  the  bill  (S.  377)  for  the  relief  of 

F. 

Fairchild,  Stephen.  On  the  bill  (S.  1517)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sion to 1 

Fairly,  Agnes.    On  the  bills  (S.  1452,  H.  R.  11)  granting  a  pension  to.. 

Fanners*  and  Merchants'  Bank,  Paris,  Texas.  On  the  bill  (S.  625)  for 
the  relief  of  (first  session) 

Farrar,  Abram  F.    On  the  bill  (S.  672)  granting  a  pension  to 

Farrar,  W.  B.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  393)  for  the  relief  of 

Farrow,  Edward  8.     On  the  bill  (S.  933)  for  the  relief  of 

Ferrell,  John  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  412)  granting  a  pension  to 

Fifth  Infantry,  U.  8.  A.    On  the  bill  (S.  106)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers 

of : 

Finley,  Mrs.  E.  S.  M.     On  the  petition  of *. 

Finn,  Masach.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2603^  granting  a  pension  to 

Fisher,  John,  guardian,  &c.  On  the  biir(H.  R.  3544)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to 

Fisher,  Henry  H.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2468)  granting  a  pension  to 

Flagg,  Harriett.    On  the  petition  of 

Flagff,  Sarah  S.     On  the  petition  of 

Fletcher,  Ann.     On  the  petition  of 

Fletcher,  Bird  L.     On  the  bill  (S.  19tf)  for  the  relief  of 

Florida,  State  of.  On  the  resolution  (S.  79)  directing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  settle  the  accounts  between  the  United  States 
and  the 

Flynn,  John.     On  the  petition  of 

Foley,  Jerry.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3783)  for  the  relief  of 

Foote,  Rear-Admiral  A.  H.  On  the  bill  (S.  1538)  authorizing  the  clos- 
ing of  the  accounts  of 

Ford,  Nehemiah.    On  the  petition  of 

Fort  Stockton,  Texas.  On  Executive  Document  No.  25.  (To  accompany 
biU  S.  1205) 

Fort  Abercrombie,  &c.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1305)  abolishing  the  military 
reservations  of 

Fort  Union.  On  the  bill  (S.  916)  to  authorize  the  United  States  to 
secure  a  title  to  certain  timber  reservations  within  the  limits  of 

Fort  Leavenworth  military  reservation.  On  the  bill  (S.  159)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  sale  of  certain  portions  of 

Fort  Harker.  On  the  bill  (S.  194)  for  the  disi>osal  of  the  military  reser- 
vation of 

Fort  Lamed.  On  the  bill  (S.  193)  for  the  disposition  of  the  military 
reservation  of 

Fort  Logan,  Montana  Territory.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5894)  to  authorize 
the  sale  of 

Fort  Ripley  reservation.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1153)  to  restore  to  the  pub- 
lic domain  a  part  of ^.. 

Fort  Sedgwick  military  reservation.  On  the  bill  (S.  1742)  in  relation 
to  the 

Fox,  Susan.    On  the  bill  (S.  1097)  granting  a  pension  to 

Frank,  Charles  H.    On  the  bill  (S.  1334)  grantmg  a  pension  to 

Franks,  Margaret  B.    On  the  memorial  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1203) . 

Freedmen's  Saving  and  Trust  Company.  (To  accompany  bills  S.  711 
andS.  1581.)    Relating  to  the 

French,  L.  C.    On  the  bfll  (8. 1307)  granting  a  pension  to 
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Subject. 


Frick,  Eliza  M.     On  tbo  bill  (H.  R.  3021)  grantiDg  a  pension  to 

Frit8ch\%  Jobu  F.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  6G3)  granting  a  pension  to 

Fuller,  E.  C.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  77'J)  lor  tbe  relief  of 

Fultz,  W.  S.    On  tbe  bill  (S.  955)  granting  a  pension  to 

G. 

Gaines.  William.     On  tbe  bill  (H.  R.  2902)  to  place  on  tbe  retired  list . .. 

Gallagner,  Hugb.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  lr*2)  granting  a  pension  to 

Oamble,  William  J.     On  tbe  bill  ( S.  1063)  for  tbe  reUef  of 

Gano,  Pbineas.     On  tbe  bill  («S.  1:323)  granting  a  pension  to 

Gardner,  Jared.     On  the  bill  (S.  691)  for  tbe  relief  of 

Gault,  Jobn,  jr.     On  the  bill  (S.  105)  for  tbe  relief  of 

Getert,  Peter.     On  tbe  bill  ( 8. 341 )  granting  a  pension  to 

Crettysburg.     On  tbe  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  relative  to  the  maps 

of  the  battle  of.     (To  accomoany  bill  S.'l490) 

Gibljes  &:  Co.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  185)  for  the  relief  of 

Gibson,  Narcissa.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  855)  for  the  relief  of 

Gill,  Ira.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  ^46) 

Gill,  William  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  1710)  for  the  relief  of 

Gillen,  Paul  E.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3351)  for  the  relief  of 

Gillespie  Ellen.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1890)  granting  a  pension  to 

Gillis,  Catherine  I.     On  tbe  bill  (H.  R.  2377)  for  tbe  relief  of 

Goldsborongh,  Elizabeth  Wirt.    On  the  bill  (S.  3)  granting  a  pension  to. 

Goodlow,  .Ajmstead.     On  tbe  petition  of , 

Gotsball,  John.     On  the  bUl  (S.  149)  for  the  relief  of 

Graham,  George  W.    On  the  petition  of 

Granerv,  Michael,  &c.    On  the  bill  (S.695)  for  tbe  relief  of 

Grapesnot.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2802)  for  the  relief  of  the  owner  of  the 


bark 


Greene,  J.  B. ,  &  c.    On  the  memorial  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1366) 

Views  of  the  minority  on  same.     (Part  2) 

Gregory.Ann.     On  the  bill  (S.  280)  for  the  relief  of 

Grierso'n,  John.     On  the  bill  (S.  944)  for  tbe  relief  of 

Grivet,  Phebe  A.    On  the  petition  of 

Gross,  Frank  P.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  74)  for  the  relief  of 

Grove,  Mrs.  Virginia.     On  the  petition  of 

Grubb,  Jackson.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.710)  for  tbe  relief  of 

Guest,  Anna  I.    On  the  bill  (S.  972)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to.. 

Gunn,  Charles  E.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  1340)  for  the  relief  of 

Gustin,  Samuel  I.     On  the  bill  (S.  549)  for  tbe  relief  of 

Guthrey ,  William  B.     On  the  petition  of 


H. 


Hale,  William  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  617)  granting  a  pension  to 
Hall,  P.  P.  G.     On  the  bill  (S.  175)  for  the  reliet  of 


Halleck,  Walter  F.  On  the  bill  (S.  536)  for  the  retirement  of,  with  the 
rank  and  pay  of  lieutenant-colonel 

Ham  and  Brown.     On  the  memorial  of ^.. 

hamilton,  Schuyler.     On  the  bill  (S.  664)  for  the  relief  of 

Hancock,  Robert  L.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  184)  granting  a  pension  to 

Handley,  Walter  S.    On  the  petition  of 

Hansen,  William  S.,  and  Sons.  On  the  petition  of.  (To  accompany  bill 
S.1768) \ 

Harben,  Nathaniel  P.     On  the  bill  (S.  200)  for  tbe  reUef  of 

Hardin,  W.M.     On  the  bill  (S.786)  for  the  relief  of 

Hargroye,  James  E.    On  the  bill  (S.  609)  granting  a  pension  to 

Hamer,  Jobn.    On  the  bill  (S.  1169)  granting  a  pension  to 

Harris,  Catharine.  On  tbe  bill  (S.  1454)  amending  an  act  granting  a 
pension  to 

Hartridge,  Theodore  F.,  &c.    On  the  bill  (S.  816)  for  the  relief  of 

Haskin,  Rebecca  E.  On  the  bill  (S.  1535)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sion to 

Hatcher,  Aaron.    On  tbe  bill  (S.  1360)  granting  a  pension  to 

Hayne,  Michael.    On  tbe  bill  (S.  1133)  granting  a  pension  to 


6 
1 
3 
1 


1 
1 
3 
5 
1 
1 
1 


3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
3 
1 
1 
7 
3 
1 
1 


1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

6 
3 
3 
1 
5 

7 
3 

5 
1 
6 


613 
102 
393 
227 


202 
317 
423 
548 
226 
44 
33 


3 

382 

1 

95 

1 

168 

3 

384 

5 

560 

5 

522 

7 

689 

3 

396 

6 

577 

1 

184 

5 

525 

3 

458 

1 

134 

381 
303 
303 
260 
275 
13 
412 
113 
325 
701 
409 
257 
115 


108 
195 

152 
98 

321 
22 

269 

623 
350 
398 
101 
565 

709 
377 

537 
338 

587 


INDEX    TO   REPORTS. 


IX 


Subject. 


Havward,  Daniel.     On  the  memorial  of  the  heirs  of 

Heird,  James  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  374)  for  the  relief  of 

Hebb,  George  V.     On  the  bill  (S.  180)  for  the  relief  of 

Hein.  Ernst.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1484) 

Heintzelman,  Margaret  S.  On  the  petition  of.  (To  accompany  bill  S. 
1776) 

Helper,  Harclie  Hogan.     On  the  bill  (S.  365)  granting  a  2)eu8ion  to 

Hendricksou,  Mrs.  Thomas.     On  the  petition  of , 

Henry,  Elizabeth  Vemor.     On  the  petition  of 

Hensiev,  John.     On  the  bill  (S.  775)  for  the  relief  of 

Henaon,A.  J.     On  the  bill  (S.77H)  for  the  relief  of 

Herrick,  Zenas.    On  the  petition  of 

Hiblis,  George  D.  C.     On  the  bill  (8. 1059)  for  the  relief  of 

Hoflf,  Lonisa  Bainbridge.     On  the  bill  (8.21)  granting  a  pension  to 

Hoffman,  John  W.  On  the  bill  (S.  14.55)  authorizing  the  appointment 
of,  a«  second  lieutenant  in  the  United  States  Army 

Holladav,  Ben.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.231) 

HoUingsworth,  George.     On  the  bill  (S.  303)  for  the  relief  of 

Holman,  Herman,  &c.     On  the  bill  (S.  618)  for  the  relief  of -. 

Homestead  settlers.     On  the  bill  (S. 316)  for  the  relief  of 

Hoop^,  Abner.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3264)  granting  a  pension  to 

Hopperton,  Mrs.  Mary.     On  the  petition  of 

Hornaday.  Colbv.     On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  745)  granting  a  pension  to 

Ho8tadt,  John.     On  the  bill  (H.R.3656)  for  the  reUef  of 

Hostie,  Thomas.     On  the  petition  of 

Hot  Springs.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.4244)  for  the  establishment  of  titles 
in 

Houlihan,  Daniel.    On  the  petition  of 

Howard^  James  G.  On  the  bill  (S.  188)  correcting  the  military  muster- 
in  of 

Howard;  Edward.  On  the  bill  (S.  1038)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
to 

Hnbbell,  John.     On  the  bill  ( S.  956)  granting  a  pension  to 

Hodson,  Julia  M.     On  the  i>etition  of 

Hunt,  James.     On  the  bill  (S.  47)  for  the  relief  of 

Hunt,  Jacob  S.     On  the  petition  of 

Hoflon,  Edgar.     On  the  bill  (S.  915)  for  the  relief  of 

Hutchison,  Samuel  B,    On  the  bill  (H.R.  3100)  for  the  relief  of 

I. 

IngaUs,  John  J.  On  the  memorials  relating  to  the  election  of,  as  a  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Kansas 

Interior,  Secretary  of.  On  the  bill  (S.  1195)  authorizing  him  to  deposit 
certain  funds  in  the  United  States  Treasury  in  lieu  of  investment 

Irving,  Arthur  W.     On  the  bill  (8. 1072)  graiiting  a  pension  to 

Irwin,  Joseph  C.    On  the  bill  (8.1312)  for  the  relief  of 

J. 

Jackson,  Thomas  J.     On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  753)  granting  a  pension  to 

James,  B.S.    On  the  bill  (S.  60)  for  the  relief  of , 

Jeffords,  Susan.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1045) 

Jefl&ey,  Rosa  Vertner.     On  the  bill  (S.  103)  for  the  relief  of 

Jenkins,  Cyprian  T.     On  the  bill  (S.  896)  for  the  relief  of 

Johnson,  Hiram.     On  the  bill  (S.  376)  granting  a  pension  to 

Johnson,  Hiram,  &c.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  6033)  for  the  relief  of 

Johnson,  Jeanette  S.    On  the  petition  of 

Johnson,  Thomas  P.    On  the  bill  (S.  913)  granting  a  pension  to 

Johnston,  Samuel  H.  On  the  bill  (S.  1403)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sion to 

Jones,  Jacob  D.     On  the  bill  (S.613)  for  the  relief  of 

Jones,  Mary  W.  On  the  bill  (S.  871)  granting  a  pension  to.  (To  accom- 
pany bill  S.  1501) 

Jones,  Reuben  S.     On  the  bill  (S.  455)  for  the  relief  of 

Julius,  Peter.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3557 )  granting  a  pension  to 
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Subject. 


K. 

Kansas.  On  the  bill  (H.R.  2481)  to  create  an  additional  land  district 
in  the  State  of 

Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  and  Galf  Railroad  Company.  On  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  8.*))  for  the  relief  of 

Kansas  City,  &c.  On  the  bill  (S.  829)  extending  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 2997  of  the  Revised  Statutes  to  the  port«  of 

Kansas,  State  of.  On  the  bill  (S.  80)  to  ascertain  the  amount  of  money 
expended  by,  in  repelling  Indian  invasions 

Kansas  trust  and  diminished  reserve  lands.  On  the  bill  (S.  619)  for  the 
relief  of  certain  settlers  on 

Kearney,  Thomas.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2188)  for  the  reUef  of 

Kelley,  Nicholas  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  591)  granting  a  ])ension  to 

Keuubn,  B.  W,     On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1501 ) 

Kennon,  Beverly.     On  the  memorial  of 

Kerchner,  Gallns.    On  the  bill  (S.  757 )  for  the  relief  of 

Key,  John  J.,  &c.     On  the  bill  (S.  87)  for  the  relief  of 

Kiiboume,  Lucien.  On  the  bill  (S.  H37)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
to 

Kinder,  Jefferson.  On  the  bill  (S.  446)  granting  a  pension  to.  (First 
session) 

King,  James.     On  the  jietition  of.     (To  accorapanv  bill  S.  1044) 

King,  Jacob  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  388)  for  the  relief  of 

Kirby,  D.  T.    On  the  bill  (S.  965)  for  the  relief  of 

Kirby,  D.  T.     On  the  bill  (S.965)  for  the  relief  of 

Klauser,  Emanuel.    On  the  bill  (S.  368)  for  the  relief  of 


Vol.      No. 


L. 

Lachman,  Martha  A.    On  the  bilU  (S.  851)  granting  a  pension  to , 

Lammey,  Reese.    On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1384) , 

Lands  located  with  military  warrants.    On  the  bill  (S.  19) , 

Lands.    On  the  bill  (S.  989)  for  the  relief  of  settlers  on  the  public , 

Latham,  O.  B.  and  O.  S.    On  the  bill  (S.  1621)  for  the  relief  of 

LawBon,  Anthony.     On  the  bill  (S.  1109)  for  the  relief  of 

League,  Thomas  J.    On  the  bill  ( S.  1322)  for  the  relief  of 

Leamy,  George  W.    On  the  bills  (S.  732  and  H.  R.  5803)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to 

Lecompte,  Samuel  D.    On  the  memorial  of 

Leedom,  Levi.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1465)  granting  a  pension  to 

Leef,  Juliejt,  &c.     On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  2262 )  for  the  relief  of 

Views  of  the  minority  on  same.     (Part  2) 

Leg^ett,  Mrs.  Mary.    On  the  bill  (S.  985)  granting  a  pension  to 

Lewis,  Joseph  N.     On  the  bill  (S.  299)  foj  the  relief  of 

Lieb,  Edward  H.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1463)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sion to 

Lieurance,  Esther  E.    On  the  bill  (S.  526)  granting  a  pension  to 

Lindsle V,  James  P.    On  the  biU  ( S.  777 )  for  the  relief  of 

Lines,  Henry  F.    On  the  bill  (S.  326)  for  the  relief  of 

Lingenfelter,  Michael.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1806)  granting  a  pension  to.. 

Little  Traverse  Harbor,  on  Lake  Michigan.  On  the  bill  (S.  1610)  for  the 
erection  of  a  light-house  at  the  entrance  of 

Logan,  John  S.     On  the  bill  (S.  24)  for  the  relief  of 

Long,  Daniel  D.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2467)  granting  a  pension  to 

Long,  Ella.    On  the  bill  (S.  1376)  for  the  relief  of 

Long,  Mrs  Ellen  Call.    On  the  memorial  of.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  1779) . 

Longnecker,  William.    On  the  petition  of 

Longshaw,  Margaret.    On  the  petition  of 

Lord,  Mary  A.    On  the  bill  (^S.  742)  for  the  relief  of 

Lord,  Samuel,  jr.    On  the  bill  (S.  62)  for  the  relief  of.    (First  session) . . 

Louis,  Rosalie.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4887)  granting  a  pension  to 

Lowe,  Samuel  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  364)  for  the  reUef  of 

Lowry,  Thomas.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  229)  granting  a  pension  to 

Luckett,  Elisha  M.    On  the  bill  (S.  1216)  granting  a  pension  to 

Lull,  Fannie.    On  the  bill  (S.  132)  granting  a  i)en8ion  to 
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Lynchburgh,  Va,      On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2797)  for  the  relief  of  citizens  of. 

Lyon.  Nelaon,  &c.     On  the  bill  { H.  R.  251b)  for  the  relief  of 

Lytle,  P.  P.,  &c.     On  the  petition  of 


M. 

Mackey,  Mrs.  Hannah.    On  the  petition  of.  (To  accompany  bill  8. 1711).  i 

Maekey,  Thomas  J.    On  the  bill  (S.  1716)  srauting  a  pension  to 

Macon^  Ga.     On  the  bill  (S.  Ill)  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of 

Manville,  Helen  Francis.     On  the  petition  of j 

Marietta,  Ohio.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3347)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  famish  four  pieces  of  condemned  ordnance  for  the  soldiers'  ! 
monument  at t 

Martin,  James,  and  Brothers.    On  the  bill  (S.  783)  for  the  relief  of j 

Martin,  Rachel.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2793)  for  the  relief  of ' 

Mai^tfrn,  Claude,  H.     On  the  claim  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1086)  ....  | 

Matthews,  Jabez.     On  the  petition  of i 

Mattii9on,  Marietta.     On  the  bill  (S.  960)  for  the  relief  of 

MaxweU,  W.  S.  On  the  bills  (H.  R.  3064  and  S.  892)  to  remove  the  polit- 
ical disabilities  of ;.. 

Mayhugh,  Lucy  E.     On  the  petition  of 

McAuley,  Au^is.     On  the  bill  (S.  1432)  panting  a  pension  to 

MeBrayer,  John  H.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1938)  granting  a  pension  to 

McCaflrrey,  Thomas  W.  On  the  bill  (S.  602)  restoring  to  the  pension- 
roll,  6lc 

McCauley,  Lelia  E.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1728).. 

McCarty,  James  C,  On  the  bill  (S.  363)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sion to 

MeCarty,  S.  A.    On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  S.  Res.  96) 

McConnell,  Eliza.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3260)  granting  a  pension  to 

McCullom,  Abram  M.    On  the  petition  of... 

McDonald,  John  G.    On  the  bill  (S.  639)  granting  a  pension  to 

McGee,  William.  On  the  bill  (S.  1039)  to  authorize  the  restoration  to 
the  Army,  &c.,  of 

McGeehan,  Thomas.    On  the  petition  of 

McGovem,  William.     On  the  bill  (S.  474)  for  the  reUef  of 

McKenna,  James  O.     On  the  bill  (S.  975)  granting  a  pension  to 

McMurray ,  Robert  A.     On  the  bill  ( S.  692)  for  the  relief  of 

McNilt,  Manly  B.    On  the  bill  (8.  1103)  for  the  relief  of 

McRevnolds,  Andrew  T.    On  thebill  (8.  1006)  for  the  relief  of 

Meagher,  Peter.    On  the  bill  (8.  401)  for  the  relief  of 

Meech,  Phcebe.    On  tha  bill  (8.  576)  granting  a  pension  to 

Meighau,  Mary.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  ^3))  granting  a  nension  to 

Merrick,  Fowler,  and  Esseltyne.  &c.    On  the  memorial  of 

Metric  system.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2270)  to  pay  for  extra  servicea  in  the 
Forty-fifth  Congress  relating  to  the 

Military  organizations.    On  the  bill  (8.  853)  to  pay  the  members  of,  &,e  . 

Miller,  Herman.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  (8.  981) 

Miller,  Manraret.    On  the  petition  of ^ 

Miller,  W.  H.    On  the  bill  (S.  535)  granting  a  pension  to 

Mills,  Margaret.    On  the  bill  (8.  251)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to. 

Missouri  Cavalry  Volunteers.  On  tne  bill  (H.  R.  952)  for  the  relief  of 
the  Fifteenth  and  Sixteenth  Regiments  of 

Montana,  Idaho,  and  Wyoming.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5203)  providing 
for  the  reapportionment  of  the  members  of  the  legislatures  in  the 
Territories  of : •. 

Montana  Territory.    On  the  memorial  of  the  legislative  assembly  of.... 

Montana  Territory.  On  the  memorial  of  the  legislative  assembly  m  rela- 
tion to  military  telegraph 

Moon,  Squire.     On  the  petition  of 

Moore,  Daniel  E.    On  the  biU  (8.  776)  for  the  relief  of 

Moore,  Mra.  Emma  M.  On  the  bill  (8.  118:5)  granting  arrears  of  pen- 
sion to..... • 

Moore,  Mrs.  Emma  M.    On  the  petition  of 

Moore,  Isaac  F.     On  the  petition  of 

Moreland,  Basil.    On  the  bill  (8.  1152)  for  the  reUef  of 
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Morgan,  General  Daniel.    On  the  resolution  (S.  84)  to  furnish  a  bronze 

statue 

Morgan,  Daniel.     On  the  bill  (S.  84)  to  furnish  a  bronze  sfatue  of 1 

Morgan's  Louisiana  Railroad  and  Steamship  Company.     On  the  bill  (S.  [ 

92)  for  the  relief  of ! 

Morgan,  James.     On  the  bill  (S.  141 1)  granting  a  pension  to 

Morgan,  William  O.    On  the  bill  (S.  899)  granting  a  pension  to 

Morgan  Peter  K.     On  the  bill  (8.  1113)  granting  a  pension  to 

Morris,  Solomon.     Ou  the  bill  (S.  1100)  for  the  relief  of | 

Morris,  W.  J.     On  the  bill  (S.  1754)  granting  a  pension  to 

Montgomery,  Ala.     On  the  bill  (S.  4G4)  for  the  erection  of  a  public 

building  at. 

Mulholland,  Saint  Clair  A.   On  the  bill  (8.  It376)  granting  an  increase  of 

pension  to 

Murphy,  Ailsey  E.     On  the  petition  of 

Myers,  David  IT.     On  the  petition  of ^ 

Myers,  David  H.     On  the  bill  (8.  991)  granting  a  pension  to 

Myers,  H.  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  160)  for  the  relief  of 

N.- 
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Naval  Academy.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5627)  to  amend  section  1486,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  in  relation  to  engineer  officers,  graduates  of  the 

Naval  constructors.    On  the  bill  (S.  813)  relating  to  the  appointment  of . 

Naval  officers.    On  the  bill  (S.  :m)  f or  the  rebef  of 

Naval  service.  On  the  bill  (S.  826)  for  the  relief  of  persons  impressed 
into  the 

Navy.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3963)  to  provide  a  construction  fund  for  the  . . 

Navy.     On  the  bill  (S.  1210)  for  the  relief  of  certain  officers  of  the 

Navy.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5^)  providing  for  the  permanence  of  machin- 
ists in  the 

Navy.     On  the  bill  (8.  918)  for  the  relief  of  volunteer  officers  of 

Neat  cattle.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2006^  relative  to  the  importation  of,  &c. 

Nebraska.  On  the  memorial  of  the  legislature  of,  in  relation  to  the  es- 
tablishment of  military  pos  t 

Ne^^roes.  Report  of  the  committee  on  the  causes  which  led  to  the  migra- 
tion from  tne  Southern  to  the  Northern  States  of  the.     (Part  2  and  3). 

Neill,  James  P.  W.     On  the  bill  (S.  530)  for  the  relief  of 

Nelson,  Emma  G.     On  the  bill  (S.  281)  for  the  relief  of 

Nelson,  John,  4&.C.    On  the  bill  (8.  208)  granting  a  pension  to 

Netterneld,  Herman.    On  the  bill  (8.  35)  granting  a  pension  to 

Nevada.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3708)  to  grant  certain  lands  to  the  State  of. 

Newcomb,  Fannv.    On  the  petition  of 

New  Era,  On  the  bill  (S.  557)  authorizing  the  payment  of  the  prize- 
money  to  the  captors  of 

Newlin,  Annie  P.     On  the  bill  (8.  810)  granting  a  pension  to 

Newton,  Walker  A,    On  the  bill  (8.  1058)  for  the  relief  of 

Nicaragua.  On  the  resolution  appointing  a  select  committee  to  inquire 
into  all  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  btates  against  the  Government 
of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1650) 

Nicholson,  Somerville.     On  the  bill  (8.  201)  for  the  relief  of 

Niobrara,  in  Nebraska,  to  Fort  Robinson.  On  the  bill  (8.  773)  to  estab- 
lish a  military  wagon  road  from 

Nix,  Jacob.     On  the  bill  (S.  620)  granting  a  pension  to 

Nix,  John  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  347)  for  the  relief  of 

North  Carolina.  On  the  resolution  (S.  71)  restoring  the  official  letter- 
books  of  the  executive  department  of  the  State  of 

Northern  Cheyenne.  On  the  resolution  (S.  120)  to  examine  into 
the  circumstances  of  their  removal  from  the  Sioux  reservation  to  the 
Indian  Territory 

Norwegian  bark  Atlantic.  On  the  bill  (S.  850)  to  provide  a  commission 
for  tne  adjudication  of  damages  to 

O. 

Olcott,  Egbert.  On  the  bill  (S.  235)  granting  increase  of  pension  to. .. . 
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Omaha.  On  the  bill  (S.  856)  extending  the  provi.sious  of  section  2997 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  to  the  port  of 

O'Reagan  Matthew.     On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1697). . 

Osage  tnist.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  23*26)  for  the  relief  of  settlers  upon.... 

OTcen,  Lizzie  Wright.    On  the  petition  of 

Owens,  Thomas,  &c.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4606)  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent to  appoint  assistant  surgeons  in  the  United  States  Navy 

Orler,  William  D.     On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  2359)  for  the  relief  of . .'. 

P. 

Pacific  Railroa<ls.     On  resolution  in  relation  to  the  discrimination  of.... 

Page,  D.  M.  On  the  bill  (S.  1288)  to  authorize  the  President  to  restore, 
to  his  former  rank  in  the  Anuv 

Page,  Frank  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  252)  for  the  relief  of 

Palmer,  Mrs.  Sallie  A.  On  the  bill  (S.  1620)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sjon  to 

Parsons,  Amelia  B.     On  the  petition  of 

Patrick,  William  P.     On  the  bill  (S.  480)  for  the  relief  of 

Pattee,  John.     On  the  petition  of 

Pattee,  Wallace.     On  the  petition  of 

Paulding,  Ann  M.     On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  1802) 

Payne,  Da\id  L.    On  the  bill  (S.  440)  granting  a  pension  to 

Pavne,  G.  E.     On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  1720).-- 

Payne,  John  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  1645)  for  the  relief  of 

Pension  cases.    On  the  bill  (S.  1586)  to  regulate  the  fees  of  attorneys  in. 

Pension  claims.     On  the  bill  (S.  496)  to  provide  for  the  examination  of. . 

Pensions.  On  the  bill  (S.  1272)  granting  to  certain  persons  an  increase 
of 

Persons.  On  the  bill  (S.  527)  providing  for  the  imprisonment  of  all  per- 
sons sentenced  by  United  States  courts,  in  the  States  wherein  tney 
were  tried  and  convicte<l 

Perry,  P.  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  l.'>46)  granting  a  pension  to 

Phares,  Jesse  F.    On  the  petition  or 

Phares,  Jes»e  F.     On  the  bill  (S.  1185)  granting  a  pension  to 

Phillips,  Charles  B.     On  the  biU  (S.  1276)  for  the  relief  of 

Phillips,  Peter.     On  the  biU  (S.  389)  for  the  relief  of 

Pierce,  Elizabeth  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  545)  granting  a  pension  to 

PUlsbuTT,  Josiah  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  762)  for  the  relief  of 

Plass,  Reuben  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  259)  for  the  relief  of 

Plattsburg.  On  the  bill  (S.  243)  to  secure  a  release  by  the  United  States 
to  the  State  of  New  York  to  some  land  in.     (First  session) 

Plonkett,  Mary  and  Annie.    On  the  bill  (S.  1531)  granting  a  pension  to. 

Point  San  Jos^,  California.  On  the  bill  (S.  890)  relative  to  tne  title  of 
certain  settlers  on  lauds  in 

Poland,  James  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  337)  granting  a  pension  to 

Pollock,  Samuel.     On  the  bill  (S.  1706)  granting  a  pension  to 

Ponca  Indians.    On  the  bill  (S.  1298)  for  the  relief  of  the 

Pontiac,  National  Bank  at,  Illinois.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2649)  to  author- 
ize the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  to  issue  .f5o0  in  new  notes  to 

Port  Huron  and  Northwestern  Railway  Company.  On  the  resolution 
(S.  3)  to  authorize  the  city  of  Port  Huron  to  grant  the  right  of  way 
to,  dec 

Porter,  General  Fitz-John.  On  the  letter  of  the  President,  transmit- 
ting the  proceedings  of  the  board  convened  by  his  orders  on  the  case 

of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1139) 

Views  of  the  minority  on  same  case.     (Parts  2  and  3) 

Po«master8.  On  the  bills  (S.  44,  S.  246,  and  S.  262)  for  the  relief  of. 
(To  accompany  bill  S.  903) 

Postal  service.  Special,  to  extend  the  time  of.  (To  accompany  bill  8. 
516.)    (First  session) 

Pofltmaster-Oeneral.    On  the  bill  (S.  1419)  to  adopt  a  uniform  canceHng- 

ink  and  stamping-pad 

Potts,  Joseph.     On  the  bill  (S.  293)  granting  a  pension  to 

Poverty  Island  li^ht-house.  On  the  bill  (8^627)  for  the  relief  of  work- 
men employed  in  the  construction  of 
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Powell,  P.  P.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4439)  to  remove  the  disabilities  of... 

Powers,  Eliza  Howard.    On  the  bill  (S.  532)  for  the  relief  of 

Preston,  James.    On  the  petition  of 

Price,  Martin.    On  the  petition  of 

Prize-money.    On  the  bill  (S.  522)  in  relation  to  the  distribution  of 

Public  lands.    On  the  bill  (S.  666)  relating  to  the 

Pnrman,  J.  J.    On  the  bill  (S.  14c^)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to. 

Q. 

Quartermaster's  Department.    Ou  the  bills  (S.  192  and  577)  to  correct 

the  date  of  the  commission  of  certain  officers  of  the 

Views  of  the  minority.     (Part  2) 

Quartermasters'  supplies.*^  On  the  bill  (S.  529)  to  provide  for  the  care 
and  protection  ol 

R. 

Railway  com]ianies.  Ou  the  bill  (S.  9^)  to  settle  accounts  with  certain . . . 

Railway  service.     Ou  the  bill  (8. 1209)  to  fix  the  salaries  of  persons  in  the 

Ransom,  Dunbar  R.  On  the  bill  (S.  390)  for  the  relief  of 

Ransom,  Dunbar  R.  On  the  bill  (S.  390)  authoriziug  the  President  to  re- 
store to  his  former  rank  in  the  Army , 

Rauthe,  Theodore.     On  the  bill  (S.  963)  granting  a  pension  to 

Rathbun,  Earl  S.     On  the  bill  (S.  1808)  grantiug  a  pension  to 

Rawson,  Smith  E.  G.    On  the  bill  (S.  1082)  for  the  relief  of 

Reber,  Rachael  J.   On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2855)  granting  a  pension  to 

Redden,  W.  O.  On  the  bill  (S.  1154)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  represent- 
atives of 

Reed,  Charles.    On  the  bill  (S.  342)  granting  a  pension  to 

Reed,  Charles.     On  the  bill  (S.  957)  granting  a  pension  to 

Reed,  John  N.   On  the  bill  (S.  52)  for  the  relief  of 

Reed,  John.   On  the  bill  (S.  1336)  for  the  relief  of , 

Reeve,  James  H.    On  the  bill  (S.  39)  granting  a  pension  to , 

Reg^istered  articles,  &c.  On  the  bill  (S.  843)  to  provide  for  the  indem- 
nity for  lost 

Registers  and  receivers.     On  the  bill  (S.  490)  relating  to  the  fees  of  ..., 

Reid,  Sam.  C.     On  the  memorial  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1441) 

Reilly,  Bernard,  jr.  On  the  bill  (S.  147)  to  authorize  the  President  tore- 
store  to  his  former  rank  in  the  Army , 

Reuss,  P.  F.   On  the  petition  of 

Revised  Statutes  to  provide  for  the  publication  of  a  supplement  to.  (To 
accompany  joint  resolution  S.  R.  19).     First  session 

Revised  Statutes.  On  the  resolution  (S.  59)  repealing  part  of  section 
4693  of 

Rexised  Statutes,    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5627)  to  amend  section  I486  of  the 

Rhode  Island.     On  the  memorial  of  Greene,  &c.    (To  accompanv  bill 

S.  1366) ; 

Views  of  the  minority  on  same.     (Part2) 

Richards,  A.  W.   On  the  bill(S.  ^J)  grantiug  a  pension  to 

Richmond  and  Southwestern  Railway  Couipauv.  On  the  bill  (S.  1593) 
authorizing  it  to  build  bridges  across  Pamunky  River,  &c 

Riley,  Thomas.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2474)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
to , 

Rinquet,  Frank.     On  the  bill  (S.  46)  for  the  relief  of 

Rio  Grande.     On  the  bill  (S.  53)  for  the  erection  of  posts  for  protection  of 

Robinson,  H.  P.     On  the  petition  of 

Robinson,  Jerry.     On  the  bill  (S.  1017)  granting  a  pension  to 

Robinson,  Martha  J.    Ou  the  bill  (H.  R.  740)  granting  a  pension  to 

Robinson,  Solomon  S.     On  the  petition  of 

Roche,  Hannah.     On  the  petition  of 

Rockafellow,  B.  F.     On  the  bill  (S.  1020)  for  the  relief  of 

Rogers,  Charles  W.     Ou  the  bill  (S.  411)  for  the  relief  of 

Rogers,  Elisha  F.  On  the  bill  (S.  1361)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
to 

Rogers,  William  A.   On  the  petition  of 
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1 

159 
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XV 


Subject. 


Eolfe^  Heury  P.    On  the  petition  of.   (To  accomx»any  bill  S.  1839) 

Koueevelt,  Nelson  J.    On  the  bill  (S.  358)  granting  a  pension  to 

Rose,  James.     On  the  petition  of 

Boss,  William  W.    On  the  bill  (S.  707)  for  the  relief  of 

Rothrock, Thomas  Hugh.     On  the  bill  (S.  970)  granting  a  jiensiou  to.. . 
RouteSfeau,  Maria  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  13:^)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to. 

Rubv,  James  N.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  I12d)  for  the  relief  of 

Rnmbly,  Thomas  J.     On  the  petition  of  citizens  of  Anderson  County, 

Kansas.,  askins  a  pension  for 

Ryan,  Edmund  T.   On  the  bill  (S.  1036)  for  the  relief  of 

S. 

San  Antonio  arsenal.     On  the  bill  (S.  54)  to  enable  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  enlarge  and  protect  the  same 

San  Antonio  and  Mexican  Border  Railway  Company.     On  the  bill  (S. 
115)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  contract  with  the 

Saint  Louis.     On  the  bill  (S.  SiS)  extending  the  privileges  of  sections 
2990  to  2997,  inclusive,  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  to  the  port  of 

Saulpaw,  G.  W.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1606) 

Saxtou,  M.  W.     On  the  case  of 

Sayer,  J.  P.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1460)  granting  a  pension  to 

Schell,  Emma.    On  the  bill  (S.  1305)  granting  a  pension  to 

Schroeder,  Henry.     On  the  bill  (S.  1615)  panting  a  pension  to 

Schoyer,  Samnel  C.     On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  2o3)  increasing  the  pension  of. . 

Scott,  Rebecca  T.     On  the  bill  (S.  124fi)  granting  a  pension  to 

Seaton,  Lee  R.     On  the  bill  (S.  49U)  granting  a  pension  to 

Se«lev,  David  W.     On  the  petition,  &c.,  of 

St^lden,  William.     On  the  bill  (S.  1476)  for  the  relief  of 

Seymour,  Henr>-  P.,  &c.     On  the  bill  (S.  710)  for  the  relief  of 

Shannon,  Joseph  R.     On  the  bill  (S.  33)  for  the  relief  of 

Slwrlley,  William.     On  the  bill  (S.  733)  granting  an  increase  of  i>ension 
to 

Shemelia,  Mar>'  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  162)  granting  a  pension  to 

Shepley,  Marv  E.     C  n  the  petition  of 

Shields,  Edward.  &c.    On  the  bill  (S.  126)  for  the  relief  of 

Shimoneck,  William  C.     On  the  petition  of 

Shollenbnrger,  Joseph  B.    On  the  petition  of 

Shonse,  Hiram  C.     On  the  bill  (S.  1515)  granting  a  pension  to 

Showman,  Joseph.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5S57)  granting  a  pension  to 

Shreve,  Henrj^  M.     On  the  bill  (S.  814)  for  the  relief  of 

Shumaker,  Lindsay  M.    On  the  petition  of 

Sidney,  Nebraska.    On  the  bill  (S.  754)  relocating  and  improving  mili- 
tary wagon-road  from 

Signal  Service,  United  States  Army.     On  the  bill  (S.  821)  fixing  the  com- 
pensation of  enhsted  men  in  the 

Simmons,  Thomas  M.     On  the  bill  ( S.  476)  for  the  relief  of 

Slamm,  Jane  E.     On  the  petition  of 

Slauishter,  Henry.     On  the  petition  of 

Smafiwood,  Susan.     On  the  bill  (S.  1235)  granting  a  pension  to 

Smith,  Charles  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  287)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of.... 

Smith,  Dennis.     On  the  bill  (S.  1557)  granting  a  pension  to 

Smith,  Major  D.  C.     On  the  bill  (S.  1124)  for  the  reUef  of  the  heirs  of. . . 

Smith,  George.     On  the  bill  (S.  465)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to. 

Smith,  Jacob  J.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2039)  granting  a  pension  to 

Smith,  Henry  C.     On  the  bill  (S.  797)  granting  a  pension  to 

Smith,  John.     On  the  bill  (S.  154)  granting  a  pension  to 

Smith,  Stephen  D.     On  the  bill  (S.  1051)  granting  increase  of  pension  to. 

Smith,  Thornton.    On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  562) 

Snead,  E.  K.,  &c.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2&67)  for  the  relief  of 

Snider,  John.     On  the  bill  (S..1186)  granting  a  i)en8ion  to 

Snider,  John.     On  the  petition  of 

Snyder,  Aaron.     On  the  petition  of  citizens  asking  a  pension  for 

Snyder,  John  M.     On  the  bill  (S.  5^2)  granting  a  pension  to 

Soldiers*  and  sailors'  monument  at  ChaJiuette  national  cemetery,  Louis- 
iana.    On  the  hW  (S.  137)  to  aid  the  completion  of. , 
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5 

518 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


No. 


Soldiers  and  sailors.  On  the  bill  (S.  815)  to  increase  the  pension  of  cer- 
tain   

Soldiers'  Union  of  West  Virginia.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2771)  granting 
condemne<l  bronze  cannon  to 

Soldiers  of  color.  On  the  bills  (S.  792  and  S.  86.5)  relative  to  the  dis- 
tribution of  unclaimed  pay  and  bounty  moneys  of 

Soldiers'  Home.  On  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War.  (To  accompany 
bills.  1550) '. 

Somerville  and  Davis.     On  the  bill  (S.  324)  for  the  relief  of 

South  Carolina.  On  the  bill  (S.  1135)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  adjust  and  settle  accounts  for  arms  with  the  State  of 

Sparr,  Milton  L.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1193) 

Spear,  Horace  S.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  16.38) 

Speer,  Calvin  T.  On  the  bill  (S.  223)  to  authorize  the  restoration  of,  to 
the  rank  of  second  lieutenant,  United  States  Arm v,  &c 

Spencer,  William  C.     On  the  biU  (S.  662)  for  the  relief  of 

Springfield  and  New  London  Railroad  Company.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  55) 
granting  right  of  way  across  Water  Shops  Pond 

Spofford,  Henry  M.     On  the  memorial  of 

Staplin,  George  W.     On  the  bill  (S.  1464)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to. 

Starr,  Henry.     On  the  bill  (S.  1306)  for  the  relief  of 

Steams,  Hannah  L.    On  the  petition  of - 

Stevens,  James  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  1166)  granting  a  pension  to 

Stockstill,  David  W.     On  the  bill  (S.  366)  for  the  relief  of 

Stockwell,  William.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1729). 

Street,  Harlow  L.     On  the  bill  (S.  747)  for  the  relief  of 

Stuart,  Duncan  M.  V.     On  the  bill  (S.  809)  for  the  relief  of 

Sutherland,  Elizabeth.  On  the  petition  of.  (To  accompany  bill  (S. 
1232) 

Sullivan,  Patrick.     On  the  bill  (S.  426)  for  the  relief  of 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1493)  to  define 
tiie  duties  of  the  reporter  of  the 


T. 

Tabor,  N.  A.  W.     On  the  bill  (8.  983)  for  the  relief  of 

Taylor  Co.,  N.  and  G.     On  the  bill  (S.  135:?)  for  the  relief  of 

Taylor,  Sophia  Brooke.     On  the  bill  (S.  1249)  granting  a  pension  to 

Taylor,  Mrs.  Virginia.    On  the  petition  of 

Territories.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5048)  i-elating  to  the  justices  of  the 
peace  in  the 

Terry,  W.  H.     On  the  bill  (S.  504)  to  correct  the  military  record  of 

Texas.  On  the  bill  (S.  967)  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  northern 
district  of ^ 

Thatcher,  Samuel  M.    On  the  petition  of 

Thomasson,  Joseph  F.     On  the  petition  of 

Thompson,  C.  J.  E.    On  the  petition  of 

Thompson,  G.  W.,  &c.     On  the  bill  (S.  759)  for  the  relief  of 

Thornburg,  Thomas  T.  On  the  bill  (S.  1046)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  the  widow  of 

Thomly,  John.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1206) 

Tibbetts,  Charles  W.     On  the  petition  of 

Tiedemann,  Louis  C.     On  the  bill  (S.  870)  granting  a  pension  to 

Tilton,  Abigail  S.     On  the  bill  (S.  205)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to.. 

Tindall,  Mary  A.     On  the  bill  (S.  702)  granting  a  pension  to 

Todd,  Harry  I.     On  the  bill  (S.  1628)  for  the  relief  of 

Tolley  and  Eaton.    On  the  bill  (S.  170)  for  the  relief  of 

Towle,  Albert.     On  the  bill  (S.  17)  for  the  relief  of 

Towle,  Albert.     On  the  bill  (S.  16)  for  the  relief  of.... 

Town,  Hiram  S.     On  the  biU  (S.  1202)  for  the  relief  of 

Treasury  Department.  On  the  resolution  appointing  a^ committee  to  in- 
vestigate the  finance  reports,  books,  and  accounts  of  the 

Trekeli,  Carolina.    On  the  bill  (S.  534)  granting  a  pension  to 

Troisgros,  E.     On  the  bill  (S.  677)  for  the  relief  of 

Tryon,  Spencer  W.     On  the  bill  (S.  9-^2)  granting  a  pension  to 

TuUy,  Redmond.     On  the  biU  (S.  592)  for  the  relief  of 
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Subject. 


Turner,  Jiinias  T.     On  the  bill  (S.  731 )  for  the  relief  of 

Tyler,  Julia  Gardner.     On  the  bill  (S.  992)  granting  a  pension  to 


ol 


relating  to  the 


U. 

United  States  courts.    On  the  resolution  (H.  R. 
fees,  salaries,  and  emoluments  allowed  the  officers 

V. 

Vance,  James,  &c.    On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1268). ., 

Vaughn,  L.  W.     On  the  bill(S.  782)  for  the  relief  of , 

Vaughn,  R.     On  the  bill  (S.  780)  for  the  relief  of 

Vaughn,  Thcmas  A.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2iG0)  granting  a  pension  to..., 

Venable,  S.  W.     On  the  petition  of 

Virginia  Military  Institute.     On  the  bill  (S.  290)  to  issue  wall  tents  to, 

&c 

Vollum,  Edward  P.     On  the  bill  (S.  296)  for  the  relief  of 

Vuorhees,  Anne  R.    On  the  petition  of , 


W. 

Wade,  Mary.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2450)  grantin^^  a  pension  to 

Wagner,  Melissa.     On  the  bill  (Hi  R.  22o)  gran.mg  a  pension  to 

Waibridge,  Holland  &  Brown.     On  the  petition  of 

Walker,  Mark.     On  the  bill  (S.  2)  for  the  relief  of 

Walker,  Dr.  Mary  E.     On  the  petition  of 

Walker,  Paul.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2859)  granting  a  pension  to 

Wallace,  Thomas  B.     On  the  bill  (S.  305)  for  the  relief  of 

War  On  the  bill  (S.  744)  to  amend  the  one  hundred  and  third  Article  of. 
War,  Secretary  of.    On  the  bill  (S.  258)  to  authorize  the  detail  of  an 

officer  of  the  Army  to  take  command  of  an  expedition  fitted  out  to  go 

in  search  of  the  records  of  Sir  John  Franklin's  exx)edition 

War,  Secretary  of.     On  the  bill  (S.  96)  authorizing  the  delivery  of  four 

Napoleon  guns,  for  the  use  of  the  Marion  Artillery,  to  A.  B.  Rhett,  &,c. 

W^ar.     On  the  bill  (S.  763)  to  make  an  additional  article  of. 

Ward,  P.  L.    On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1267) 

Warner,  Charles  N.     On  the  bill  (S.  93)  for  the  relief  of 

Warren,  Henrj'.     On  the  bill  (S.  1254)  for  the  relief  of 

Webb,  George'j.     On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1698) 

Wehe,  Anna  M.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2608)  granting  a  pension  to 

W>il,  Benjamin,  d&c.     On  the  bill  (S.    1682)  directing  the  Court  of 

Claims  to  investigate  the  claims  of .# 

Weller,  Frederick.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1233)  . . . 

Wellford,  P.  A.    On  the  petition  of 

West,  Eliza.     On  the  petition  of 

West,  Marv  J.    On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1743) 

Wetmore,  H.  S.     On  the  bill  (S.  315)  granting  a  pension  to 

White,  Nicholas.    On  the  bill  (S.  83)  for  the  relief  of 

White,  Cornelia  F.     On  the  petition  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1564)... 

Whiting,  Kate  £.     On  the  bill  (S.  1239)  granting  a  pension  to 

Whiting,  W.  B.    On  the  bill  (8.  751 )  granting  a  pension  to 

Whitocy,  Mattie  S.    On  the  bill  (S.  1179)  for  the  relief  of 

Wickwire,  George  W.    On  the  bill  (S.  873)  for  the  relief  of 

Wilie,  George.    On  the  bill  (S.  1071 )  granting  a  pension  to 

Williams,  Henrv.     On  the  petition  of 

Williams,  John  L.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  30n)  granting  a  pension  to 

Williams,  Harrv  E.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3262)  granting  a  pension  to ... . 

WnUiams,  Heniy.    On  the  bill  (S.  1201 )  granting  a  pension  to 

Williamson,  Martha  A.    On  the  bill  (8.  362)  granting  a  pension  to 

Wilson,  Robert  P.    On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1520) . . . . 

Wilson,  Henry.     On  the  memorial  of 

Wilson,  Hugh.     On  the  petition  of 

Winder,  W.  A.    On  the  bill  (S.  1008)  for  the  relief  of 

Wingate,  David.     On  the  bill  (8. 1130)  for  the  relief  of 
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INDEX   TO    REPORTS. 


Subject. 


Winnebago  Indians.  On  bill  S.  224,  S.  R.  4,  and  on  bill  S.  1124,  for 
the  relief  of.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  323) 

Winona.  On  the  bill  (S.  1192)  to  authorize  the  city  of,  to  construct  a 
bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at 

Wolff  and  Brown.     On  the  petition  of 

Wollaston,  Thomas  P.    On  the  bill  (S.  1365)  for  the  relief  of 

Wood,  Mrs.  Rose  M.     On  the  bill  (S.  1471)  granting  a  pension  to 

Woodward,  George  W.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  863)  granting  a  pension  to  . 

Worthington,  Thomas.  To  assemble  a  court  of  inquiry  in  the  case  of. 
(To  accompany  joint  resolution  S.  R.  15,  1st  session^ 

Worrell,  James  P.    On  the  bill  ( S.  489)  for  the  relief  of 

Wright,  Crafts  J.     On  the  bill  (S.  752)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

Wright,  Mrs.  S.  A.    On  the  bill  (S.  730)  for  the  relief  of 

Y. 

Yamell,  Peter.    On  the  petition  of 

Yerger,  Sallie,  et  al.    On  the  petition  of 

Yondell,  Lamsford  B.,  &c.    On  the  petition  of.    (To  accompany  bill 

S.  1004) 

Yorktown.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3966)  relative  to  a  monument  at 

Young,  William.    On  the  petition  of 

Z. 

Zimmerman,  J.  P.,  &c.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2003)  for  the  relief  of 
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37 
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88 
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TABLE 

OF  THE 


REPORTS    MADE   BY  THE  COMMinEES 

FOR  THE 

FIRST  AND  SECOND  SESSIONS  OF  THE  FORTY-SIXTH  CONGRESS. 


Subject. 


COMMITTEE  ON  PRIVILEGES  AND  ELECTIONS. 

On  the  credentials  of  Hon.  Charles  H.  Bell,  claiming  a  seat  in  the  Senate 
as  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire.     First  session , 

On  the  memorials  relatine  to  the  election  of  Hon.  John  J.  lugalls,  a  Sen 
ator  firom  the  State  of  Kansas,  by  the  legislature  of  that  State  

On  the  memorial  of  Henry  M.  Spofford,  claiming  to  be  entitled  to  the 
seat  in  the  Senate  from  the  State  of  I^ouisiana  now  occupied  by  Will 
iam  P.  Kellogg 


COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELATIONS. 

On  the  bill  (8. 850)  to  provide  a  commlssiou  for  the  adjudication  of  dam- 
ages to  the  Norwegian  bark  Atlantic  by  collision  with  the  United 
States  steam  sloop-of-war  Vandalia,  and  for  payment  of  any  award 
made  by  said  commission 

On  the  memorial  of  Sam  C.  Reid,  on  the  behalf  of  the  captain,  owners, 
officers,  and  crew  of  the  late  United  States  private-armed  brig  Gen- 
eral Armstrong,  their  heirs,  executors,  &c 

On  the  bill  (H.  K.  270)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Dougherty 

COMMITTEE  ON  FINANCE. 

On  the  bill  (S.  62)  for  the  delivery  to  Samuel  Lord,  jr.,  receiver,  of  cer- 
tain bonds  now  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.     First  session . . 

On  the  bill  (S.  618)  for  the  relief  of  Herman  Holman  and  Crawford  Fair- 
banks  

On  the  bill  (8.  324)  for  the  relief  of  Somerville  and  Davis 

On  the  bill  (S.  17)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  Towle,  postmaster  at  Beatrice, 
Nebraska 

On  the  petition  of  Lamsford  B.  Tondell  and  others.  (To  accompany  bill 
8.1004) 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2188)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Kearney 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2649)  to  authorize  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  to 
iasae  $aOO  in  now  notes  to  the  national  bank  at  Pontiac,  111.,  to  re- 
place a  like  amonnt  which  have  never  been  signed 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  710)  for  the  relief  of  Jackson  Grubb,  of  McMinu 
County,  Tennessee 

On  the  petition  of  Thomas  Hastie  

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  393)  for  the  reUef  of  W.  B.  Farrar 

On  the  bill  (S.  4:56)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  CUnton 

On  the  bill  (U.  R.  2802)  for  the  relief  of  the  owner  of  the  bark  Grape- 
shot  

On  the  bUl  (S.  1353)  for  the  relief  of  Naud  G.  Taylor  «&  Co 

On  the  bill  (S.  1090)  for  the  relief  of  John  D.  Defrees 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  27^)  for  the  relief  of  certain  citizens  of  Lynchbnrg, 
Va.,  &c 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2567)  for  the  relief  of  E.  K.  Suead  and  his  sureties. . 

On  the  bill  (S.  1628)  for  the  reUef  of  Harry  I.  Todd 

On  the  1  ill  (S.  759)  for  the  relief  of  G.  W.  Thompson 
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INDEX   TO    REPORTS. 


Subject. 


COMMITTEE  ON  APPROPRIATIONS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1424)  in  relation  to  permanent  and  indefinite  appropria- 
tions..  


COMMITTEE  OX  COMMERCE. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2006)  in  relation  to  the  importation  of  neat  cattle  for 
breeding  purposes 

On  the  bill  (S.  856)  extending  the  provisions  of  section  2997  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  of  the  United  States  to  the  port  of  Omaha,  in  the 
State  of  Nebraska 

On  the  bill  (S.  628)  extending  the  privileges  of  sections  2990  and  2997, 
inclusive,  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  to  the  port  of 
Safbt  Louis,  in  the  State  of  Missouri 

On  the  bill  (S.  829)  extending  the  provisions  of  section  2997  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  of  the  United  States  to  the  ports  of  Kansas  City  and 
Saint  Joseph,  in  the  State  of  Missouri 

On  the  bill  (S.  1192)  to  authorize  the  city  of  Winona  to  construct,  op- 
erate, and  maintain  a  wagon-bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at 
Winona 

On  the  memorial  of  Merrick,  Fowler  and  Esseltyne,  and  other  business 
men  and  firms  of  Michigan 

On  the  bill  (S.  1610)  asking  for  the  erection  of  a  light-house  at  the  en- 
trance of  Little  Traverse  Harbor  on  Lake  Michigan 

On  the  bill  (S.  1593)  authorizing  the  Richmond  and  Southwestern  Rail- 
way Company  to  build  bridges  across  the  Pamunky  and  Mattaponi 
Rivers 

On  the  bill  (S.  938)  authorizing  the  Astoria  and  Winnemucca  Railroad 
Company  to  constiiict  bridges  across  Young's  Bay  or  River  and  Lewis 
and  Clarke's  River * 

On  the  bill  (S.  1723)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  issue 
an  American  register  to  the  bark  Annie  Johnson 

COMMITTEE  ON  MIUTARY  AFFAIRS. 

On  the  joint  resolution  (S.  Res.  15)  requiring  the  assembling  of  a  court 

of  inquiry  in  the  case  of  Thomas  Worthington.     First  session 

On  the  bill  (S.  243)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  release  certain 

lands  of  the  United  States  to  the  people  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

First  session 

On  the  bill  (S.  53)  making  appropriation  for  the  erection  of  suitable 

posts  for  the  protection  of  the  Rio  Grande  frontier 

On  the  bill  (S.  54)  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  War  to  purchase  land  to 

enlarge  and  protect  the  San  Antonio  Arsenal 

On  the  bill  (S.  744)  to  amend  the  one  hundred  and  third  Article  of  War. 

On  Executive  Document  No.  54.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  106) 

On  the  bill  (S.  105)  for  the  relief  of  John  Gault,*jr 

On  the  bill  (S.  128)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Shields  and  others 

On  the  bill  (S.  468)  for  the  relief  of  John  W.  Cheeks 

On  the  bill  (8.  252)  for  the  relief  of  Frank  A.  Page 

On  the  biU  (S.  480)  for  the  relief  of  William  P.  Patrick 

On  thebiU  (S.  .368)  for  the  relief  of  Emanuel  Klauser 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.2803)  for  the  reUef  of  Doddridge  and  Davis 

On  the  bill  (S.  296)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  VoUum 

On  the  biU  (S.  401)  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Meagher 

On  the  bill  (S.  137)  to  aid  in  the  completion  or  the  soldiers'  and  s^ors' 

monument  at  ( jhalmette  National  Cemetery,  Louisiana , 

On  the  memorial  of  the  legislative  assembly  of  Montana  Territory  for 

the  establishment  of  a  cavalry  post  at  or  near  Henry's  Lake  in  that 

Territory , 

On  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  8)  correcting  the  military  record  of  Wickliffe 

Cooper^  deceased 

On  the  bill  (&.  332)  authorizing  the  appointment  of  William  English  to 

a  second  heutenancy  in  the  Army 
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XXI 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (S.  188)  correcting  the  military  master-iu  of  James  6.  How- 
ard   


On  the  bill  (8.  159)  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  certain  portions  of  the  Fort 

Leavenworth  military  reservation 

On  the  bill  (8.  317)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  J.  B.  Campbell 

On  the  bill  (8.  747)  for  the  relief  of  Harlow  L.  Street 

On  the  bill  (8.  517)  for  the  relief  of  Francis  8.  Davidson 

On  the  bill  (8.  731)  for  the  relief  of  Mig.  Junius  T.  Turner 

On  the  bill  (8.  198)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  Bird  L.  Fletcher 

On  the  memorial  of  the  le^slative  assembly  of  the  Territory  of  Montana 

in  relation  to  military  telegraph 

On  the  joint  memorial  of  the  Nebraska  legislature  praying  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  military  post 

On  the  memorial  of  Alexander  S.  Brownlow 

On  the  petition  of  William  B.  Guthrev 

On  the  bill  (8.  377)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Ewing 

On  the  bill  (S.  1100)  for  the  relief  of  Solomon  Morris 

On  the  bill  (S.  426)  for  the  relief  of  Patrick  Sullivan 

On  the  bill  (8. 1^7)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  Castleman 

On  the  bill  (8.  219)  relating  to  certain  brevet  appointments 

On  the  bill  (S.  773)  making  appropriations  for  a  military  wagon-road 

£rom  Niobrara,  in  Nebraska,  to  Fort  Robinson,  in  said  State 

On  the  bill  (S.  754)  to  authorize  the  relocation  and  improvement  of  the 
militarv  wagon-road  from  Sidney,  Nebraska,  via  Fort  Robinson,  &o.. 
On  the  bill  (S.  194)  for  the  disposal  of  Fort  Harker  military  reservation. 
On  the  bill  (S.  193)  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  the  Fort  Lamed 

military  reservation 

OnthebilWS.  2)  for  the  reUef  of  Mark  Walker 

On  the  bill  (S.  556)  to  authorize  the  President  to  appoint  Sergeant  John 

Dolan  a  second  Ueutenant  and  place  him  on  the  retired  list 

On  the  bill  (S.  80)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  ascer- 
tain and  report  to  Congress  the  amount  of  money  expended  and  in- 
debtedness aasnmetd  by  the  State  of  Kansas  in  repelling  invasions  and 

sappressing  Indian  hostilities ••• . 

On  tne  bill  (S.  50)  for  the  relief  of  James  A.  Ban* 

On  the  memorial  of  Beverly  Kennou 

On  the  bill  (S.  389)  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Phillips 

On  the  bill  (S.  390)  authorizing  the  President  to  restore  Capt.  Dunbar 

R.  Ransom  to  his  former  raim  in  the  Army •••. 

On  the  bill  (8.  388)  for  the  relief  of  Jacob  B.  King 

On  the  bill  (8.  131)  for  the  relief  of  John  W.  Chickering 

On  the  bill  (8.  214)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  W.  Dunbar 

On  the  bill  (8.223)  to  authorize  the  restoration  of  Calvin  T.  Speer  to 
the  rank  of  second  lieutenant  United  States  Army,  and  to  pay  him 

arrears  of  pay 

On  the  bill  (S.  533)  providing  for  the  retirement  of  First  Lieut.  Walter 

F.  Halleck  with  tne  rank  and  pay  of  lieutenant-colonel 

On  the  letter  of  the  President  of  June  5,  1879,  transmitting  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  board  convened  by  his  orders  on  the  case  of  (General  Por- 
ter  


Views  of  the  minority  on  same.    (Part  2) 

Views  of  the  minority  on  same.    (Part  3) 

On  the  bill  (8.  56)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Braden  and  J.  W.  Angus 

On  the  biU  (8.  965)  for  the  relief  of  D.T.  Kirby 

Onthebill(8.  592)  for  the  reUef  of  Redmond  Tully 

OnthebiU(8.  175)  for  the  relief  of  P.  P.O.  Hall 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1153^  to  restore  to  the  public  domain  a  part  of  the 

military  reservation  known  as  Fort  Ripley  reservation,  in  tne  State  of 

Minnesota • 

On  the  bill  (8. 9G8)  for  the  relief  of  James  Burk 

On  the  bill  (8.  290)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  issue  wall-tents 

to  the  soperintendent  of  the  Virginia  Military  Institute 

On  the  biU  (8.  287)  for  the  reUef  of  tbe  heirs  of  Charles  B.  Smith 

On  the  petition  of  Birs  Flora  A.  Darling 

On  the  biU  (8.  876)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Coraelias  and  aeven  other 

persons 
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INDEX   TO    REPORTS. 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2902)  to  place  William  Gaines,  late  ordnance  sergeant 
United  States  Army,  on  the  retired  list 

On  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  3)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  sell  or 
lease  to  the  Port  Huron  and  Northwestern  Railway  Company  a  por- 
tion of  the  Fort  Gratiot  military  reserve,  &c 

On  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  dated  January  5, 1^^.  (To  accom- 
pany bill,  S.  1205) 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2771)  to  construe  an  act  granting  condemned  bronze 
cannon  to  the  Soldiers*  Union,  of  West  Virginia..... 

On  the  bill  (S.  98)  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  accounts  with  certain 
railway  companies  therein  named 

On  the  bill  (8.  474)  for  the  relief  of  William  McGovem 

On  the  bill  (8.  1075)  to  authorize  Dr.  Daniel  M.  Apple,  of  the  United 
States^  Army,  to  receive  pay  for  discharging  the  duties  of  physician  to 
tiie  Mescal ero  Apache  Indian  Agency,  New  Mexico 

On  the  bill  (S.  613)  for  the  relief  of  Jacob  D.  Jones 

On  the  bill  (S.  944)  for  the  relief  of  John  Grierson 

On  a  resolution  of  the  Senate.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1331,  authorizing 

T  a  retired  list  of  non-commissioned  oflScers,  &c.) 

On  the  bill  (S.  1031)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  T.  Benton 

On  the  bill  (S.  1087)  for  the  relief  of  John  F.  Clancey 

On  the  bill  (S.  710)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  P.  Seymour  and  others 

On  the  bill  (S.  853)  to  pay  members  of  certain  military  organizations 
therein  named 

On  the  bill  (8.  933)  for  the  relief  of  Lieut.  Edward  8.  Farrow 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3783)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  mili- 
tary record  of  Jerry  Foley 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1.305)  abolishing  the  military  reservations  of  Fort 
Abercrombie,  Fort  Seward,  and  Fort  Ransom,  all  in  the  Territory  of 
Dakota.  &c 

On  the  bill  ^8.  916)  to  authorize  the  United  States  to  secure  a  title  to 
certain  military  and  timber  reservations  embraced  within  the  limi  t 
of  Fort  Union  military  reservation 

On  the  bill  (8.  1008)  for  the  relief  of  W.  A.  Winder 

On  the  case  of  M.  W.  Saxton 

On  the  bill  (8.  313)  for  the  relief  of  Jacob  E.  Burbank 

On  the  bill  (8.  489)  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Worrell ♦ 

On  the  bill  (8.  129)  authorizing  the  restoration  of  the  name  of  Thomas 
H.  Carpenter  to  the  rolls  of  t^e  Army,  and  providing  that  he  be  placed 
on  the  list  of  retired  officers 

On  the  bill  (8.  93)  to  authorize  the  restoration  of  Charles  N.  Warner  to 
his  former  relative  rank  and  position  in  the  Army 

On  the  bill  (8.  664 J  for  the  relief  of  Lieut.  Col.  Schuyler  Hamilton 

On  the  bill  (8.  821)  fixing  the  compensation  of  enlist-ed  men  in  the  Sig 
nal  Service,  United  States  Army 

On  the  petition  of  Perry  E.  Brocchus.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  1395) 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3347)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  furnish 
four  pieces  of  condemned  ordnance  for  the  soldiers^  monument  at  Ma- 
rietta. Ohio 

O.i  the  bill  (8. 1036)  for  the  relief  of  Edmund  T.  Ryan 

On  the  petition  of  Ernst  Hein.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  1484) 

Oa  the  bill  (8.  1058)  for  the  relief  of  Walker  A,  Newton 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4439)  to  remove  the  disabilities  of  Sergeant  P.  P. 
Powell 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3966^  to  carry  into  effect  the  resolution  of  Congress 
adopted  on  the  29th  day  of  October,  1781,  in  regard  to  a  monumental 
column  at  Yorktown,  Virginia,  and  for  other  purposes 

On  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  79)  directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  adjust  and  settle  the  accounts  between  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  Florida 

On  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  in  answer  to  Senate  resolution  of 
Mareh4, 1878.   (To accompany  bill  8.  1490). 

On  the  petition  of  Robert  P.  Wuson.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  1520) ...... 

On  the  Mil  (8. 1154)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  William 
0.  Redden 
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XXIU 


Subject. 


On  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a  commanication 
from  the  Commissioners  of  the  Soldiers'  Home,  in  Washington,  D.  C. 
(Toaecompany  bill  S.  1650) 

On  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  71)  directing  the  restoration  of  the  official 
letter-books  of  the  executive  department  of  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
ohna 


No. 


On  the  bill  (S.  74)  for  the  relief  of  Lieut.  Frank  P.  Grass... 

On  the  bill  (S.  390)  authorizing  the  President  to  restore  Capt.  Dunbar 
S.  Ransom 

On  the  bill  (S.  1135)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  a^ust  and 
settle  accounts  for  arms  with  the  State  of  South  Carolina 

On  the  bill  (S.  131)  for  the  relief  of  John  W.  Chickering 

On  the  bill  (S.  965)  for  the  relief  of  D.  T.  Kirby. 

On  the  bill  (8. 254)  authorizing  the  President  to  place  the  name  of  Her- 
man Biffgs  on  the  list  of  retired  officers  of  the  Army 

On  the  biUs  (8.  192  and  S.  577)  to  correct  the  dates  of  certain  quarter- 
masters of  the  United  States  Army,  Slc 

Views  of  the  minority  on  same.     (Part  2)...... 

0nthebiU(8.  160)  for  the  relief  of  H.  A.Myers 

On  the  bUl  (S.  230)  for  the  relief  Capt.  C.  H.  Briggs 

On  th«  bill  (S.  504)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  William  H.  Terry  .. 

On  the  bin  (8.  229)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  S.  Bridges 

On  the  petition  of  Jabez  Matthews •• 

On  the  petition  of  George  W.  Graham • 

On  the  bill  (8.  1039)  to  authorize  the  restoration  of  William  McGee  to 

r  the  rank  of  second  lieutenant  in  the  Army • 

On  the  bill  (8.  147)  to  authorize  the  President  to  restore  Bernard  ReiUy, 
junior,  to  his  former  rank  in  the  Armv 

On  the  bill  (8.  53'»)  for  the  reUef  of  James  P.  W.  Neill 

On  the  bill(8.  904)  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  J.  W.  Candee 

On  the  bill  (8.  1124)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  D.  C.  Smith 

Onthebill(8. 1336)  for  the  relief  of  John  Reed ^ 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5894)  to  authorize  the  sale  of  Fort  Logan,  Montana 
Territory,  and  to  establish  a  new  post  on  the  frontier ^. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3351)  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  Paul  E.  GiUen 

On  the  bill  (8.  758)  for  the  relief  of  James  M.  Bacon 

On  the  bill  (8.  149)  for  the  relief  of  John  Gotshall 

On  the  bill  (8.  Res.  64)  to  furnish  a  bronze  statue  of  GeneraJ  Daniel  Mor- 
gan to  the  Cowpens  centennial  committee  of  Spartanburg,  8.  C  ...... 

On  the  bill  (8.  529)  to  provide  for  the  better  care  and  protection  of 
quartermasters'  supplies. 

On  the  bill  (8.  258)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  detail  an  offi- 
cer of  the  Army  to  take  command  of  the  expedition  fitted  out  by 
Morrison  and  Brown  to  search  for  the  records  of  Sir  John  Franklin's 
expedition,  &c 

On  tne  bill  (8.  96)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  deliver  to  A.  B. 
Shett,  T.  Pinckney  Lowndes,  and  others  four  Napoleon  guns,  with 
caissons  and  harness,  now  at  Greensborough,  N.  C,  for  use  of  the  Ma- 
rion Artillerv,  Charleston,  S.  C 

On  the  bill  (8.  1710)for  the  relief  of  William  H.  Gill 

On  the  bill  (8.  1488)  to  provide  for  promotions  in  the  Army  of  the 
United  States 

On  the  bill  (8. 1288)  to  authorize  the  President  to  restore  D.  M.  Page  to 
his  former  rank  in  the  Army,  and  place  him  upon  the  retired  list 

On  the  bill  (8. 1455)  authorizing  the  President  to  appoint  John  W.  Hoff- 
man a  second  lieutenant  in  the  United  States  Armv 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1128^  for  the  relief  of  James  N.  Riiby 

On  the  petition  of  William  8.  Hansell  and  Sons.    (To  accompany  bill 

8.  176-*) 

On  the  bill  (8.  1645)  for  the  relief  of  Lieut.  John  A.  Payne 

On  the  bm  (8.  :I66)  for  the  relief  of  David  W.  Stockatill 

On  the  biU  (8.  1660)  for  the  reUef  of  WiUiam  P.  Chambliss... 

On  the  bill  (8.  1300)  for  the  relief  of  Lowell  A.  Chamberlin 

On  the  bill  (8.  1311)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Byrne 

On  the  bill  (8.  1150)  for  the  reUef  of  Carlile  Bojd 

On  the  bill  (8.  IW6)  for  the  reJJef  of  ffenij  Starr 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS. 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (S.  763)  to  make  an  additional  article  of  war 

On  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  84)  to  furnish  a  bronze  statue  of  Gen.  Daniel 
Morgan  to  the  Cowpens  centennial  committee  of  Spartanburg,  S.  C  . . 

On/ the  bill  (S.  1614)  to  regulate  the  promotion  and  fix  the  rank  of  line- 
officers  of  the  Army 

On  the  bill  (S.  662)  for  the  relief  of  William  C.  Spencer 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3656)  for  the  relief  of  John  Hohstadt 

On  the  bill  (S.  1742)  in  relation  to  the  Fort  Sedgwick  military  reserva- 


tion 


On  the  bills  (H.  R.  952  and  S.  295)  for  the  relief  of  the  Fifteenth  and 
Sixteenth  Regiments  Missouri  Cavalry  Volunteers 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  6033)  to  pay  Hiram  Johnson  and  others  certain  sums 
of  money,  &c 


COMMITTEE  ON  NAVAL  AFFAIRS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  125)  to  appoint  Spruillo  Braden  an  ensign  in  the  United 
States  Navy.    First  session 

On  the  bill  (S.  286)  for  the  relief  of  John  S.  Cunningham 

On  the  petition  of  John  Thomley.     (To  accompanv  bill  S.  1206) 

On  the  bill  ^S.  48)  for  promoting  the  efficiency  of  the  corps  of  chaplains 
of  the  United  States  Navy 

On  the  bill  (S.  533^  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W.  Abbot  and  W.  W.  Barry. 

On  the  bill  (S.  522)  relative  to  the  distribution  of  prize-money 

On  the  bill  (S.  557)  to  authorize  the  payment  of  prize-money  to  the 
cantors  of  the  steamboat  New  Era  No.  5. 1 

On  tne  bill  (S.  397)  for  the  relief  of  certain  naval  officers 

On  the  bill  (S.  1130)  for  the  reUef  of  David  Wingate 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4606)  authorizing  the  President  to  appoint  Drs. 
Thomas  Owens  and  William  Martin 

On  the  bill  (S.  813)  to  amend  section  1402  of  the  Revised  Statutes  rela- 
tive to  the  anpointment  of  assistant  naval  constructors 

On  the  bill  (8. 918)  for  the  relief  of  certain  volunteer  officers  of  the 
Navy 

On  the  bill  (S.  826)  for  the  relief  of  several  persons  impressed  into  the 
United  States  naval  service , 

On  the  petition  of  Stephen  A.  McCarty.    (To  accompany  S.  Res.  96) 

On  the  bill  (S.  201)  for  the  relief  of  Somerv  ille  Nicholson 

On  the  bill  (S.  626)  for  the  relief  of  Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal 
Companv 

On  the  bill  (S.867)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  G.  Ayres 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3534)  to  authorize  and  equip  an  expedition  to  the 
Arctic  seas.. 

On  the  bill  (S.  542)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  C.  Bampton 

On  the  bill  (S.  543)  for  the  relief  of  Jabez  Burchard 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5628)  relating  to  machinists  in  the  Navy 

On  the  bill  (S.  1538)  authorizing  the  closing  of  the  accounts  of  the  late 
Rear-Admiral  A.H.Foote,  U.S.N 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  484*2)  to  reinstate  R.  W.  Barkley  as  cadet  midshipman 
in  the  United  States  Naval  Academy  at  Annapolis 

On  the  bill  (S.  1210)  for  the  relief  of  certain  officers  of  the  Navy 

On  the  bill  ^H.  R.  39*^3)  to  provide  a  constniction  fund  for  the  Navy, 
and  for  otner  purposes 

On  the  bill  (H.  K.  5627)  to  amend  section  1486  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
in  order  to  preserve  the  meaning  of  the  original  law  from  which  it 
was  taken  with  reference  to  the  rank  of  engineer  officers,  graduates 
of  the  Naval  Academy 


COMMITTEE  OS  THE  JUDICIARY. 

On  the  petitions  of  Mrs.  Virginia  Taylor,  executrix  of  Joseph  Taylor, 
and  Alexander  Dounon,  administrator  of  David  Dunlap,  petition  of 
David  B.  Tennant,  and  the  petition  of  Watson  McGill  and  Company.. 

On  the  petition  of  Sallie  Yerger,  Maggie  J.  Miller,  et  al 

On  the  Liill  (S.  527)  that  all  persons  sentenced  to  imprisonment  by  the 
United  States  courts  shall  be  confined  in  the  prisons  of  the  States 
wherein  they  were  tried  and  convicted 
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XXT 


Subject. 


On  the  petitions  of  S.  W.  Venable,  of  Virginia,  and  Diinlap  and  Craw- 
ford, of  LonisviUe,  Ky 

On  the  petition  of  P.  A.  Wellford 

On  the  reeolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  appointment 
of  a  joint  committee  to  investigate  the  present  system  of  salaries,  fees, 
and  emoluments  allowed  officers  of  the  United  States  courts,  and  for 
other  purposes 

On  the  bill  (S.  280)  for  the  relief  of  Ann  Gregory 

On  the  bUl  (S.  87)  for  the  relief  of  John  J.  Key  and  W.  G.  M.  Davis.. 

On  the  bill  (S.  967)  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  northern  district  of 
Texas  

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3064)  to  remove  the  political  disabilities  of  W.  S. 
Maxwell 

On  the  bills  (S.  199  and  H.  R.  2377)  for  the  relief  of  Catherine  I.  Gillis. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1493}  defining  the  duties  of  the  reporter  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States,  fixing  his  compensation,  &,c 

On  the  bin  (S.  1376)  for  the  relief  of  Ella  Long 

On  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  passed  oh  the  10th  of  June,  1880,  to 
inquire,  ascertain,  and  report  which  of  the  Pacific  railroads  are  dis- 
criminating against  the  United  States  iu  favor  of  private  shippers,  &c. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1682)  directing  the  Court  of  Claims  to  investigate  the 
claims  of  Benjamin  Well  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company 

COMMITTER  ON  POST-OFFICES  AND  POST-ROADS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  516)  to  extend  the  time  of  special  postal  service  until 
senice  can  be  obtained  by  advertisement.    First  session 

On  the  bills  (S.  44,  8.  246^  and  S.  262)  and  the  memorial  of  Harvey 
Spalding,  for  the  relief  of  certain  postmasters  and  late  postmasters  in 
the  States  therein  named.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  903) 

On  the  bill  (S.  762)  for  the  relief  of  Josiah  H.  Pillsbury 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2003)  for  the  relief  of  J.  P.  Zimmerman  and  H.  P. 
Snow .• 

On  the  bill  (S.  843)  providing  for  the  delivery  of  dutiable  articles  in  the 
mails  and  for  indemnity  for  lost  registered  articles 

On  the  bill  (S.  411)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W.  Rogers 

On  the  bill  (S.  16)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  Towle 

On  the  bills  (S.  285  and  S.  689)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Collins 

On  the  bill  (S.  1209)  to  designate,  classify,  and  fix  the  salaries  of  persons 
in  the  railwavmail  service 

On  the  bill  (S.'ll03)  for  the  relief  of  Manly  B.  McNilt 

On  the  bill  (S.  303)  for  the  relief  of  George  Hollings worth 

On  the  bill  (S.  1202)  for  the  relief  of  Hiram  S.  Town 

On  the  bill  (S.  1419)  authorizing  the  Postmaster-General  to  adopt  a  uni- 
form canceling-ink  and  stamping-pad 

On  the  biU  (S.  l&O)  for  the  relief  of  B.  F.  Rockafellow 

On  thebiU  (S.  9«)  for  the  relief  of  N.  A.  W.  Tabor 

On  the  bUl  (H.  R.  2793)  for  the  relief  of  Rachel  Martin 

On  the  biU  (S.  72)  for  the  relief  of  John  B.  Davis 

On  the  bill  (S.  60)  for  the  relief  of  B.  S.  James 

COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  619)  for  the  relief  of  certain  actual  settlers  on  the  Kan- 
sas trust  and  diminished  reserve  lands  in  the  State  of  Kansas 

On  the  bill  (S.  19)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  ascertain 
and  certify  the  amount  of  land  located  with  military  warrants  in  the 
States  described  therein 

On  the  bill  (S.  316)  for  the  relief  of  homestead  settlers  on  the  public 


Vol. 


lands 


Oo  the  bill  (S.  490)  in  relation  to  certain  fees  allowed  registers  and 
receivers 

On  the  bill  (S.  768)  for  the  reclamation  of  arid  and  waste  lands 

On  the  bill  (S.  769)  to  enable  the  State  of  Colorado  to  take  lands  in  lieu 
of  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections,  found  to  be  mineral  lands 
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Subject. 


On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2326)  for  the  relief  of  settlers  upon  the  Osage  trust 
and  diminished  reserve  lands  in  Kansas,  and  for  other  purposes 

On  the  bill  ^H.  R.  4244)  for  the  establish inent  of  titles  in  Hot  Springs, 
and  for  otner  purposes 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2359)  for  the  rolief  of  William  D.  Oyler 

On  the  bill  (S.  666)  relating  to  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States 

On  the  bill  (S.  92)  for  the  relief  of  Morgan's  Louisiana  and  Texas  Rail* 
road  and  Steamship  Company 

On  the  bill  (S.  989)  for  the  relief  of  settlers  on  the  pablic  lands,  and  to 
provide  for  the  repayment  of  certain  fees  and  commissions  paid  on 
void  entries  of  public  lands 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5502)  granting  to  the  Territory  of  Dakota  certain 
lands  in  the  county  of  Yankton,  in  said  Territory,  for  an  asylum  for 
the  insane,  and  for  school  purposes .. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2481)  to  establish  an  additional  land  district  in  the 
State  of  Kansas 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3708)  to  grant  to  the  State  of  Nevada  lands  in  lieu 
of  the  sixteenth  and  thirty -sixth  sections  in  said  State 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1064)  panting  to  the  corporate  authorities  of  Council 
Bluffs,  Iowa,  for  public  uses,  a  certain  lake  or  bayou,  situated  near 
said  city 

OnthebiU(S.  347)  for  the  relief  of  John  B.  Nix 

COMMITTEE  ON  PRIVATE  LAND  CLAIMS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  310)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  and  legal  representatives 
of  Israel  Dodee ^. 

On  the  bill  (S.  &0)  relating  to  the  equitable  and  legal  rights  of  parties 
in  possession  of  certain  lands  and  improvements  thereon  in  the  State 
of  California,  and  to  provide  jurisdiction  to  determine  those  rights. . . 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  AFFAIRS. 

• 

On  the  bill  (S.  1195)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  deposit 
certain  funds  in  the  Unit«d  States  Treasury  in  lien  of  investments 

On  the  bills  (S.  224,  S.  Res.  4,  S.  1124)  for  the  relief  of  the  Winnebago 
Indians,  of  Wisconsin .     (To  accompany  bill  S.  323) 

On  the  bills  (S.  775,  776.  777,  778,  779,  780,  781.  782,  7H3,  784,  785,  786, 
and  927)  for  the  reliei  of  John  Hensley  and  twelve  other  persons 
therein  named 

On  the  bill  (S.  1254)  for  the  relief  of  Henrv  Warren 

On  the  biU  (S.  1152)  for  the  relief  of  BasilMoreland 

On  the  bill  (S.  451)  to  reimburse  the  Creek  orphan  fund..... 

COMMITTEE   ON   PENSIONS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  446)  granting  a  pension  to  Jefferson  Kinder.    First  session . 

On  the  petition  of  SamuelM.  Thatcher 

On  the  petition  of  Zenas  Herrick 

On  the  petition  of  Squire  Moore 

On  the  petition  of  Phebe  A.  Grivet 

On  the  petition  of  David  H.  Meyers 

On  the  petition  of  Amelia  B.  Parsons 

On  the  petition  of  Henry  Williams 

On  the  petition  of  Margaret  Cahill .^.. 

On  the  petition  of  Jacob  S.  Hunt 

On  the  petition  of  James  Rose 

On  the  bill  (S.  362)  granting  a  pension  to  Amos  Williamson 

On  the  bill  (S.  260)  granting  a  pension  to  Nathaniel  Aiken 

On  the  bill  (S.  184)  granting  a  pension  to  Robert  L.  Hancock 

On  the  bill  (S.  535)  granting  a  pension  to  W.  H.  Miller 

On  the  bill  (S.  499)  granting  a  pension  to  Lee  R.  Seaton 

On  the  bill  (S.  154 )  granting  a  pension  to  John  Smith 

On  the  bill  (S.  277)  granting  a  pension  to  A.  L.  Anderson «... 

On  the  bill  (S.  411 )  granting  a  pension  to  John  H.  Ferrell 

On  the  bill  (S.  477)  for  the  relief  of  Gen.  Ward  B.  Burnett 
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XXVII 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (S.  427)  granting  a  pension  to  Frank  Donohue 

On  the  bill  (S.  552)  granting  a  i>ension  to  Marshall  D.  Ellis 

On  the  bill  (S.  336)  granting  a  pension  to  Philip  Braaustetter 

On  the  bill  (S.  342)  granting  a  pension  to  Charles  Reed 

On  the  bill  (S.  341)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  Getert 

On  the  bill  (S.  376)  granting  a  pension  to  Hiram  Johnson 

On  the  bill  (S.  475)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  J.  Churchman 

On  the  bill  (S.  367)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Isabel  L.  and 

Isabel  M.  Evans 

On  the  petition  of  Crafts  J.  Wright 

On  the  petition  of  W.  B.  Whiting 

On  the  bill  (S.  139)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  A.  Armstrong 

On  the  bill  (S.  315)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  Stanley  Wetmore. ... 

On  the  bill  (S.  35)  granting  a  pension  to  Herman  Netterfield 

On  the  bill  (S.  815)  granting  increase  of  pensions  to  certain  pensioned 

soldiers  and  sailors  who  are  entirely  helpless  from  injuries  received 

or  disease  contracted  while  in  the  United  States  service 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Thomas  Hendrickson 

On  the  petition  of  Hannah  L.  Steams. 

On  the  petition  of  certain  citizens  of  Carbon  County,  Penna^'lvania... 

On  the  petition  of  Isaac  Vansant 

On  the  petition  of  James  Preston 

On  the  bill  (S.  578)  g^ranting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Samuel  B.  Davis 

On  the  bill  (S.  609)  granting  a  pension  to  James  E.  Hargrove 

On  the  bill  (S.  663)  granting  a  pension  to  John  J.  Fritschy 

On  the  petition  of  ,K>seph  F.  Thomasson 

On  the  petition  of  James  King ••• 

On  the  petition  of  Susan  Jeffords 

On  the  Dill  (S.  617)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  William  H.  Hale 

On  the  bill  (S.  620)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  Nix 

On  the  bill  (S.  582)  granting  a  pension  to  John  M.  Snyder 

On  the  bill  (S.  991)  relative  to  claim  of  David  H.  Meyers 

On  the  petition  of  Wallace  Pattee - , 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Virginia  Grove 

On  the  petition  of  John  Flynn 

On  the  bill  (S.  335)  granting  a  pension  to  Simeon  Crain 

On  the  petition  of  AbrahamM.  McCullom 

On  the  petition  of  George  R.  Baum 

On  the  bill  (S.  680)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  H.  Binnamon.. . 
On  the  bill  (S.  870)  granting  a  pension  to  Louis  Christopher  Fiede- 

mann , 

On  the  bill  (S.  39)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  James  H.  Reeve. 

On  the  bill  (S.  855)  for  the  relief  of  Narcissa  Gibson 

On  the  bill  (S.  702)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Tindall 

On  the  bOl  (S.  956)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Hubbell 

On  the  bill  (8.  970)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Hugh  Rothrock 

On  the  petition  of  Milton  L.  Sparr 

On  the  Dill  (S.  1046)  granting  a  pension  to  the  widow  of  Thomas  T. 

Thomburg 

On  the  bill  (S.  797)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  C.  Smith 

On  the  bill  (8.  551)  granting  a  pension  to  James  O'Connor 

On  the  bill  (8. 132)  granting  a  pension  to  Fannie  Lull 

On  the  bill  (S.  337)  granting  a  pension  to  James  H.  Poland 

On  the  petition  of  Joseph  B.  Shollenburger..-. 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Emma  M.  Moore..... 

On  the  petition  of  Margaret  Miller 

On  the  petition  of  citizens  of  Anderson  County,  Kansas 

On  the  petition  of  Solomon  8.  Robinson 

On  the  petition  of  Armstead  Goodlow •.. — 

On  the  memorial  of  Harriet  Flagg 

On  the  bill  (8.  20^)  granting  a  pension  to  Archibald  and  John  Nelson. . 

On  the  bill  (S.  382)  granting  a  pension  to  Ellen  W.  P.  Carter 

On  the  bill  (S.  338)  gnnting  a  pension  to  Dederick  Blanck 

On  the  memorial  of  Theodore  L.  Sayre  and  others 

On  the  petition  of  John  Snider «— 

On  the  petition  of  Jesse  F.  Phares 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


No. 


On  the  bill  (S.  950)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Nancy  Eubank 

On  the  bill  (8.  497)  granting  a  pension  to  J.  Clinton  De  Witt 

On  the  petition  of  William  C.  Shimoneck 

On  the  bill  (S.  1097)  granting  a  pension  to  Susan  Fox 

On  the  bill  (S.  1051)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Stephen  D. 

Smith 

On  the  bill  (S.  526)  granting  a  pension  to  Esther  E.  Lieurance 

On  the  petition  of  A.  A.  Sims 

On  the  Dill  (S.  1188)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Emma  M. 

Moore : 
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bill  (S.  534)  granting  a  pension  to  Carolina  Trekell 

bill  (S.  ;^0)  grantinff  an  increase  of  pension  to  James  W.  Doxie. 

I>etition  of  Elizabeth  Sutherland 

petition  of  Frederick  Weller 

bill  rS.  691)  for  the  relief  of  Jared  Gardner 

bill  fS.  955)  granting  a  pension  to  William  S.  Fultz 

bill  (S.  1185)  granting  a  pension  to  Jesse  F.  Phares 

bill  (S.  1186)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Snider 

petition  of  Captain  Thornton  Smith 

Dill  (S.  982)  granting  a  pension  to  Spencer  W.  Tryon 

bill  ?S.  801)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  E.  Brown 

bill  (S.  810)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Jones 

bill  (S.  639)  granting  a  pension  to  John  O.  McDonald 

bill  (S.  1017)  granting  a  pension  to  Jerrv  Robinson 

bill  (S.  591)  granting  a  pension  to  Nicholas  H.Kelley 

petition  of  Dr.  Mary  E.  Walker 

petition  of  Hugh  Wilson 

bill  (S.  957)  granting  a  pension  to  Charles  Reed 

bill  (S.  181)  restoring  to  the  pension  rolls  the  name  of  Mary 


On  the  bill  (S.  363)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  James  C.  Mc- 

Carty * > 

On  the  bill  (S.  637)  entitled  '^A  bill  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

Lucien  Kilboume." 

On  the  bill  (S.  899)  granting  a  pension  to  William  O.  Morgan 

On  the  bill  (S.  1072)  granting  a  pension  to  Arthur  W.  Irving 

On  the  bill  (S.  848)  granting  a  pension  to  Frederick  R.  Bruner 

On  the  bill  (S.  985)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Mary  Leggett 

On  the  bill  (S.  235)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Egbert  Olcott 

On  the  petition  of  George  Nichols  and  others 

On  the  x>etition  of  sund^  citizens  of  Iowa 

On  the  petition  of  John  Davison 

On  the  bill  (S.  1180)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Wolf 

On  the  bill  (S.  1071 )  grantinga  pension  to  George  Wilie 

On  the  petition  of  Martin  J.  Deponai 

On  the  petition  of  Reese  Lammey 

On  the  bill  (S.  251)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Margaret  Mills 

On  the  bill  (S.  183)  granting  a  pension  to  Hugh  Gallagher 

On  the  petition  of  Daniel  Houlihan 

OnthebilirS.  742)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  A.  Lord 

On  the  bill  (S.  1235)  granting  a  pension  to  Susan  Small  wood 

On  the  petition  of  Hon.  G.  B.  Tnomas 

On  the  bill  (S.  358)  granting  a  pension  to  Nelson  J.  Roosevelt 

On  the  bill  (S.  748)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  E.  Brawner 

On  the  bill  (S.  1166)  granting  a  pension  to  James  H.  Stevens 

On  the  bill  (S.  602)  to  restore  to  the  pension  rolls  the  name  of  Thomas 

W.  McCaffrey 

On  the  bill  (S.  1113)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  K.  Morgan 

On  the  petition  of  Anne  R.  Voorhees 

On  the  petition  of  Dr.  P.  F.  Reuss 

On  the  bill  (S.  963)  granting  a  pension  to  Theodore  Rauthe 

On  the  bill  (S.  1361)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Elisha  F.  Rogers. 
On  the  bill  (S.  1333)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Maria  A. 

Rosseau 

On  the  bill  (S.  1143)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Mary  Allison 
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Subject. 


On  the  bill  (8.  1234)  amending  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  granting  a  pen- 
non to  William  R.  Browne." 

On  the  bill  (8.  873)  fur  the  relief  of  George  W.  Wickwire 

On  the  bill  (8.  339)  granting  a  pension  to  A.  W.  Richards 

On  the  bill  (8.  975)  granting  a  pension  to  James  O.  McKenna 

On  the  bill  (8.  S96)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Davis 

On  the  bill  (8.  1(I70)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  H.  Eppler 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  15w)  granting  a  pension  to  Patsey  Davenport 

On  the  petition  of  Moses  Coffey 

On  the  petition  of  Thomas  McGeehan ■ 

On  the  bill  (8.  1239)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Kate  E.  Whitiog 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Brittania  W.  Kennon 

On  the  bill  (8.  545)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  H.  Pierce 

On  the  petition  of  3(&8.  Cornelia  F.  White 

On  the  bill  (8.  496)  providing  for  examination  and  adjudication  of  pen- 
sion claims 

On  the  bill  (8.  1*216)  granting  a  pension  to  Elisha  M.  Luckett 

On  the  bill  (8. 1403)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Samuel  U.  Johnston. 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  1465)  granting  a  pension  to  Levi  Leedom 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  225)  granting  a  pension  to  Melissa  Wagner 

On  the  bill  (8.  672)  granting  a  pension  to  Abraham  F.  Farrar 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  254)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  James  M. 
Boreland 

On  the  bill  ( S.  1295)  granting  a  pension  to  Lewis  J.  Blair 

On  the  petition  of  Benedict  J.  O.  Driscoll 

On  the  bill  (S.  14$)  granting  an  iucrease  of  pension  to  J.  Jackson  Purman. 

On  the  bill  (8.  809)  for  the  relief  of  Duncan  M.  V.  Stuart 

On  the  bill  (S.  1077)  granting  a  pension  to  William  J.  Elgie 

On  the  bill  (8.  340)  granting  a  ])ension  to  Thomas  J.  Anthony 

On  the  petition  of  Maxwell  Carroll 

On  the  petition  of  Lucy  E.  Mayhew 

On  the  petition  of  Nehemiah  Ford •.    

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2^59)  granting  a  pension  to  Paul  Walker 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  253)  increasing  the  pension  of'Capt.  Samuel  C. 
Schoyer 

On  the' bill  (8.  1305)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Emma  Schell 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2857)  granting  a  pension  to  Joseph  Showman. 

On  the  bill  (8.  1465)  granting  a  pension  to  Wm.  H.  H.  Anderson 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.'  1460)  granting  a  pension  to  James  P.  Sayer 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  740)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  J.  Robinson 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2860)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  A.  Vaughn 

On  the  bill  (8.  1411)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Morgan 

On  the  bill  (8.  1363)  granting  a  pension  to  Eli  Cooprider 

On  the  bill  (8.  1248)  granting  a  pension  to  Rebecca  T.  Scott 

On  the  bill  (8. 1307)  granting  a  piension  to  L.  C.  French 

On  the  bill  (8.  1201)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  Williams 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2041)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Aaron 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2855)  granting  a  pension  to  Rachael  J.  Reber 

On  the  petition  of  Horace  S.  Spear 

On  the  petition  and  bill  of  Thomas  Burroughs 

On  the  petition  of  Samuel  B.  Brightman 

On  the  petition  of  Elizal»eth  Vemor  Henry 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3261)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Dougherty  — 

On  the  bills  (8.  1452  and  H.  R.  11)  granting  a  pension  to  Agnes  Fairly 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1"06)  granting  a  pension  to  Michael  Lingenfelter..., 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3264)  granting  a  pension  to  Abner  Hoopes 

On  the  petition  of  P.  P.  Lyttle  and  others 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4759)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Richardson  K. 
Baird 

On  the  bill  (8.  12^9)  granting  a  pension  to  Sophia  Brooke  Taylor 

On  the  memorialof  Henrietta  Wilson '• 

On  the  petition  of  Levi  Anderson 

On  the  bill  (8.  851)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  A.  Lachman 

On  the  bill  (8.  1006)  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  T.  McReynolds 

On  the  petition  of  Anna  Dennis 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


No. 


On  the  petition  of  Henrj'  Slaughter 

On  the  bill  (S.  1515)  granting  a  pension  to  Hiram  C.  Shouse 

On  the  memorial  of  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Minnesota 

On  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  59)  repealing  part  of  section  4693  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes 

On  the  bill  (S.  1272)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  increase  pen- 
sions in  certain  cases." 

On  the  bill  (S.  1586)  to  regulate  fees  of  attorneys  in  pension  cases 

On  the  bill  (S.  (1535)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Rebecca  E. 
Haskin 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2853)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Aults 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3077)  granting  a  pension  to  John  L.  Williams 

On  the  petition  of  Ann  Fletcher 

On  the  petition  of  Charles  W.  Tibbetts ^ 

On  the  claim  of  Dennis  Smith 

On  the  petition  of  Sarah  A.Alexander 

On  the  Dili  (S.  1323)  granting  a  pension  to  Phineas  Gano 

On  the  bill  (S.  1464)  granting  a  pension  to  Oeorge  W.  Staplin 

On  the  bill  (S.  21)  granting  a  pension  to  Louisa  Bainbiidge 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2407)  granting  a  pension  to  Belinda  Curtis 

On  the  petition  of  Peter  Yamell 

On  the  petition  of  William  A  Rogers 

On  the  petition  of  Martin  Price 

On  the  bill  (S.  1432)  granting  a  pension  to  Angus  McAuley 

On  the  petition  of  Mathew  O^Reagan 

On  the  petition  of  George  J.  Webb. 

On  the  bill  (8. 1169)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Hamer 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3^1)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Herman 
Baldwin 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2450)  granting  a  pensicn  to  Mury  Wade 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Hannah  MacKey 

On  the  bill  (S.  913)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  P.  Johnson 

On  the  bill  (S.  3)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  W^irt  Goldsborongh. .. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1652)  granting  a  pension  to  the  minor  children  of  LaT\'- 
rence  Burgess 

On  the  bill  (S.  1620)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Sallie  A. 
Palmer 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3260)  granting  a  pension  to  Eliza  McConnell 

On  the  petition  of  Lelia  £.  McCauley 

On  the  petition  of  William  Stockwell 

On  the  Dili  (H.  R.  229)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  Lowry 

On  the  bill  (S.  1716)  granting  a  {tension  to  Thomas  J.  Mackey 

On  the  bill  (S.  1471)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Rose  M.  Wood 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2864)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Isaiah  W. 
Bunker 

On  the  bill  (S.  113:^)  granting  a  pension  to  Michael  Hayne 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3262)  grantinj^  a  pension  to  Harry  E.  Williams 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2474)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Thomas 
Riley 
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bill  (H.  R.  2039)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  J.  Smith 

bill  (S.  1178)  for  the  relief  of  Jason  C.  Bradeen 

petition  of  Mrs.  Lizzie  Wright  Owen 

petition  of  H.  P.  Robinson 

petition  of  Mary  J.  West 

petition  of  Eliza  West 

bill  (S.  293)  granting  a  pension  to  Joseph  Potts 

bill  (8.  576)  granting  a  pension  to  Phoebe  Meech 

bill  (S.  1584)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  Costello 

bill  (8.  1654)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  S.  Cogley 

bill  (H.  R.  2i543)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Meijnian 

bill  (S.  1706)  granting  a  pension  to  Samuel  Pollock 

bill  (H.  R.  4264)  granting  a  pension  to  Judith  Brown 

bill  (S.  6;)5)  granting  a  pension  to  Emery  Bo  wen 

bill  (H.  R.  3d57)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  Julius 

bill  (H.  R.  2467)  granting  a  pension  to  Daniel  D.  Long 

bill  (S.  1531)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  and  Annie  Plunkett 
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XXXI 


Subject. 


No. 


On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2468)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  H.  Fisher 

On  the  bill  (S.  1754)granting  a  i>en8iou  to  W.  J.  Morris 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  9021)  granting  a  pension  to  Eliza  M.  Frick 

On  the  petition  of  Stephen  Durkee 

On  the  petition  of  Lindsay  M.  Shumaker 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Elizabeth  S.  M.  Finley 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5542)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Samuel  Baker 

On  the  bill  (S.  733)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  William  Shelly.. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  ^£54)  granting  a  pension  to  Noah  Caton 

On  the  bill  (S.  1517)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Stex>hen  Fair- 
child  

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2862)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  John  H. 

Black 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1463)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Edward  H. 

Lieb 

On  the  bill  (S.  1546)  granting  a  pension  to  P.  B.  Perry 

On  the  petition  of  John  Cox 

On  the  petition  of  Julia  M.  Hudson 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2290)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Bowman 

On  the  bill  (S.  182)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Shemelia 

On  the  bill  (S.  1114)  granting  a  pension  to  Luman  Case 

On  the  bill  (S.  440)  granting  a  i)en8ion  to  David  L.  Payne 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  753)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  J.  Jackson^ 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3544)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Fisher 

On  the  bill  (S.  1(^)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  the  heirs  of  Captain 
J.H.Dent 

On  the  bill  (S.  992)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Julia  Gardner  Tyler 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2S)H)  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  M.  Wehe 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  745)  granting  a  pension  to  Colby  Homaday 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Ann  ^Paulding 

On  the  bills  (S.  732  and  H.  R.  5803)  granting  a  pension  to  Oeorge  W. 
Leamy 

On  the  bill  ( U.  R.  4887)  granting  a  pension  to  Rosalie  Louis 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  86:?)  granting  a  pension  to  George  W.  Woodward 

On  the  bill  (S.  465)  ^ranting  an  increase  of  pension  to  George  Smith 

On  the  petition  of  Mary  E.  Sheplev 

On  the  petition  of  Joseph  and  Catharine  Boll 

On  the  petition  of  Jane  £.  Slamm 

On  the  bill  (S.  1334)  grantiuje;  a  pension  to  Charles  H.  Frank 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  751 )  granting  a  pension  to  Harvey  Burk 

On  the  bill  (S.  1318)  granting  a  pension  to  Seymour  Colby 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1890)  granting  a  pension  to  Ellen  Gillespie 

On  the  bill  (II.  R.  3017)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Bryant 

On  the  petition  of  Army  officers 

On  the  petition  of  Mary  E.  Ambrester 

On  the  petition  of  Margaret  Longshaw 

On  the  petition  of  Cecil  Clay 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2407)  granting  a  pension  to  Belinda  Curtis 

On  the  bill  (S.  1521)  granting  a  pension  to  David  W.  Combs 

On  the  bill  (S.  365)  granting  a  pension  to  Hardie  Hogan 

On  the  petition  of  Margaret  S.  Heintzelman  -. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1038)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Edward  Howard. 

On  the  bill  (S.  972)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Anna  I. 
Gnest 


On  the  bill  (S.  1676)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Saint  Clair  A. 

Mnlholland 

On  the  petition  <»f  Ailsey  E.  Murphy 

On  the  bill  (S.  1615)  granting  a  peuBion  to  Henry  Schrceder 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2120)  granting  a  i)ension  to  Bernard  Bra<ly 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1938)  granting  a  pension  to  John  H.  McBrayer 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3100)  granting  relief  to  Samuel  B.  Hutchison 

On  the  bill  (S.  1454)  granting  a  pension  to  Catharine  Harris 

On  the  bill  (H.  R  591 )  granting  a  x>ension  to  Eliza  K.  Ash  by 

On  the  bill  ( S.  1808)  granting  a  pension  to  Earl  8.  Rathburu 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  26^))  granting  a  pension  to  Maaach  Finn 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  3980)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Delia  Benner 
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Subject. 


Vol.     No. 


COMMITTEE  ON  REVOLUTIONARY  CLAIMS. 

On  the  bill  (8.  ^5)  graiitiog  arrears  of  pension  to  Abigail  S.  Til  ton 

COMMITTEE  On   CLAIMS. 


676 


On  the  bill  (8.625)  for  the  relief  of  the  Farmers'  and  Merchants' Bank, 

Paris,  Texas.    First  session 

On  the  bill  (S.  103)  for  the  relief  of  Rosa  Vertner  Jeflfrey 

On  the  bill  (S.22)  for  the  relief  of  Theophilns  P.  Chandler a 

On  the  bill  (8.307)  for  the  relief  of  L.C.Cantwell. 

On  the  bill  (8.548)  for  the  relief  of  John  C.  Comfort 

On  the  bill  (8. 212)  for  the  relief  of  John  M.  Dorsey  and  William  F.  Shep- 

ard , 

On  the  bill  (8. 24)  for  the  relief  of  John  8.  Logan 

On  the  bill  (8.46)  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Rinquet 

On  the  bill  (8.52)  for  the  relief  of  John  N.  Reed 

On  the  bill  (8. 29«)  for  the  relief  of  Van  B.  Bowers 

On  the  bill  (8. 4.55)  for  the  relief  of  Reuben  8.  Jones 

On  the  bill  (8. 76)  for  the  relief  of  M.F.Clark 

On  the  bill  (8. 185)  for  the  relief  of  Gibbes  &  Co 

On  the  petition  of  William  Longnecker 

On  the  memorial  of  Abby  A.  Ham  and  Elizabeth  H.  Brown 

On  the  petition  of  George  W.J.  Crawford 

On  the  bill  (8. 108*)  for  the  relief  of  Claude  H.  Masten,  &c 

On  the  bill  (8. 707)  for  the  relief  of  William  W.  Ross 

On  the  bill  (8.  47)  for  the  relief  of  James  Hunt 

On  the  bill  (8.695)  for  the  relief  of  Mich.'iel  Granery,  &c 

On  the  bill  (8. 180)  for  the  relief  of  George  V.  Hebb 

On  the  bill  (8. 687)  for  the  relief  of  C.Bohn   

On  the  petition  of  Wal bridge,  Holland,  and  Brown 

On  the  bill  (8.  i»9«)  for  the  relief  of  Mouroe  Donoho 

On  the  bill  (8.715)  for  the  relief  of  N.  Boyden 

On  the  bill  (8. 33)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  R.  8hannon 

On  the  bill  (8.66)  for  the  relief  of  Hort«usia  H.  Cook  

On  the  bill  (8. 831)  for  the  relief  of  certain  employ^  of  the  United  8tates 

Government  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  the  bill  (8.299)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  N.  LeA^s 

On  the  petition  of  Wolfe  and  Brown 

On  the  petition  of  Isaac  F.  Moore 

On  the  bill  (8. 532)  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  Howard  Powers 

On  the  petition  of  William  H.  Davis.     (To  accompany  bill  8. 1208) 

On  the  petition  of  Hannah  Roche 

On  the  petition  of  Ben  Holladay.     (To  accompany  bill  8.231) 

On  the  bill  (8.459)  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  B.Custer 

On  the  petition  of  P.  L.  Ward.    (To  accompany  bill  8. 1267) 

On  the  bill  (H.R.2269)  for  the  relief  of  Cahin  Bronson 

On  the  petition  of  James  Vance  and  William  Vance.     (To  accompany 

bill  8.1268) 

On  the  memorial  of  John  Beeson 

On  the  petition  of  Eva  V.  Busby  and  W.  W.  Busby 

On  the  bill  ( 8. 549)  for  the  relief  of  8amuel  I.  Gustiu 

On  the  bill  (8. 11  J)  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of  Macon,  Ga 

On  the  bill  (8. 53,3)  for  the  relief  of  Elisha  Bass 

On  the  bill  (8.  281)  for  the  relief  of  Emma  G.Nelson,  executrix,  and 

Aaron  H.Nelson,  executor,  &c 

On  the  bill  (8.  374)  for  the  relief  of  James  A   Heard 

On  the  bill  (8. 1059)  for  the  relief  of  George  D.  C.  Hibbs 

On  the  bill  (8.476)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  M.  8immons 

On  the  petition  of  Arthur  Council 

On  the  bill  (8. 259)  for  the  relief  of  Reuben  H.  Plass 

On  the  bill  (8.  170)  for  the  relief  of  Tolley  and  Eaton 

On  the  bill  (8.  270)  for  the  relief  of  Jeremiah  C.  Conklin 

On  the  bill  (8.  500)  for  the  relief  of  William  L.  Adams 

On  the  bill  (8. 894)  for  the  relief  of  certain  employ^  of  the  United  8tate8 

courts  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
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Subject. 


bill  (S.  89)  for  the  relief  of  John  Adams  and  others 

prtition  of  Anson  Dart 

bill  (S.  20a>  for  the  relief  of  Nathaniel  P.  Harben 

petition  of  Sarah  S.  Flagg 

petition  of  Ann  Barnes 

bill  (S.  816)  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  F.  Hartridge  and  WiUiam 

hristopber,  sureties,  &  c  

bill  (S.  814)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  M.  Shreve 

bill  (S.  1322)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  J.  Leagae 

'bill(S.  1109)  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Lawson 

bill  (8.  896)  for  the  relief  of  Cyprian  T.  Jenkins 

i  bill  (S.  627)  for  the  relief  of  workmen  employed  in  the  constmc- 

of  Poverty  Island  light-house.  Lake  Michigan 

ebill(S.  1340)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Gunn 

Bbill(S.  e92)  fortherelief  ofRobert  A.  McMurry 

ebill  (S.  1179)  for  the  relief  of  Mattie  S.  Whitney 

e  bill  (S.  1063)  for  the  relief  of  William  J.  Gamble 

lebill  (S.  1278)  for  the  relief  of  Lewis  D.  Allen 

le  bill  (8.  677)  for  the  relief  of  E.  Ti-oisgros. 

iebiU(S.  1579)  for  the  relief  of  B.  B.  Connor 

16  bill  (8.  326)  for  the  relief  of  Henrv  F.  Lines 

le  bill  (8.  1276)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Phillipps 

lie  bill  (H.  R.  25?70)  to  pay  for  expert  service  relating  to  the  metric 

item  rendered  to  the  Forty-fifth  Congress 

he  petition  of  Samuel  Evans 

he  petition  of  George  W.  Sanlpaw.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1606). . . 

he  memorial  of  8amuel  D.Lecompte 

the  bill  (H.  R.  2262)  for  the  relief  of  Juliet  Leef,  &c 

Views  of  the  minority  on  same.     Part  2 

the  bill  (8.  1257)  for  the*  relief  of  J.  H.  Alexander 

the  bill  (8.  1291)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W.  Denton 

the  bill  (S.  1203)'for  the  relief  of  Margaret  B.  Franks 

the  bill  (8.  757)  for  the  relief  of  Gallus  Kerchuer 

the  petition  of  John  Patt^e 

the  bill  (8.  1476)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  William  Selden,  de- 
iised 


Vol.     No. 


the  bill  (8.  1478)  for  the  relief  of  Lizzie  D.  Clarke 

the  bill  (8.  1545)  for  the  relief  of  J.  W.  BuAridge  &  Co.  and  Robert 

L  Montgomery' 

the  petition  of  George  E.  Payne.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1720) 

the  bill  ( 8.  445)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  B.  Campbell 

the  bill  (8.  83)  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas  WTiite 

the  petition  of  Jeanette  8.  Johnson 

the  memorial  of  Carl  Epping  and  wife  and  C.  B.  Phillips 

the  bill  (8.  :i64)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  A.  Lowe 

the  bill  (S.  132&)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  C.  Irwin 

the  bill  (8.  1365)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  P.  WoUaston 

the  petition  of  Mrs.  Maiy  Hopperton 

the  memorial  of  Mrs.  Ellen  Call  Long.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  1779). 
the  bill  (8.  1621)  in  addition  to  an  act  for  the  relief  of  O.  B.  and  O. 

.  Latham,  approved  March  3,  1863 

the  bill  (8.  1735)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  Babb  and  others 

the  biU  (8. 1181)  for  the  relief  of  Dodd,  Brown  &  Co 

the  bill  (8.  305)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  B.  Wallace 

the  petition  of  Henry  P.  Rolfe.    (To  accompany  bill,  8.  1839) 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA. 

ft  rp>.aolution  of  the  Senate,  adopted  June  6,  1879,  in  relation  to  the 

iuuplv  of  pure  wat*r  for  the  District  of  Columbia 

1  the  bill  (8.  1125)  to  provide  for  building  a  market  house  on  square 

M6  in  the  city  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia 

1  the  bill  (H.  R.  1381)  to  authorize  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across 

the  Potomac  Kiver,  at  or  near  Georgetown,  District  of  Columbia 

a  the  bill  (S.  1681)  to  provide  for  funding  the  d  per  cent,  improvement 
certificates  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
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Sabject. 


COMMITTER  ON  PATENTS. 

On  the  petition  of  C.  J.  E.  Thompson 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2518)  for  the  relief  of  Nelson  Lyon  and  Jeremiah  S. 
James 

On  the  petition  of  Herman  Miller.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  981) 

On  the  petition  of  Ira  Gill.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  846) 

On  the  bill  (S.  915)  for  the  relief  of  Edgar  Huson 

On  the  bill  (8.  1082)  for  the  relief  of  Smith  E.  G.  Rawson 

On  the  bill  (S.  960)  for  the  relief  of  Marietta  Mattison 

On  the  petition  of  Helen  Francis  Manville 

On  the  memorial  of  the  heirs  of  Daniel  Hay  ward 

On  the  petition  of  Martha  J.  Coston.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  1761) 

On  the  bill  (S.  730)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  S.  A.  Wright 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2019)  to  authorize  the  extension  of  the  patent  of  Dan- 
iel M.  Cook • 

COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS. 

On  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  adopted  January  15,  1880,  in  relation  to 
the  rooms  in  the  Capitol  lately  occupied  by  the  Court  of  Claims 

On  the  bill  (S.  464)  for  the  erection  of  a  public  building  at  Montgomery, 
Ala 

COMMITTEE  ON  TERRITORIES. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5048)  relating  to  justices  of  the  peace  in  the  Terri- 
tories   

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5203)  to  provide  for  the  reapportionment  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  legislatures  of  the  Territories  of  Montana,  Idaho,  and  Wyo- 
ming   

COMMITTER  ON  RAILROADS. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  55)  granting  a  right  of  way  across  Wat«r  Shop's  Pond, 
in  Springfield,  Mass.,  to  the  Springfield  and  New  London  Railroad 
Company 

On  the  bill  (S.  115)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  contract  with 
the  San  Antonio  and  Mexican  Border  Railway  Company 

On  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  85)  for  the  relief  of  the  Kansas  City,  Fort 
Scott  and  Gulf  Railroad  Company 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE   REVISION   OF  THE  LAWS. 

On  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  19)  to  provide  for  the  publication  and  distri- 
bution of  a  supplement  to  the  Revised  Statutes,  first  session 

COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATION  AND   LABOR. 

On  the  bills  (S.  792  and  865)  which  propose  to  distribute  cert>ain  un- 
claimed pay  and  bounty  moneys  belonging  to  colored  soldiers  and 
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4eTH  CoNGRBSS,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

2d  Session.        ]  \  No.  488. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  16,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Withers,  fix)ui  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1307.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1307)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  L.  0.  French,  late  surgeon  Fourth  Regiment  Michigan 
Volunteers y  report  a4i  follows : 

That  the  claimant's  alleged  disability  was  not  due  to  his  military  serv- 
ice; that  after  serving  for  three  months  and  nine  days  he  resigned 
from  other  canses,  and  made  no  mention  of  the  alleged  disability  upon 
which  he  bases  his  claim. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  that  Senate  bill  No.  1307  do  not 
pass,  and  that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  further  consideration 
of  the  subject. 


1 


46m  CoNGEESS,  >  SE:NATE.  i  Keport 

2d  Session.        ]  \  No.  489. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  16,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1201.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^.  U  whom,  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  1201)  granting 
a  pension  to  Henry  Williams^  report  as  follows: 

Henry  Williams  was  a  private  in  Company  G,  Forty-eighth  Eegiment 
Missouri  Volunteers.    In  1865  he  contracted  inflammatory  rheumatism 
at  Spanish  Fort,  Alabama,  and  is  now  an  inmate  of  the  Freedmen's 
Hospital  in  Washington.    He  is  shockingly  bent,  deformed,  and  crip- 
pled, and  evidently  incapable  of  manual  labor. 

The  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill,  with  an  amend- 
ment striking  out  in  the  seventh  line  the  words  "  at  the  rate  of  total 
disability,"  lea\4ngthe  rate  to  be  fixed  by  the  Commissioner. 

O    . 


iGm  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Report 

2d  Session.        f  \  Ko.  490. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  16,  1880.— Ordered  to  bo  printed. 


Mr.  Call,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  2041.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  hill  {H.  R.  2041) 
granting  a  pension  to  James  Aaron,  private  Company  F,  Ninety  first 
Begiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  have  carefully  examined  the  same,  and 
report : 

That  the  record  of  the  applicant  shows  that  he  entered  hospital  within 
two  months  after  he  was  <£rafted  into  the  military  service ;  that  he  con- 
tinued in  hospital  almost  the  whole  time  until  his  discharge  in  June, 
1865,  less  than  a  year  after  he  entered  the  service. 

That  he  admitted  to  the  examining  surgeon  that  his  leg  was  diseased 
before  he  entered  the  service. 

Your  committee  have  not  found  in  the  evidence  submitted  satisfactory 
proof  that  the  applicant's  disease  was  contracted  in  the  service  and  in 
the  line  of  duty,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely 
postponed. 

O 


4(;th  Congress,  >  SBlf  ATE.  /  Bepobt 

2d  Session.       i  \  No.  491. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  16, 1&80.  — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Oboome,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

EEPOET: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2855.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  E.  2855) 
entitled  ^^An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Bachael  J.  Eeber,''  have  care- 
My  examined  the  same,  and  report  that  they  find  the  facts  to  be  sub- 
stantially as  stated  in  House  Report  No.  33  (second  session  Forty-sixth 
Congress),  and  they  therefore  report  back  the  bill  with  amendments  and 
recommend  its  passage  in  its  amended  form. 


4&TE  Congress,  )  SEJTATE.  i  Repobt 

2d  Semon,        §  \  No.  492. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  16, 1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tbe  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1638.] 

Tke  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  tchoni  was  re/erred  the  petition  of  Horace 
8.  Spear ^  have  examined  the  same,  and  report  as  follows  : 

Horace  S.  Spear,  late  a  private  soldier  in  Company  I,  Fifth  Eegiment 
Vermont  Volunteers,  enlisted  September  16, 1861,  and  was  discharge^ 
December  27, 1862,  on  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability,  which  states 
that  claimant  was  incapable  of  performing  the  duties  of  a  soldier  be- 
cause of  "  tenderness  and  pain  in  the  lumbar  regions,  resulting  from  an 
injury,  ha\ing  been  run  over  as  stated ;  unfit  for  duty  since  July  4, 1862." 

On  the  27th  day  of  March,  1877,  he  filed  his  declaration  for  invalid 
pension,  alleging  that  while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  and  in 
the  hne  of  his  duty,  he  was  disabled  by  spinal  and  hip  disease  con- 
tracted on  or  about  June  20, 1862,  in  the  seven  days'  retreat  from  Rich- 
mond, Va.,  by  being  run  over  by  a  gun-carriage  of  a  battery  which  his 
regiment  was  supporting  at  the  time ;  which  injury  has  so  disabled  him 
that  he  is  incapable  of  performing  manual  labor  or  working  at  his  trade, 
which  is  that  of  a  mason. 

June  6, 1877,  claimant  was  ordered  before  a  board  of  examining  sur- 
geons, Brs.  Langdon,  Atwater,  and  Lund,  who  gave  their  opinion  that 
the  disability  did  not  originate  in  the  line  of  duty  or  in  the  service,  and 
state  in  their  certificate  that  the  injury  ui^on  which  the  claim  is  based 
was  received  long  before  the  war,  and  that  claimant  limped  before  en- 
listment in  the  same  manner  he  does  now.  They  describe  his  disability 
as  an  "  old  dislocation  of  the  right  hip  joint,"  a  shortening  of  2J  inches ; 
atrophy  of  the  muscles  of  the  thigh.  Flexion  and  extension  of  the  right 
thigh  are  performed  to  about  one-half  the  normal  degree.  The  state- 
ment that  he  was  run  over  is  not  denied. 

The  records  in  the  office  of  the  Surgeon-General  show  that  claimant 
was  admitted  to  hospital  July  4, 1862,  with  contusion ;  was  transferred 
to  general  hospital,  Annapolis,  Md.,  November  15, 1862,  with  injury  of 
loin,  and  was  discharged  December  26, 1862.  Records  give  no  other 
diagnosis  in  the  case. 

llie  rolls  on  fiJe  in  the  office  of  the  Adjutant-General  show  that  claim- 
ant's company  was  in  action  at  Savage  Station,  June  29,  and  he  re- 
ported as  missing,  sick  in  general  hospital,  July  and  August,  1862,  and 
discharged  on  certificate  of  disability  December  27, 1862. 

The  claim  was  rejected  upon  the  statement  of  the  examining  board, 
bat  was  afterwards  reopened,  as  their  certificate  was  not  deemed  suffi- 
cient to  overcome  the  testimony  as  to  soundness. 

A  special  agent  of  the  Pension  Office  was  ordered  to  investigate  this 
claim;  and  it  wi))  be  found  by  reference  to  his  report  that  twelve  prom- 


2  LOB  ICE   8.   SPEAB. 

iuent,  credible,  and  disinterested  citizens  of  Burlington,  Yt..  and  that 
vicinity,  several  of  whom  had  known  claimant  from  boyhooa,  and  had 
«ver  since  been  personally  intimate  with  him,  testified  from  their  per- 
sonal knowledge  that  he  was  physicially  sound  when  he  entered  the 
Army,  and  was  lame  when  he  returned. 

Lucretia  Spear,  an  aunt,  states  that  when  seven  months'  old  Spear 
had  a  boil  on  one  side  of  his  body,  which  side  she  does  not  I'ecoUect, 
from  the  effects  of  which  he  entirely  recovered,  except  that  it  left  one 
of  his  legs  slightly  shorter  than  the  other,  but  that  it  did  not  interfere 
with  his  business  as  he  grew  up. 

This  fact  appears  to  have  been  the  foundation  of  the  certificate  of  the 
examining  board.  Br.  Lund  was  the  only  member  of  that  board  who 
had  personal  knowledge  of  any  defect  in  claimant's  gait  prior  to  enlist- 
ment, as  is  shown  by  the  subsequent  affidavit  of  Dr.  Atwater,  in  which 
he  states  that  he  had  no  personal  knowledge  of  Spear's  disability,  only 
that  he  knew  he  had  a  limping  walk  for  some  time  before  his  examination 
by  the  board,  but  is  inclined  to  the  belief  that  his  remembrance  of  this  fact 
does  not  extend  back  previous  to  his  enlistment ;  and  that  he  signed  the 
certificate  giving  an  opinion  as  to  Spear's  disability  before  enlistment 
solely  on  the  representations  made  by  another  member  of  the  board. 

Upon  a  review  of  this  special  report  it  was  stated  by  the  chief  of  the 
division  to  whom  it  was  referred  that,  "in  view  of  the  strong  favorable 
evidence,  a  full  and  thorough  investigation  is  due  the  claimant,"  and 
another  special  agent  was  ordered  to  investigate  it. 

The  report  of  the  second  agent  shows  that  he  examined  nine  witnesses, 
and  a  brief  statement  of  their  testimony  is  as  follows: 

Columbus  G.  Thompson  was  a  private  soldier  in  Company  I,  and 
claimant's  comrade ;  he  testifies  that  when  S^^ear  enlisted  he  was  affected 
with  some  difficulty  in  his  right  hip,  the  right  leg  being  considerably 
shorter  than  the  other  and  causing  him  to  limp;  that  when  it  was 
learned  that  he  had  been  accepted  by  the  board  it  created  surjirise  in 
the  company;  that  he  would  always  hitch  and  limp  in  his  walk,  would 
fall  out  of  ranks,  and  not  be  up  with  the  company  when  going  into  camp 
at  night.  Witness  did  not  meet  claimant  after  the  war  until  about  1873, 
and  he  noticed  the  same  limp  as  when  enlisted. 

Josiah  Dupaw  was  a  corporal  in  Company  I,  and  testifies  that  Spear 
was  lame  when  enlisted ;  states,  also,  that  from  the  time  of  claimant's 
enlistment  until  the  battle  of  Savage  Station  he  walked  lame ;  that  very 
frequently  while  on  march  Spear  would  fall  out  of  ranks  and  throw 
away  his  gun.  Witness  says  he  was  in  the  battle  of  Savage  Station; 
that  he  did  not  see  claimant,  and  does  not  believe  he  was  present  at  any 
time  during  the  engagement. 

The  testimony  of  William  J.  Dupaw  is  similar  to  that  of  Josiah.  He 
was  a  private  in  Company  I,  and  states  that  Spear  was  lame  when 
enlisted. 

Lucius  Bigelow  was  a  sergeant  in  Company  I,  and  was  at  the  battle 
of  Savage  Station,  and  knew  the  claimant,  who  was  a  private  in  the 
same  company.  He  states  that  he  has  read  the  claimant's  affidavit,  and 
does  not  hesitate  to  say  that  as  far  as  it  relates  to  Spear's  presence  at 
the  said  battle,  and  the  description  of  the  same,  it  is  false,  as  the 
claimant  was  not  in  that  battle ;  and  if  he  received  liis  alleged  injury  on 
the  29th  of  June,  it  was  not  received  while  he  was  in  the  line  of  duty. 

This  witness  further  swears  that  claimant's  statement  that  the  line  of 
his  regiment  was  broken  by  artillery  commanded  by  Captains  Mott  and 
Rickier  is  simply  absurd,  and  utterly  without  foundation.  He  further 
declai'es  that  while  in  said  engagement,  or  subsequent  thereto,  he  never 
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beard  that  claimant  was  injured  as  alleged,  and  that  all  the  while  Spear 
was  in  the  service  he  was  looked  upon  as  a  shirk.  In  his  opinion,  Spear 
should  never  have  been  accepted  as  a  soldier;  has  no  ill-feeling  toward 
claimant. 

Dr.  William  B.  Lund  states  that  he  has  known  Spear  since  the  winter 
of  1858  and  1859,  at  which  time  claimant  was  a  pupil  in  a  school  taught 
by  deponent.  He  was  then  a  cripple  in  his  right  leg  and  hip,  having  a 
yery  i)erceptible  limp  in  his  gait.  He  also  swears  that  from  a  history 
of  the  claimant's  disability,  as  related  by  his  aunt,  Lucretia  Spear,  who 
narked  him  when  a  child,  he  is  of  opinion  that  his  disability  originated 
in  caries  of  the  head  of  femur.  Witness  says  claimant  is  a  worthless 
person,  and  no  reliance  can  be  placed  on  what  he  says. 

Henry  Ballard  was  first  lieutentaut  of  Company  I ;  states  that  he 
knew  Spear  at  the  time  of  his  enlistment,  and  that  he  was  a  sound  and 
able-bodied  man  in  every  respect,  and  especially  free  from  any  defect  in 
either  of  his  legs ;  that  he  was  in  the  battle  of  Savage  Station  and  was 
there  injured  by  the  wheel  of  a  gun-carriage  passing  over  him.  He  did 
not  see  claimant  at  the  time  of  the  injury,  but  saw  Mm  about  30  minutes 
afterward.  He  was  apparently  suffering  severely  and  in  a  disabled  con- 
dition. Witness  states  that  very  soon  after  the  accident  he  learned  how 
it  happened,  but  don't  remember  whether  claimant  told  him,  or  some 
other  member  of  the  company.  His  knowledge  amounts  to  a  i)ositive 
conviction  in  his  own  mind  that  claimant  was  injured  as  alleged. 

Accompanying  this  report  is  a  detailed  statement  under  oath  made  by 
claimant,  in  which  he  alleges  that  he  was  sound  in  his  right  hip  and  leg 
when  he  enlisted;  that  in  1854  or  1855,  while  getting  down  from  an  ap- 
ple tree  he  sprained  his  left  ankle,  which  caused  him  to  walk  lame  for 
some  time,  and  troubles  him  yet  occasionally,  when  he  makes  a  misstep 
or  fails  to  set  his  foot  down  squarely. 

He  swears  that  he  always  kept  up  with  his  company,  and  never  threw 
away  his  gun ;  that  on  one  occasion  he  had  a  severe  attack  of  bloody 
fiox,  and  at  that  time  his  gun  and  blanket  were  put  on  the  wagons  and 
lost ;  at  least,  he  never  saw  them  again ;  that  his  disabilities  are  not  pro- 
longed or  increased  by  intemperance,  as  he  has  been  for  the  past  four 
years  a  strictly  temperate  man. 

Dr.  Cole,  who  has  been  the  medical  adviser  of  claimant's  father  for 
forty  years,  swears  that  Si)eer  was  sound  when  he  entered  the  Army. 
It  would  not  have  been  possible  for  him  to  have  been  lame  in  one  leg 
continuously  and  escape  his  observation. 

The  claim  was  rejected  on  the  ground  that  the  disability  existed  prior 
to  enlistment.  From  this  the  claimant  appealed,  but  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  confirmed  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner. 

Since  filing  his  petition  for  relief  by  special  act,  claimant  has  filed  the 
affidavits  of  N.  B.  Flaunegan,  W.  Thayer,  Edgat  W.  Burritt,  S.  R.  Mc- 
Lane,  Theodore  S.  Peck,  Josei>h  A.  Larose,  Edwin  H.  Trick,  W.  M.  Car- 
penter, M.  D.,  professor  in  the  University  of  Vermont  and  dean  of  the 
medical  faculty,  B.  Seaver,  Charles  I^ichols,  Horace  Wheeler,  A.  B. 
Lowry,  J.  K.  Converse,  and  Horatio  Spear,  claimant's  brother,  all  of 
whom  knew  him  before  enlistment,  and  swear  positively  that  he  did  not 
walk  lame,  and  was  bodily  sound  when  he  enlisted,  but  has  been  lame 
and  unable  to  work  since  his  return. 

In  contradiction  of  the  testimony  of  Lucius  Bigelow,  who  deuies  Spear's 
statement  as  to  the  disposition  of  troops  at  the  battle  of  Savage  Station, 
are  the  affidavits  of  Michael  McKenzie,  jr.,  a  private  of  Company  F,  and 
J.  Seely  Spanlding,  a  sergeant  in  Company  G,  same  regiment. 

McKenzie  swears  that  the  Vermont  Brigade  of  Infantry  supported 
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two  batteries  in  the  battle  of  Savage  Station,  Mott's  and  another,  which 
he  thinks  was  Eicketts's.  When  his  company  went  on  to  the  field  Trott's 
Battery  was  opening  on  the  enemy,  and  the  Fifth  Vermont  E^egiment 
was  nearly  or  quite  behind  it,  so  that  Trott's  Battery  might  have  been 
said  to  be  nearly  in  front  of  the  Fifth. 

Sergeant  Spanlding  corroborates  the  above,  and  both  swear  that  he 
was  sound  before  he  entered  the  service,  and  that  they  have  good 
reason  to  believe  and  do  believe  that  he  was  disabled  at  Savage  Station 
as  he  alleges. 

Matthew  Cole,  M.  D.,  became  acquainted  with  claimant  in  1854  as 
physician  in  his  father's  family,  and  testifies  that  Speer  was  physically 
sound  at  the  time  of  enlistment  and  for  years  before. 

Henry  Ballard  was  second  lieutenant  of  claimant's  company,  and  at 
the  time  of  its  organization  acted  as  drill-master,  and  as  such  had  oc- 
casion to  notice  tiie  habits  and  peculiarities  of  the  recruits,  and  had 
every  opportunity  to  know  the  physical  condition  of  Private  Speer. 
This  witness  swears  positively  that  claimant  was  an  able-bodied  man, 
and  continued  to  be  so  until  the  battle  of  Savage  Station,  where  he 
received  the  injuries  stated  in  his  declaration. 

D.  K.  Zottman,  United  States  inspector  of  customs,  has  been  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  claimant  for  25  years,  and  testifies  to  his 
physical  soundness  when  enlisted. 

N.  B.  Flannegan,  deputy  United  States  marshal,  and  for  seven  years 
sheriff  of  the  county,  has  been  acquainted  with  Spear  for  many  years, 
was  a  near  neighbor,  and  is  positive  that  he  was  not  in  any  way  physi- 
cally disabled  at  the  time  of  his  enlistment. 

L.  J.  Smith  has  known  the  claimant  since  boyhood;  attended  the  same 
Sunday-school,  and  played  together.  Saw  him  frequently  up  to  the  time 
of  his  enlistment,  and  can  state  positively  that  when  he  went  into  the 
service  he  was  free  from  physical  defect.  When  he  retiu'ned  from  the 
Army  he  was  suffering  with  a  lame  leg  and  an  injured  hip. 

Leonard  G.  Bliss,  of  the  police  department,  has  known  the  claimant 
for  many  years ;  saw  him  frequently  for  four  or  fiv^e  years  immediately 
preceding  his  enlistment.  He  was  then  working  at  his  trade  of  stone- 
mason, and  to  all  appearance,  in  his  walk,  at  his  work,  aud  in  social 
intercourse,  was  free  from  any  lameness  whatever.  He  never  heard  of 
his  being  lame  before  enlistment.  He  was  in  the  habit  of  hiring  horses 
and  vehicles  from  deponent ;  and  while  getting  in  9<nd  out  of  the  buggies 
the  witness  had  many  opportunities  to  observe  his  physical  movements. 

J.  H.  Walton  has  known  Spear  for  forty  years ;  is  aud  was  a  near 
neighbor ;  saw  him  frequently  prior  to  his  enlistment,  and  states,  from 
personal  knowledge,  that  he  was  not  lame  at  time  of  enlistment,  and 
never  heard/  of  his  being  lame  until  after  his  return  from  the  ser\ice. 

Charles  A.  Whitney,  a  merchant  of  Burlington,  has  known  Spear 
since  boyhood ;  played  together :  went  to  the  same  Sunday-school ;  went 
bathing  together,  and  associated  as  neighbors'  boys.  The  witness  saw 
Spear  every  few  days,  and  sometimes  every  day,  for  five  or  six  years 
preceding  his  enlistment,  and  from  this  daily  intimate  knowledge  can 
swear  that  the  claimant  was  free  from  any  lameness  at  the  time  of  enter- 
ing the  Army.    He  came  back  disabled. 

Harvey  Burnett  has  known  Spear  since  he  (Spear)  was  a  boy ;  never 
knew  or  heard  of  his  being  lame  in  any  way  until  he  returned  from  the 
Army. 

Buftts  P.  Tibbets  has  known  claimant  since  his  (claimant's)  boyhood ; 
never  heard  of  his  being  lame,  or  saw  any  indications  of  it,  until  after 
his  return  from  the  Army. 
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Amo6  C.  Spear  is  a  distant  relative  of  the  claimant,  and  intimately 
aeqnaiiited  with  the  whole  family.  He  states  positively  that  he  never 
beard  of  Bpear  being  disabled  until  after  his  return  from  the  war.  If 
k  had  been  affiicted  with  lameness  the  witness  would  certainly  have 
known  and  noticed  it 

Chaiies  Hildreth^  of  the  firm  of  Brinsmaid  &  Hildreth,  jewelers,  be- 
came acquainted  with  Spear  in  1852  or  1853 ;  saw  him  very  often  just 
brforehis  enlistment,  and  never  saw  him  walk  lame;  never  heard  of 
his  being  lame  until  his  discharge  from  the  Army. 

Mrs.  Caroline  Hildreth  is  the  sister  of  claimant,  and  corroborates  the 
statement  of  her  husband,  just  recited. 

The  evidence  is  conflicting  and  contradictory,  but  the  committee  think 
there  is  a  preponderance  in  favor  of  the  claimant,  and  therefore  report 
a  bill  for  his  inelief,  with  the  recommendation  that  it  pass. 
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ES"  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  16,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Withers,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  PensioiiSj  to  ichom  was  referred  the  petition  and  bill 
granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Thomas  Burrouglis^  Company  ff,  First 
Vermont  Volunteers^  have  carefully  examified  tlie  same^  and  report : 

That  the  pensioner  was  granted  a  pension  by  special  act  of  3d  March, 
1879,  his  claim  having  previously  been  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office 
i>ecaase  of  inability  to  furnish  the  proof  required  of  disability  originat- 
ing in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  duty.    Congress,  notwithstanding 
tin&  defect  in  evidence,  deeming  the  claim  meritorious,  granted  relief 
mider  special  a<;t,  but  as  the  arrears  of  pension  act  is  msule  applicable 
only  to  cases  where  the  proof  is  conclusive  and  satisfactory  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions,  the  committee  do  not  deem  it  expedient  to  extend 
its  benefits  to  pensioners  whose  claims  were  not  thus  fully  proven. 
They  therefore  ask  that  the  bill  and  i)etition  be  indefinitely  i)ostponed. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  16,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  KiHKWOOD,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submittetl  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition  of  Samuel 
B.  Brightman  asMng  for  arrears  of  pension  from  June  24, 1864,  have 
carefully  examined  the  same^  and  report : 

That  i^etitioner  was  granted  a  pension  commencing  February  19, 1879, 
at  the  rate  of  $5  per  month.  He  asks  arrears  of  pension  at  the  rate  of 
$15  per  month  from  June  26, 1864,  the  date  of  his  discharge. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  if  he  is  entitled  to  arrears  of  pen- 
sion under  the  act  granting  arrears  of  pension  passed  in  1879  he  should 
make  his  application  to  the  Pension  Office,  and  that  if  he  is  not  so  en- 
titled, the  Congress  should  only  grant  ftirther  arrears  by  general  law 
and  not  by  special  act,  and  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further 
consideration  of  the  petition. 


4^TH  Congress,  •  SE:n^aTE.  (  Report 

2d  Session.         J  \  Ijlo.  495. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED   STATES. 


April  16, 1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  KiRKWOOD,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensious,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  tJie  petition  of  Elizabeth 
Yemor  Henry  for  a  pension^  have  examined  the  same^  and  report: 

That  petitioner  is  the  sister  of  Edmund  Wilkes  Henry,  late  a  com- 
mander in  the  United  States  Navy,  now  deceased.  Commander  Henry 
entered  the  service  in  1842,  and  died  in  the  service  in  1873^  leaving 
neither  widow,  minor  child,  mother,  nor  father  surviving.  Petitioner  is 
his  only  surviving  sister,  and  was  bom  July  12. 1823.  The  law  allows 
pensions  to  sisters  of  deceased  soldiers  or  sailors  only  when  they  are 
under  the  age  of  sixteen  years  at  the  death  of  the  brother  under  whom 
they  claim.  In  this  case  the  petitioner  was,  at  the  time  of  her  brother's 
death,  aboat  fifty  years  of  age,  and  is  clearly  outside  the  law. 

The  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration 
of  the  x>etition. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Apiul  19,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Kernan,  from  the  Committee  on  Patents,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aGcompany  bill  S.  1082.] 

T\e  Committee  on  Pa^ents^  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mil  (8.  1082)  for  the 
reUef  of  Smith  E.  0.  Rawson^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^ 
and  made  sundry  amendments  thereto^  and  report  the  same,  as  amended, 
favorably,  and  submit  the  following  report : 

The  report  of  the  Houae  Committee  on  Patents  correctly  states  the 
facts  of  the  case. 
That  report  is  as  follows: 

[H.  Report  No.  537,  46th  Congress,  2d  Session.] 

The  Committee  on  Patents,  to  whom  teas  referred  bill  R.  R.  2537,  submit 

the  following  report: 

In  this  case  the  committee  has  decided  to  report  a  substitute,  and  rec- 
ommend favorable  action  on  the  bill  because  they  find  exceptional  cir- 
cnmstances  connected  with  it,  and  believe  that  no  precedent  can  thereby 
be  established  to  make  a  general  rule  for  the  extension  of  patents. 

The  subject-matter  of  this  patent  is  exceptional  in  itself.  It  is  a  surgi- 
cal appliance  of  a  delicate  and  private  nature,  and  its  beneficial  effects 
have  been  in  the  direction  of  relieving  the  suffering  and  sustaining  the 
weak. 

Of  its  value  as  an  invention  there  can  be  no  doubt.  This  is  fully 
estabhshed  by  the  testimony  submitted  to  your  committee  of  such 
eminent  surgeons  as  Doctors  Van  Buren,  Belcher,  and  Linsly,  of  New 
York  City;  Hall,  of  Saratoga;  Bulkley,  of  Washington;  and  Bliss  and 
Connor,  surgeons  in  the  United  States  service. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  patent  was  originally  granted  on  August 
i  1863,  for  the  period  of  seventeen  years;  that  for  the  first  eight  years 
there  were  virtually  no  returns,  notwithstanding  the  inventor  and  his 
family  worked  faithfully,  laboriously,  and  constantly  to  introduce  the 
invention,  investing  all  his  own  means,  the  separate  estate  of  his  wife, 
and  borrowing  funds  from  friends  and  relatives  in  the  enterprise.  But 
the  article  was  of  a  character  that  confined  it  to  a  necessarily  restricted 
market,  and  closed  to  it  the  ordinary  channels  to  publicity,  by  advertise- 
ment and  exhibition. 

As  soon  as  these  indefatigable  efforts  had  produced  results  by  estab- 
hshing  a  business  in  1871,  the  hostility  of  infringers  was  manifested, 
followed  by  a  long  course  of  litigation,  and  expenses  to  the  inventor  of 
about  $3,500. 
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About  this  period,  also,  the  extraordinary  exertions  of  years,  and  the 
anxieties  of  the  business  and  litigation,  preyed  upon  the  health  of  Mr. 
Kawson,  and  he  was  prevented  by  illness  for  a  considerable  time  from 
giving  such  care  and  attention  to  the  promotion  of  his  business  as  would 
develop  it  to  the  full  extent.  Nevertheless,  he  worked  to  the  utmost  of 
his  strength,  and  with  the  assistance  of  his  family  maintained  the  man- 
ufacture of  the  patented  article.    Mr.  Kawson  died  on  July  9,  1879. 

It  is  further  to  be  noticed  that  Mr.  Eawson  gave  his  whole  time  and 
effort  to  the  introduction  of  his  invention.  He  did  not  speculate  by  dis- 
posing of  licenses,  but  himself  manufactured;  he  did  not  sell  his  inven- 
tion, but  struggled  himself  to  make  it  a  success.  His  accounts,  verified 
by  affidavit,  show  that  for  the  entire  life  of  the  patent,  the  profits  realized 
both  from  the  patent  and  the  business  of  manufacturing,  representing 
the  aggregated  labors  of  himself,  wife,  and  children,  amount  to  $19,177.12. 
But  the  long  illness,  with  the  consequent  heavy  expenses,  have  left  the 
inventor's  family  without  money  or  property. 

The  widow  of  Mr.  Rawson  is  the  petitioner  for  the  extension  of  the 
patent  proposed  by  this  bill.  She  is  entitled  to  consideration,  having 
invested  her  private  estate  in  the  enterprise  at  its  inception,  and  hav- 
ing faithfully  assisted  her  husband  by  her  manual  labor,  her  encourage- 
ment, and  advice  during  all  the  long  years  of  his  struggles.  Believing, 
therefore,  that  the  exceptional  character  of  the  invention,  its  benefit  to 
the  public,  and  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  difficulty  that  attended  its 
introduction  to  pubUc  use,  render  it  a  case  eminently  entitled  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Congress,  the  committee  recommend  that  the  substitute  to 
the  bill  do  pass. 

Wherefore,  your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  amended 
bill  herewith  presented. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  19,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Walxjlce,  from  the  Select  Committee  to  Inquire  into  Alleged  Frauds 
in  the  Late  Elections,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

Tour  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  alleged  frauds  in  the  recen 
elections  was  directed  by  the  authority  given  it  "  to  inquire  whether  any 
citizen  of  any  State  has  been  dismissed  or  threatened  with  dismissal 
from  employment  or  deprivation  of  any  right  or  privilege  by  reason  of 
his  vote  or  intention  to  vote  at  the  recent  elections,  or  has  been  other- 
wise interfered  with,  and  whether  citizens  of  the  United  States  were 
prevented  from  exercising  the  elective  franchise,  or  forced  to  use  it 
against  their  wishes,  by    •    •    •    any  unlawful  means  or  practices." 

The  attention  of  the  committee  was  directed,  by  a  number  of  affidaAits 
upon  this  subject,  to  the  State  of  Massa<5husetts,  and  the  inquiry  was 
prosecuted  there  and  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  where  your  commit- 
tee was  also  pursuing  another  branch  of  the  duty  assigned  to  it  by  the 
Senate.  The  specific  allegation  was  made  that  employers  of  labor  iu 
those  States  coerced  their  employes  to  vote  as  the  employers  wished,  and 
that  deprivation  of  employment  was  the  penalty  for  refusal  to  do  so. 
Among  the  data  submitted  to  your  committee  in  proof  of  this  allegation 
was  a  circular,  which  wa«  in  these  words  : 

Dear  Sir  :  Your  co-operation  with  the  Massachusetts  Repiiblicau  State  central 
commit t-ee  is  most  earnestly  requested.  It  is  in  your  power,  by  the  authority  you  can 
fxercise  over  those  employed  by  you,  to  maintain  the  honor  of  Massachusetts,  and 
keep  it  out  of  the  hands  of  spoilers  and  political  knaves  who  have  selected  General 
BatltT  as  their  candidate.  His  election  would  disgrace  our  State,  and  ruin  our  stand- 
ing at  liome  and  abroad.  A  thorough  canvass  of  those  you  employ  and  an  early  re- 
port to  the  secretary  of  the  Repubhcan  State  central  corainittee  will  be  thankfully 
neceivwl. 

That  this  was  issued  in  the  canvass  of  187B,  by  authority  of  the  Re- 
pnblican  organization,  was  shown  to  be  untrue.  Its  origin  could  not  be 
traced.  It  seemed  to  your  committee  to  be  a  trick  of  partisan  politics, 
originating  with  some  irresponsible  person  and  productive  of  no  evil  re- 
snlt  to  any  workman. 

A  meeting  of  some  twenty  leading  manufacturers  and  employers  of 
labor  was  held  at  the  Parker  House,  in  Boston,  during  the  canvass  of 
1878.  Its  purpose,  as  stated  by  the  chairman  of  the  Republican  State 
committee,  was  not  to  raise  money,  but  to  arouse  the  interest  of  those 
in  the  meeting  to  the  importance  of  the  issues  of  the  canvass  ;  but  there 
was  no  proof  that  any  arrangement  was  there  made  to  coerce  employ(^s 
or  exercise  any  influence  upon  them.  Indeed,  it  was  expressly  denied 
by  the  testimony. 

Another  meeting  of  manufacturers  was  shown  to  have  been  held  at 
Worcester,  Mass.,  in  the  oflBee  of  Mr,  Wasbbiwn,  who  was  chairman  oi 
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the  Eepublican  city  committee.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  was  to 
iirp^e  the  employersof  labor  there  present  to  exercise  their  influence.  It 
was  to  arouse  them  to  action.  They  were  asked  to  call  their  employes 
together  and  address  them  on  the  issues.  This  was  done  in  at  least  one 
case.  The  action  taken  at  this  meeting  was  spoken  of  by  the  employes 
affected  as  being  prejudicial  to  their  freedom  of  a<jtion.  Fear  of  loss 
of  work  if  thej'  voted  or  acted  against  their  employers'  wishes  was  fre- 
quently expressed.  The  result  of  the  meeting  and  its  action  was  a  de- 
gree of  intimidation  to  the  employ^.  One  witness  described  its  effect 
upon  the  operatives  thus :  "  It  caused  them  to  be  no  longer  active,  to 
grow  cold ;  it  dampened  their  ardor  and  changed  their  conduct."  An- 
other witness  said  the  meeting  was  held  for  the  puri>ose  of  ** forcing 
their  help,  through  dread  of  non-employment,  to  vote  contrary  to  their 
wishes  and  according  to  the  wishes  of  their  employers."  And  still  an- 
other, who  was  in  charge  of  the  Democmtic  headquarters,  described  it 
thus : 

Answer.  The  effect  of  the  meeting,  as  it  wa-s  detailed  to  me — of  course  I  do  not 
knowi:liat  it  is  accnrate,  but  it  came  to  me  from  quite  a  number  of  sources — was  this, 
that  there  had  been  a  meeting  of  manufacturers  called ;  that  the  policy  as  laid  down 
at  that  meeting  by  some  of  the  speakers,  and  by  one  speaker  particularly,  was  to  this 
eftcct:  "We  must  keep  inside  the  law ;  we  must  not  say  that  our  men  will  be  dis- 
charged, nor  anything  of  that  kind,  but  we  must  hold  up  before  them  that  if  Butler  is 
elected,  or  the  i>olicy  he  advocates  prevails,  it  will  be  necessary  to  close  our  workshops 
and  stop  our  business."  Men  came  to  me  and  said  that  that  'was  the  drift  of  it,  and 
asked  me  if  I  thought  it  was  probable  that  they  would  lose  their  work. 

Q.  Employ<5s  came  to  you  and  asked  you  this? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  current 
understanding  there,  that  what  I  have  stated  was  the  tenor  of  the  meeting. 

Q.  What  was  the  etfect,  as  you  gathered  it  from  the  employes  themselves,  upon  their 
Blinds  f — A.  Its  elfect  was  this:  that  while  up  to  that  date  the  operatives  and  em- 
idoyc^'s,  as  a  general  rule,  in  Worcester  County,  had  been  enthusiastic,  and  thronged 
x>ur  rooms  day  and  evening  almost,  a  great  many  of  them  then  came  and  expressed 
tloubts  as  to  whether  they  would  be  able  to  vote  or  act  openly,  for  there  as  on  that  they 
understood  that  this  meeting  had  been  held,  and  that'tnat  was  the  policy  that  would 
d)e  adopted.  In  consequence  of  that,  there  was  a  decided  coolness  at  that  time  on  the 
part  of  this  class  of  men.  I  do  not  know  that  there  was  any  direct  act  of  intimidation 
tion  upon  them  further  than  that  the  report  of  this  meeting  had  that  effect  upon  them, 
l)ut  1  do  know  that  a  great  man}''  upon  whom  we  had  counted  with  absolute  certainty 
up  to  that  time  were  missing,  or  else  voted  against  us. 

Q.  What  was  the  number,  if  you  can  give  it,  of  employes  in  the  city  of  Worcester  who 
"were  Democratic  in  their  proclivities? — A.  The  laboring  population  is  almost  whoUy 
Democratic ;  that  is,  the  Democratic  vote  in  the  city  is  almost  wholly  composed  of 
laboring  men.  But  a  small  proportion  of  those  whom  we  rank  as  the  property  holders 
there  are  comjmsed  in  our  party.  I  should  say  that  our  vote  there,  in  the  Tilden  elec- 
tion, was  forty-two  hundred  and  something,  and  I  should  say  that  easily  3,000  and 
something  of  these  men  were  men  who  worked  by  the  day  for  their  livelihood. 

The  purpose  here  expressed  of  keeping  '*  inside  the  law  ^  was  fiilly 
^carried  out,  for  there  was  ho  case  brought  to  the  notice  of  your  commit- 
tee in  which  a  conspiracy  or  unla>\^ul  combination  to  coeixje  voters  was 
disclosed. 

We  are  of  opinion,  however,  that  the  purpose  intended  was  as  fully 
accr»mplished  as  if  unlawful  means  had  been  used. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  in  very  many  instances  during 
that  election  the  ballot  was  cast  by  operatives  against  their  own  delib- 
erate convictions  and  in  favor  of  the  candidates  of  their  employers,  and 
that  this  was  the  result  of  a  fear  of  loss  of  work  at  the  beginning  of 
winter. 

This  policy  of  keeping  ^'inside  the  law"  was  publicly  proclaimed  in 
the  Herald,  a  leading  and  intluential  newspaper  in  Boston,  which  ear- 
nestly and  efi'ectively  aided  the  cause  of  those  who  called  and  held  those 
meetings  of  employers,  in  these  words: 

There  will  pi*obably  be  a  good  deal  of  ^'bulldozing"  iloiie  in  Massachusetts  this  year 
o/'//  fivjjized  type.     The  laborers  employed  by  General  Butler  in  his  various  enter* 
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prises — iiiills,  quarrieM,  &c. — will  he  expected  to  vote  for  him  or  give  up  their  .^ it ua- 
tioM,  The  satue  rule  will  hold  good  on  the  other  side.  There  will  be  uo  shot-gniis  or 
threats.  Everything  will  be  managed  with  decorum,  adorned  by  noble  sentiments. 
Bat  the  men  who  oppose  Butler  employ  three-fourths,  if  not  seven-eighths,  of  the  la- 
hoT  of  the  State.  They  honestly  believe  that  Butler's  election  would  injure  their  prop- 
erty. They  know  that  idle  hands  are  waiting  to  do  their  work.  It  is  not  to  be  ex- 
pe<*te<l  that  they  will  look  on  indifterently  and  see  their  employes  vote  for  a  destruc- 
tive like  Batler.  Human  nature  is  much  the  same  in  Massachusetts  and  Mississippi. 
Only  metho<ls  are  different.  Brains,  capital,  and  enterprise  will  tell  in  any  community. 
It  if*  very  improper,  of  course,  to  intimidate  voters,  but  there  is  a  way  of  giving  advice 
th.it  is  quite  convincing. 

This  actiou  was  described  l)efore  your  coinmittee  as  "  civilized  bull- 
dozing," and  its  occurrence  was  said  to  be  much  more  frequent  and  elect- 
ive in  the  manufacturing  villages  than  in  the  cities. 

It  is  impossible  that  there  should  be  so  much  in  the  cities  Jis  in  town.  It  is  easier  to 
hriii|4  to  light  the  wrong-doings  of  an  employer  there;  it  is  hariler  to  cover  them  up, 
l»ecau»»*  of  the  public  press  anil  because  of  the  number  of  the  people  who  would  become 
ct>j^izant  of  them.  In  a  factory  town  it  is  different.  There  is  no  newspaper  there; 
the  a|»enitive  lives  in  a  tenement,  belonging  to  the  manufacturer;  his  wages  are  small; 
his  wilV  pn>bably  works  in  the  mill;  hiscliildren  probably  work  in  the  mill;  and,  if 
he  is  any  way  frat-tious,  or  opposed  to  voting  in  the  way  that  these  people  dictate,  his 
wife,  children,  and  liimself  are  turned  out  of  the  mill,  out  of  the  tenement,  and  out  of 
the  means  of  earning  a  livelihood. 

The  case  of  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Corporation,  in  the  county 
of  Worcester,  was  cited  as  one  of  those  in  which  this  policy  of  '^  civilized 
bulldozing'^  was  pursued.  The  testimony  disclosed  the  following  facts: 
Manehang  is  a  manufacturing  village,  wherein  the  real  estate,  mills, 
bou.ses,  churches,  halls,  and  public  buildings  were  owned  by  the  stock 
oompany  which  there  manufactured  muslin  fabrics.  They  employed  a 
large  number  of  persons  as  workmen,  many  of  whom-  were  French 
Canadians.  The  number  of  voters  at  the  mills  was  upwards  of  100  in 
187S,  of  whom  three-fourths  were  Democrats.  All  of  the  managing  force, 
superintendents,  and  bookkeepers,  were  Republicans.  Many  young  peo- 
ple of  both  sexe^s  were  employed  at  the  mills,  and  their  homes  were  with 
their  i>arents  in  the  tenement  houses  of  the  corporation.  One  case  was 
shown  in  which  a  man  who  had  served  during  the  wjir  occupied  one  of 
the  company's  houses,  while  his  son  and  three  nieces  worked  in  the  fac- 
tory, and  lived  with  him.  He  was  quite  active  as  a  canvasser  on  the 
Democratic  side  in  1878.    He  describes  what  o<;curred  as  follows : 

1  was  not  workiue  for  the  corporation,  but  was  active  in  the  campaij^n.  I  distrib- 
nted  the  campai^  documents  to  everyljody.  I  was  one  of  the  sij^ners  of  the  Butler  call 
and  one  of  the  vice-presidents  of  the  Butler  club.  I  contributed  two  or  tbrec*  dollars 
to  the  Butler  flag-raising,  when  we  were  going  to  have  a  good  time.  Mr.  Waters, 
who  hatl  asketl  for  the  hall,  came  toiuy  house  when  I  was  not  at  home;  my  wife  told 
Qieof  his  being  there.  Immediately  after  this,  a  notice  came  from  the  mill  that  I 
must  vacate  my  tenement  within  two  weeks.  It  was  sigmnl  by  Robert  McArthur  and 
bv  Charles  A.  Clia.He,  clerk.  For  two  or  three  days  nothing  was  said,  and  they  sent 
for  me  to  come  to  the  shop, 

Mr.  Chase  was  in  general  charge  of  all  the  tenements  and  machines,  and  so  on.  I 
went  to  him ;  fouml  him  at  his  house,  when  he  wanted  to  know  whether  I  was  going 
out  of  the  tenement.  It  was  then  about  the  10th  of  October.  I  said  I  would  like  to 
Htop  until  after  town  meetinj' ;  that  I  had  taken  an  active  part,  and  wouhl  like  to  vote 
for  General  Butler.  He  said,  **You  cannot."  I  replied,  '' I  think  lean.*'  He  said, 
•*  I  will  have  you  out  in  about  a  week."  I  asked  him,  *^  Have  I  no  rights  ?"  He  an- 
Rvrered,  **  Not  a  G<Kl-<lanmed  right."  I  told  him,  "  There  is  one  right  I  have  got."  He 
asked,  **  What  is  that  ?"  I  said,  '*  I  have  got  possession,  and  I  shall  hold  it  until  after 
town  meeting,  if  I  can."  Finally,  I  had  three  notices  and  three  writs  to  go  to  Worces- 
ter, but  went  and  voted  after  all. 

If  I  had  been  turned  out  I  could  not  have  got  any  place  in  town,  and  I  could  not 
have  gone  back  to  the  tenement.  Not  only  that,  but  the  fact  was  that  previous  to  my 
Retting  my  notice  I  had  the  village  in  a  blaze;  nine-tenths  were  Democratic,  or  for 
Bntler,  but  after  they  gave  me  the  notice  no  man  would  dare  say  "Butler"'  lu  t\\o 
viilaRe. 
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The  son  was  notified  to  quit  work,  and  did  quit.  The  effect  of  this 
notice  to  leave,  upon  men  who  had  families  dependent  upon  them,  was 
to  take  away  their  freedom  of  action,  and  they  were  obliged  to  vote  as 
their  employers  required,  for  they  had  no  place  to  go  with  their  families. 

Its  effect  appears  to  have  been  decided  upon  the  votera.  Their  timid- 
ity was  described  as  follows : 

Tbey  spoke  to  me  about  making  arrangements  about  raising  a  flag,  as  I  did  not 
work  for  the  company  and  cared  nothing  for  the  company.  Tbey  were  afraid  to  take 
an  active  part  in  it,  but  agreed  to  contribute  toward  defraying  the  expense.  I  bad  a 
list  of  some  twenty- four  names  of  tbose  who  contributed,  some  a  dollar  and  some  two 
doUars,  towards  hiring  the  band  and  paying  the  expense  of  a  French  speaker.  After 
Mr.  Watei*8  came  with  a  notice  of  Mr.  Thayer^s  and  Mr.  Mellen's  meeting,  this  notice 
which  followed,  from  Mr.  McArthur  to  my  /ather,  made  a  change.  Those  men  did  not 
seem  to  dare  to  speak  to  me  on  the  front  street  there ;  they  would  come  around  after 
dark  and  call  me  out  to  speak  to  me ;  they  would  pass  me  on  the  street  without  speak- 
ing ;  and  they  told  me,  two  or  three  different  ones,  that  it  was  coining  near  winter  and 
they  did  not  wisli  to  lose  their  job,  still  they  wished  to  vote  for  Butler. 

The  corpoi'ation  owned  the  only  hall  in  the  town  in  which  public  meet- 
ings were  held.  It  was  used  for  minstrel  shows  and  dances  frequently. 
Mr.  Thayer,  the  Democratic  candidate  for  Congress,  and  Mr.  MeUen,  de- 
sired to  speak  in  it,  but  its  use  was  refused  by  Mr.  McArthur,  the  agent. 
The  witness  dcscrioes  the  refusal  thus: 

I  then  went  to  Mr.  McArthur  and  applied  for  the  haU,  and  told  Mr.  McArthur  that 
as  Mr.  Rice,  the  Republican  candidate,  had  complimented  our  town  by  makiiig  his 
opening  speech  of  the  canvass  there,  I  thought  it  would  be  a  very  good*  send-on  and 
a  compliment  to  the  place  if  Mr.  Thayer  would  make  the  second  speech  of  his  canva8s 
in  our  towu,  and  that  all  parties  would  then  have  an  opportunity  to  hear  their  candi- 
dates in  the  opening  of  the  canvass.  Mr.  McArthur  replied  that  he  could  not  let  the 
hall,  and  remarked  to  me,  **  You  know  how  our  people  are."  I  suppose  that  by  "our 
I)eople"  he  meant  the  owners.  He  went  on  to  siiy,  "You  know  how  our  people  are, 
and  they  are  not  of  that  way  of  political  thought,  and  do  not  belong  to  that  political 
party  ;  if  you  owned  a  hall  you  would  not  let  in  the  opposition  to  speak,  either."  I 
repli<*d,  "Mr.  McArthur,  on  the  contrary,  I  should  certainly  do  that  very  thing;  and 
if  you  people  are  intending  to  suppress  freedom  of  discussion  of  political  questions  our 
conmiunitv  want  to  know  it."  Fie  said,  "Well,  I  think  I  cannot  let  vou  have  the 
hall." 

That  Democratic  meeting  was  held  in  a  barn. 

The  selectmen  of  the  town  have  charge  of  the  ballot-box  on  election 
day.  McArthur,  an  employe  of  the  comi)any,  was  in  charge  as  such  io 
1878.  Cha«e  and  Knox,  two  other  employes  of  the  company,  were  in 
attendance.  The  workmen  were  provided  with  Republican  tickets  at 
the  works,  hauled  in  wagons  to  the  polling-place,  and  vot^d  under  the 
direxjt  supervision  of  McArthur,  Chase,  and  Knox.  A  witness  describes 
the  process  thus : 

My  attention  was  called  to  the  peculiar  way  they  had  of  managing  the  voters  th»nc; 
I  stepped  up  to  the  little  railing  that  they  had  there  to  go  around  and  up  to  the  polls 
and  I  saw  two  men  stationed  at  the  entrance  where  the  voters  went  in.  One  was  a 
Mr.  Chase,  and  the  other  was  a  Mr.  Knox.  I  saw  that  the  help  of  the  village  (I  was 
acquainted  with  a  great  portion  of  them)  came  along  in  a  sort  of  rotation.  Mr.  Chase 
was  on  one  side  and  this  Mr.  Knox  was  on  the  other,  and  as  each  man  came  up  they 
would  take  hold  of  the  ticket  that  the  man  had,  and  say,  "That  is  right,  pass  on." 
Another  would  come  up,  and  they  would  say,  "That  is  right,  piisson."  Another  would 
come  u|),  and  they  would  say,  "  Hold  on,  that  is  not  the  vote  you  want  to  cast."  "Why, 
yes,  it  IS  the  vote  I  want  to  east.''  "Xo,  it  is  not."  "  Why  certainly  this  is  my  vote." 
"O,  no";  and  he  got  it  out  of  the  man's  hand,  tore  it  up,  and  threw  it  on  the  floor. 
He  said,  "  You  do  not  want  to  vote  such  a  dauuied  vote  as  that."  He  then  handed 
the  voter  anotlu-r  one.  The  man  then  remarked,  "  1  don't  want  to  cast  this  vote.*' 
The  reply  was,  "(lo  right  along;  that  is  the  vote  you  want.''  The  man  went  right 
along  and  put  it  in  the  box.  Mr.  Hastings,  the  constable,  stood  right  opposite,  and  I 
stood,  perhaps,  four  feet  from  this  Mr.  Knox. 

Another  instance  is  given  thus : 

i).  Who  was  at  the  polls  to  receive  the  employ<^s  in  November  last? — A.  Mr.  Chase* 
V-  ^>  //^  conn  acted  with  tJie  corporation  f — A.'  He  is  the  bookkeeper  there. 
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Q.  Who  takes  tbem  from  the  milh*  to  the  poll  f — A.  The  teams  of  the  corjwratiou 
taki'  them. 

Q.  What  have  you  seen  in  regard  to  tickets  when  they  have  got  to  the  polls  f — A.  I 
have  seen  Mr.  Chase  change  their  tickets.  He  generally  stands  at  one  side  there  where 
tlien*  is  a  small  place  to  go  through,  and,  as  tliey  come  along,  he  always  has  the  bal- 
lots there,  and  I  have  seen  him  change  them,  and  have  seen  them  get  tickets  from  him 
and  carry  them  in. 

Q.  The  specitic  tickets  yon  speak  of,  did  they  examine  those? — A.  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  could  or  not.  Pretty  nearly  all  of  those  who  work  there  are  French,  and 
I  «lo  not  know  whether  they  could  examine  them. 

Q.  Di>  yon  know  whether  those  tickets  were  in  envelopes  or  open! — A.  I  have  seen 
Mr.  Chase  give  tickets  to  them  that  were  ojien. 

Q.  Did  you  see  this  occur  in  November,  lb7S  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  i?pecify  an  instance  and  describe  how  this  occurred,  if  you  can. — ^A.  As  they 
pa.«ed  along  he  was  standing  there  on  this  side,  and  as  they  would  come  up  to  the 
polls  he  would  stop  them,  hand  them  one  of  the  tickets,  and  say,  **Here,  carry  it  in." 
They  might  have  had  an  envelope  or  something  of  that  kind.  I  have  seen  them  have 
envelopes.    I  have  seen  that  occur. 

The  ballot-boxes  were  open  boxes  and  those  in  charge  could  see  the 
form  and  appearance  of  the  ballot  voted,  and  they  were  easily  distin- 
guishable apart. 

The  result  of  this  close  super\'ision  of  the  votes  of  the  operatives  by 
tbcir  employers,  and  the  fears  which  prevailed  among  them  lest  they 
should  be  discharged,  very  naturally  aft'ected  the  result  in  the  district 
in  which  they  vot^,  and  gave  to  the  candidates  favored  by  the  employer 
a  large  number  of  votes  they  would  not  have  received  if  perfect  freedom 
of  action  had  been  allowed  to  the  workmen. 

Your  committee  examined  a  number  of  witnesses  in  regard  to  the  man- 
agement and  manner  of  voting  at  Webster,  in  Worcester  County,  by  the 
employees  of  the  Slater  Manufacturing  Company,  where  several  hundred 
men  are  employed,  a  majority  of  whom  were  Irishmen,  and  the  proof 
showed  about  the  same  state  of  facts  as  existed  in  Manchaug. 

The  same  wa.s  the  case  at  the  Douglass  Axe  Factory,  where  the  agents 
of  the  company  stood  at  the  door  of  the  election-house,  watched  every 
oue  of  the  employes  who  came  in,  passed  him  theEepublican  ticket,  and 
told  him  it  would  be  to  his  interest  to  vote  that  ticket. 

The  Boston  Elastic  Fabric  Company  employs  a  large  number  of  bauds, 
most  of  whom  were  Democrats,  but  under  the  orders  of  their  employer, 
Mr.  McBirney,  the}'  were  nearly  all  required  to  vote  the  Kepublican 
ticket  in  November^  1878.  The  foreman  of  the  factory  stood  at  the  polls 
in  Chelsea  all  day  on  election  day  between  the  door  and  the  ballot-box, 
and  required  the  men  employed  under  him  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket. 
Another  of  the  employes  was  directed  to  tell  them  that  this  was 
their  employer's  wish  and  they  must  govern  themselves  iiccordingly. 
This  was  done  and  the  men  very  generally  obeyed  the  orders  given.  One 
testified  that  he  did  not  and  was  soon  driven  out  of  that  employment. 

Several  cases  of  individual  interference  by  emi)loyers  with  the  free- 
dom of  choice  by  their  workmen  came  to  the  notice  of  your  committee, 
none  of  which  were  so  flagrant  in  their  details  as  those  already  given ; 
bnt  there  was  enough  to  show  that  the  determination  existed  to  coerce 
choice  by  pressing  upon  the  necessities  of  workmen  and  operatives. 

The  State  of  Massachusetts  has  a  stringent  registrj^  law  for  the  regis- 
tration of  voters.  All  naturalized  citizens  must  produce  their  certifi- 
cates of  naturalization  before  the  board  of  registration,  and  the  name  of 
the  citizen  can  only  go  upon  the  list  of  voters  after  careful  scrutiny.  The 
law  is  a  most  wise  and  salutary  one,  but  your  committee  are  compelled 
to  report  that  its  provisions,  in  one  case,  were  made  the  means  of  de- 
priving several  citizens  born  within  the  State  of  their  right  to  vote,  and 
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one  of  them  actually  took  out  his  naturalization  papers.    This  difficulty 
occuiTed  at  Plymouth,  and  is  thus  described  by  Dr.  Shnmway,  a  witness: 

In  the  first  i)lace,  we  had  a  decision  from  the  board  of  selectmen  that  those  pers4)n^ 
who  were  bom  of  i^ereons  unnaturalize<l  conhl  not  be  citizens  of  the  Unite<l  States, 
and  therefore  couUl  not  register  as  voters.  This  was  made  to  oj>erate  very  injnrioujsly, 
becfiuse  most  of  those  who  had  come  of  age  were  yonng  men  who  were  going  to  vote 
for  General  Bntler.  It  so  completely  demoralized  them  that  some  of  them  said  they 
wonld  not  have  anything  more  to  do  with  if.  I  endeavored  to  ])erHuade  them  to  hold 
on.  The  first  intimation  I  had  of  it  was  this:  A  young  man  came  to  me  and  asked  nie 
if  (  did  not  suppose  that  a  man  bom  within  two  rods  of  Plymouth  Uock  was  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States.  I  said  I  had  no  doubt  of  it.  He  said  that  tliey  had  refiLseil  to 
register  him,  although  he  was  bom  there,  because  his  fatlier  had  not  been  naturalized. 
I  told  him  I  suppose<l  somebody  was  playing  a  joke  upon  him,  and  he  replied  that  it 
was  a  serious  matter.  I  went  before  the  board  of  selectmen,  and  found  that  they  hatl 
made  that  decision.  I  endeavored  to  argue  the  cani*  with  tlieni,  liut  they  said  the 
decision  was  final;  that  no  one  who  was  Iwm  of  unnatni*alize<l  citizens  could  be  a 
citizen  unless  himself  naturalized,  and  that  tliey  would  not  aUow  any  such  to  register. 
Some  of  the  men  who  had  been  refused  on  this  ground  went  once  or  twice  to  the  town- 
house,  and  then  said  tliey  would  give  it  up  and  wouldu*t  have  any  mort*  to  do  with  it. 
One  or  two  persisted  in  maintaining  wliat  they  supposed  to  i)e  their  rights,  and 
finally  succeeded.  I  will  state  that  this  decision  was  nuvle  about  ten  days  befon*  the 
election,  I  think  (the  first  knowledge  I  had  of  it  was  at  that  time),  and  that  on  the  night 
before  the  election  (Monday  evening),  at  ten  o'clock  (the  polls  being  opened  on  Tuesday ), 
the  decision  was  reversed,  I  understoml  The  polls  o])ened  on  Tuesday  at  a  <|uarter 
of  nine  o'clock,  and  the  law  is,  I  think,  that  after  the  ^m)11s  have  opened  no  man  shall 
be  allowed  to  register.  As  it  was  my  first  experience  in  political  aflaii-s,  I  faih-d  to 
take  the  names  of  those  persons.  I  know  of  only  two  who  were  registered,  and  do  not 
know  of  those  who  were  not.  I  understood  that  there  were  some  ten  or  a  dozen  who 
were  refused  registration,  but  that  I  do  not  know  imsitivcly  anything  about;  that  is 
merely  hearsay  with  me.  Another  catie  that  I  <lo  know  of  wjis  that  of  a  man  who, 
notwithstanding  that  he  ha<l  been  born  in  the  neighboring  town,  went  and  got  natVir- 
alized.  His  name  is  Alexander  Morrison.  [Producing  the  naturalization  pai»er  of 
Morrison,  which  is  api)ended  to  this  t.e,stiniony.]  This  is  his  naturalization  paper. 
He  was  bom  in  the  neighboring  town  of  Sandwich.  One  of  the  men  was  bom  within 
two  rods  of  Plymouth  Kock. 

Q.  State  the  politics  of  the  selectmen  in  Plymouth. — A.  Four  of  them  were  Repub- 
licans and  one  was  a  Democrat — that  is,  an  Abbott  Democrat.  The  boanl  was  practi- 
cally a  unit  in  the  hist  campaign.     It  was  composed  of  five  members. 

The  young  man,  Morrison,  who  was  naturalized,  was  called  in,  and 
testified  in  substance  as  follows : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  f — Answer.  At  Plymouth. 

Q.  Where  were  you  born  ? — A.  Close  by  Saiwlwich. 

Q.  Are  Plymouth  and  Sandwich  in  the  same  county? — A.  No,  sir;  Plymouth  is  in  Ply- 
mouth County,  artd  Sandwich  is  in  Barnstable  County. 

Q.  Stat^  the  circumstances  under  which  you  made  application  for  registration,  why 
you  got  naturalized,  and  whether  that  which  is  now  shown  you  is  your  naturalization 
paper. — A.  I  went  to  the  selectmen  on  the  same  night  that  Mr.  Carr  went  to  them. 
That  was  Saturday  night.  Mr.  Bradford,  one  of  the  selectmen,  asked  me  why  my 
name  was  not  on  the  list,  and  if  I  had  paid  ray  taxes.  I  tohl  him  that  I  had  paid 
them.  He  asked  me  if  I  was  naturalized.  1  told  him  I  was  not;  that  I  was  born  in 
this  country.  He  then  asked  me  if  my  father  was  naturalized,  anil  I  replied  that  my 
father  was  not.  He  said  he  ilidn't  see  how  I  could  vote,  for  the  rejvson  that  my  father 
was  not  naturalized,  but  that  he  would  carry  the  matter  before  the  selectmen  at  the 
meeting  on  Saturday  of  the  next  week.  I  went  there  shortly  afterwards,  when  he 
told  me  that  I  shouhl  not  vot^e  because  my  father  was  not  naturalized. 

Q.  Did  you  not  get  naturalized  subsecpiently  ? — A.  Yes.  sir. 

C^.  How  did  that  hapiien  ? — A.  Shortly  after  that,  Mr.  Hedge,  the  constable,  came 
to  me — it  was  before  the  election,  though  I  don't  know  how  long  before — and  told  me 
I  had  better  go  in  that  morning  and  get  my  naturalization  papei-s;  that  it  would 
probably  be  my  la.st  chance  before  the  election.  I  then  went  in  and  got  my  pai>erH 
out. 

Q.  Before  whom  did  you  go  ? — A.  Before  Mr.  Lord. 

Q.  Was  there  a  judge  on  the  bench  ? — A.  There  was  a  jndge  on  the  bench.  I  don't 
know  who  he  was. 

Q.  Was  it  Mr.  Lonl  who  was  clerk  of  the  court  ? — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Was  it  in  Plymouth  f — A.  It  was  in  Plymouth. 

Q.  Did  you  have  to  pnKluce  witnesses  there* — A.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Hedge  antl  a  yonng 
gentleman. 
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Q.  Von  were  sworn,  were  you  ? — A.  Tlioy  swore  that  they  had  known  luc  ten  years. 
Q.  Did  you  take  an  oath  that  you  would  bear  true  allegiance  to  the  coiintir  ? — A. 

Q.  And  that  yon  had  renounced  your  allegiance  to  the  Queen  of  Great  Britain  ? — A. 
Ytfji.  vir. 

Q.  Tliat  was  regularly  administered  to  you  before  you  got  your  paper?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

(^.  Then  the  clerk  made  out  the  paper  which  is  here  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  afterwards  with  the  paper  ? — A.  I  took  it  home. 

Q.  Did  you  go  afterwards  to  the  registrars  with  it? — A.  I  went  with  it  to  the  regis- 
twrs  on  the  next  morning.     Mr.  Hedge  went  with  me. 

Q.  Mr.  Hedge  was  the  constable,  and  went  before  the  registrars  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  >Vhat  did  they  do  then  f — A.  They  put  my  name  on  the  registry. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hedge  tell  them  you  had  been  naturalized  ? — A.  I  believe  he  did. 

Q.  Was  that  the  reason  yon  went  back  there  that  morning,  to  get  upon  the  list  after 
having  been  naturalized  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  naturalization  paper  given  to  this  young  man,  bom  in  the  coun- 
tn%  was  produced,  and  is  in  these  words : 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA. 

(Cut  of  eagle.) 

Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts, 

Plymouth  County y  88 : 

To  ali  pwple  to  whom  these  presents  shall  comey  greeting : 

Know  ye  that  at  a  superior  court,  begun  and  holden  at  Plymouth,  within  and  for 
the  county  of  Plymouth,  on  the  fourth  Monday  of  October,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
thousand  Vight  hundred  and  seventy -eight.  Alexander  Morrison,  of  Plymouth,  in  the 
county  of  Plymouth,  and  State  of  Massacnusetts,  bom  in  the  town  of  Sandwich,  in 
the  county  of  Barnstable,  M^issaehnsetts,  having  produced  the  evidence,  and  taken 
and  »*iibscril>ed  the  oath  required  by  law,  was  admitted  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  said 
I'nited  States,  according  to  the  act«  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  ray  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  said  court 
at  Plymouth,  in  said  county,  this  first  day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eight- 
een hundred  and  seventv-eight. 

[SEAL  OF  COURT.]       '  WM.  H.  WHITMAN,  Clerk, 

Your  committee  think  that  this  action  of  the  registry  board  of  Ply- 
month  was  either  a  gross  outrage  upon  the  sons  of  foreigners,  born 
within  the  country,  or  (taking  the  most  charitable  view  of  the  case)  the 
board  showed  lamentable  ignorance  of  the  law,  of  common  sense,  and 
of  their  plain  duty. 

The  campaign  of  1878,  in  Massachusetts,  seems  to  have  been  anoma- 
lous. For  the  first  time,  so  far  as  your  committee  could  learn,  ministers 
of  the  Christian  religion  were  openly  invited  to  aid  in  the  campaign  by 
foTDishing  the  names  and  post-office  address  of  their  church  members,  to 
the  end  that  documents  containing  the  dogmas  of  a  political  party  might 
be  sent  to  them  through  the  mails. 

A  circular  in  the  following  form  was  sent  to  every  clergyman  in  the 
State  whose  name  and  address  could  be  found  from  the  religious  month- 
lies: 

Republican  State  Commiitee  of  Massachusetts, 

Headquarters,  376  Washington  Street, 

Boston,  Sejtt^mber  20,  1673. 
Adin  Thayer,  Chairman.  ) 

^>.  IJ.  Stebbins,  Treasurer.  ^ 

(iEui:oE  G.  Crocker,  Secretary.  ) 

Dear  Sir  :  In  order  to  enable  us  to  distribute  documents  eftectively,  will  you  kindly 
furnish  us  immediately  with  a  list  of  the  male  members  of  your  church  and  parish, 
aud  with  such  other  names  as  you  may  deem  expedient.     By  so  doing  you  will  aid  us 
in  saving  the  honor  of  our  conmionwealth. 
With  esteem,  youi*s, 

ADIN  THAYER,  Chaimon. 
i'FMHUv.  G.   Crockej?,  Secrefti/t/. 
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There  were  a  large  number  of  responses,  and  documents  were  sent  to 

the  names  and  addresses  furnished.    Of  the  character  of  the  documents 

furnished  to  the  members  of  the  churches,  your  committee  did  not  learu^ 

but  it  is  fair  to  suppose  that,  as  the  following  circular  seeki^to  ait)use 

the  alarm  and  indignation  of  "Christian  citizens,"  it  was  forwarded  to 

church  members: 

Republican  State  Committee  of  Massachusetts, 
Headquarters,  376  Washington  Street, 

Boston,  September  19, 1878, 
Adin  Thayer,  Chairman.  ) 

S.  B.  Sterbins,  Treasurer.  ^ 

George  G.  Crocker,  Secretary'.  ) 

Dear  Sir:  A  desperate  attempt  is  being  ma<le,  under  a  hyiKwritieal  pretenne  t>f 
State  reform,  to  delivc  r  Massachusetts  over  to  the  Kepudiationists,  Greenbac'kers,  and 
Communists. 

This  attempt  should  excite  the  alarm  and  indignation  of  every  Christian  citizen, 
and  call  forth  the  a^^tive,  earnest,  and  persistent  opposition  of  every  lover  of  the  fair 
fame  of  Massachusetts. 

It  must  be  met  defiantly  and  vigorously  at  once  by  private  aiul  public  appeal  to  the 
inteUigence,  honor,  and  conscience  of  Massachust^ts. 

The  State  ticket  nominated  by  the  Republican  party  stands  tbr  public  and  private 
honesty  and  national  good  faith. 

We  earnestly  invoke  your  active  aid  in  8<?curing  its  election,  and  thus  saving  the 
**old  conunon wealth  "  from  the  control  of  unscrupulous  and  self-seeking  demagogues. 

Per  order  of  the  Republican  State  Conunittee. 

ADIN  THAYER,  Chairman. 

George  G.  Crocker,  Secretary, 

.  Your  coiumittee  deem  this  system  of  ele<*tioneering  dangerous  ami 
vicious,  calculated  as  well  to  bring  the  Christian  religion  into  the  mire 
of  politics  as  to  arouse  sectarian  animosity  among  the  peoi)le. 

In  pursuing  another  duty  enjoined  by  the  senate  in  Rhode  Island  this 
subject  of  controlling  the  votes  of  emploj'^s  by  the  employers  through 
fear  of  loss  of  work  was  incidentally  examined. 

At  Westerly,  in  the  southwest  part  of  the  State,  there  are  two  cori>o- 
rations,  known  as  the  New  England  Granite  Company  and  the  Smith 
Granite  Company.  They  employed  in  1876  about  150  men  in  getting 
out  and  preparing  granite.  Direct  influence  wa.s  brought  to  bear  ui>on 
these  employes  about  a  week  before  the  Presidential  election  of  1870  by 
these  corporations  issuing  a  hand-bill  and  cireulating  it  where  the  men 
worked,  which  stated  that  the  election  of  Mr.  Tilden  would  be  a  great 
injury  to  their  business,  and  by  the  concluding  paragraph,  which  de- 
clared they  would  secure  their  own  mt^x^Ht  by  voting  against  Mr.  Tilden. 
The  circular  was  in  these  wonls : 

To  all  voters  employed  by  the  X  E,  Granite  Works  and  the  Smith  Granite  Co. : 

Having  become  fully  convinced  that  the  election  of  Samuel  J.  Tilden  and  a  Dem- 
ocratic Congress  on  the  7tli  of  November  will  ilo  a  great  injury  to  our  business,  and 
will  also  be  a  national  calamity,  we  do  most  earnestly  a<lvise  all  votei*s  in  our  emjdoy 
to  vote  the  Republican  ticket,  most  especially  for  a  Republican  member  of  Congrens. 
You  will  bj"  so  doing  secure  your  own  interest,  our  interest,  and  the  interest  of  your 

countrv. 

The  N.  E,  GRANITE  WORK8. 
The  SMITH  GRANITE  CO. 

The  plain  implication  from  the  language  here  used  is  that  the  injury 
to  the  business  of  the  corporation  would  result  in  loss  of  employment 
to  the  workmen,  and  it  undoubtedlj^  had  the  effect  to  intimidate  voters. 

It  was  shown  that  at  Hope  Village  in  the  Congressional  election  the 
Republicans  used  a  colored  ballot  of  a  very  distinctly  marked  color,  and 
that  the  Democratic  ballot  was  plain  white.  At  that  time  there  were 
a  number  of  Democrats  employed  in  the  works  who  attended  Demo- 
cratic meetings  and  desired  to  vote  that  ticket,  but  when  these  men 
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came  to  vote  on  election  day,  men  in  the  employ  of  the  Hope  Manufac- 
turing Company  stood  at  the  ballot-box  and  watched  the  ballots  all  day. 
Some  of  these  Democrats  went  home  without  voting,  and  others  declared 
that  they  Aid  not  dare  to  vote. 

At  Woonsocket  there  are  sev^en  or  eight  large  manufacturing  estab- 
lishmeots  usually  operating  as  corporations.  They  employ  many  work- 
meD,  a  majority  of  whom  are  of  foreign  birth,  and  among  the  employes 
are  many  whose  jwlitical  opinions  are  Democratic.  It  was  shown  that 
at  almost  every  election  for  years  these  men  voted  under  the  eye  of  their 
employers'  agents,  who  were  Eepublican,  and  in  very  many  cases  under 
circumstances  showing  intimidation  and  fear  of  loss  of  work. 

The  repreaentatives  of  tbo  manufacturers  of  Woonsocket  are  chiefly  Rei)ul)lican. 
Tbe  owners  are  not  residents  of  Woonsocket,  but  of  Providence  and  other  places ;  but 
their  a^j^ents  in  Woonsocket,  as  a  general  thing,  and  with  but  one  exception,  are 
Republicans.  On  the  day  of  election  they  are  very  active,  exceedingly  active,  in 
getting  in  the  voters  who  work  at  their  establishments.  They  are  sometimes  carried 
to  the  polls  in  their  own  private  carriages,  and  sometimes  in  carriages  hired  by  the 
party.  They  are  usually  met  at  the  entrance  to  the  hall  by  men  in  the  employ  of  those 
corporations,  who  will  present  the  voters,  as  they  are  marched  in,  with  ballots.  They 
are  followe«l,  in  many  cases,  from  the  entrance  to  the  hall  to  the  ballot-box,  and 
watched  until  the  ballot  is  seen  to  be  deposited  in  the  ballot-box,  so  that  there  may 
be  no  opportunity  for  them  to  change  their  ballots  and  take  others. 

One  witness  described  the  acts  which  he  thought  amounted  to  intiuii- 
datiou,  in  this  language : 

On  the  night  before  the  last  Congressional  election,  parties  who  we  know  arc  Dem- 
ocrats came  to  me  and  told  me  they  were  afraid  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  openly; 
that  they  wanted  me  to  get  them  some  baUots  so  that  they  could  vote  if  they  got  <lown ; 
that  their  overseers  were  watching  them ;  that  the  Republican  candidate,  Mr.  Ballon, 
was  a  heavy  stockholder  in  the  corporation,  and  they  expected  to  be  bulldozed,  as 
they  stated  it.  I  ha<l  letters  from  two  parties  requesting  me  to  leave  the  ballots,  so 
that  they  could  distribute  them  among  the  help  the  next  morning  before  seven  o'clock. 
We  thought  it  would  make  a  difference  to  us  of  thirty  or  forty  votes  if  those  men 
voted  our  ticket.  I  do  not  think  that  this  intimidation  is  carried  on  in  all  the  mills 
there;  there  is  some  difference  between  them  in  that  respect ;  I  think  that  in  the  Social 
Company's  mill  we  get  as  many  Democratic  a«  Republican  votes.  As  has  been  stated 
by  others,  there  is  a  man  there  named  Sampson  who  make  s  himself  very  officious  on 
election-day,  who  takes  care  of  the  voters  as  they  come  up.  From  the  Woonsocket 
Machine  Company,  at  the  last  Congressional  election,  they  had  their  overseer  posted 
about  two  feet  from  the  ballot-box,  and  he  was  handing  ballots  to  the  operatives  as  they 
came  up  to  vote.  His  name  is  Charles  A.  Chase.  I  remember  now  a  party  who  did 
work  for  the  Woonsocket  Machine  Company,  who  told  me,  shortly  after  the  election,, 
that  he  was  going  to  lose  his  position,  and  he  did  lose  it.  About  a  month  after  that 
they  discharged  him  because  he  would  not  peddle  Republican  ballots  in  the  shoi>. 

Another  witness  described  it  thus : 

I  have  known  men  employed  in  the  Woonsocket  machine  shop  to  be  marched  up,  in- 
the  hall,  in  squads  by  a  man  named  ChMe,  who  had  some  position  there — I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  that  of  engineer  or  %rliat  it  was — and  compelled  to  hold  their 
hands  up  with  the  ballots  in  them,  in  this  manner.  [The  witness  elevated  his  right 
hand  to  a  level  with  liis  head.]  They  walked  along  and  he  went  with  them,  watch- 
ing them  until,  as  each  man  dropped  the  ballot  in,  he  took  his  eye  off  the  men.  At 
the  last  Congressional  election  I  saw  him  march  up  two  squads  from  the  machine  shop.. 
I  know  one  man  up  there  who,  at  the  same  election,  informed  me  that  he  wanted  to  vote* 
the  Democratic  ticket,  but  was  obliged  to  vote  the  Republ ican  ticket, because  he  had  been 
given  to  understand  that  it  would  be  for  his  interest  to  do  so.  His  propertj'  was  mort- 
gaged, and  a  party  who  ran  on  the  Republican  ticket  controlled,  or  his  intimate  friend 
controlled,  the  mortgage  at  the  time.  The  man  was  afraid  to  vote  otherwise,  he  in- 
formed me.  lliev  have  come  to  me,  for  instance,  and  to  other  Democrats  in  «ny  hear- 
ing and  sight  and  said  **  We  want  a  ticket."  This  was  the  evening  before  the  election. 
And  they  gave  us  a  ticket  and  said  that  they  had  to  carry  it  or  they  would  lose  their 
job.  There  is  a  strong  feeling  in  their  minds  that  if  they  do  not  vote  the  ticket  that  is 
given  to  them  by  their  employers  they  are  liable  to  be  turned  off,  that  they  are  spotted, 
ami,  it  anybody  is  turned  oft',  it  will  be  them.  These  employes  who  are  Democrat's^ 
who  have  been  furnished  with  tickets  or  who  say,  "We  shall  be  furnished  with  a 
ticket  by  the  boss  of  the  inanufactiiring  company's  agents/'  come  to  our  headquarten^ 
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and  Miiy,  "  Wc  want  a  ticket  in  our  pockets  that  is  of  our  kind,  so  that  we  can  vote  i1 
if  we  change  it  for  the  other."  Well,  the  employers  have  found  that  they  were  beinj; 
cheated  hy  the  men ;  that  the  men,  in  spite  of  their  convincing  advice,  had  got  the 
tickets  that  they  wanted  to  vote  and  had  put  them  in.  That  accounts  for  their  com- 
pelling the  men  to  hold  their  hands  up.  Tliey  give  them  their  ticket  when  they  gel 
out  of  the  carnage  and  comx>el  them  to  hold  it  up  in  their  hands  as  they  mai*ch  along 
tlirough  the  crowd. 

It  wiis  shown  that  in  the  tenth  ward  of  Providence,  at  the  Presiden 
tial  election  of  1876,  the  time-keeper  employed  by  The  Corliss  Steam  En 
gine  Company  was  at  the  polls  with  his  book,  and  as  every  man  working 
for  his  establishment  would  cast  his  ballot  he  would  check  his  name  oi 
write  his  name  dow  n  uiK)n  the  book.  He  was  not  there  as  an  official  oi 
the  election.  He  would  watch  to  see  which  way  a  man  voted  and  then 
take  memoranda  in  his  book.  Employes  complained  of  this  and  said 
they  were  afraid  to  vote.  The  ward  was  largely  Democratic  and  thi$ 
action  produced  disturbance  on  the  part  of  citizens  who  sought  to  have 
the  time-keei)er  removed  because  the  emi^loyt^s  of  the  Corliss  Steam 
Engine  Company  were  afraid  if  they  voted  their  principles  they  would 
be  discharged  from  the  works,  and  he  was  finally  removed  from  the 
place.    This  comi^any  employed  several  hundred  men  at  that  time. 

Your  committee  was  instructed  "  to  inqiure  and  report  whether  it  k 
within  the  competency  of  Congress  to  provide  by  additional  legislation 
for  the  more  perfect  security  of  the  right  of  suffrage  to  citizens  of  the 
United  States  in  all  the  States  of  the  Union.''  They  have  performed 
that  duty,  and  while  they  find  that  improper  practices,  as  hereinbefore 
detailed,  exist  in  the  States  visited,  and  the  freedom  of  choice  by  voters 
in  those  States  has  been  interfered  with,  and  persons  practically  threat 
ened  with  dismissal  from  employment  if  they  voted  in  opx)osition  to  the 
wishes  of  their  employers,  yet  they  cannot  find  that  it  is  within  the 
competency  of  Congress  to  correct  this  wrong  by  additional  or  anj 
legislation,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  remedy  therefor  is  to  be  found 
with  the  law-making  power  of  the  State  in  which  the  wrong  is  i)eri>e 
trated.  Wrongs  upon  the  ballot  or  interference  \\ith  the  right  of  suf 
frage  or  with  the  modes  of  qualifications  of  the  voter  are  questions 
which  are  to  be  corrected  and  controlled  by  the  States,  and  not  by  the 
Federal  Government.  Suffrage  is  under  the  control  of  the  States,  and 
not  of  the  Federal  Government.  The  latter  has  no  voters  of  its  owe 
creation,  it  cannot  define  who  are  voters,  it  cannot  qualify  voters,  noi 
can  it  protect  voters  from  wrong  by  inflicting  punishment  upon  those 
who  (jompel  them  to  improx)erly  exercise  their  right  of  suffrage.  It  ma> 
punish  for  crimes  committed  in  regard  to  the  manner  of  voting,  but  an 
offense  against  the  right  itself  must  be  punished  under  State  law,  and  noi 
by  Federal  statute. 

The  "civilized  bulldozing"  which  we  find  to  have  existed  in  the  ancieni 
and  honored  commonwealths  of  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Island  is  an 
e\dl  which  the  people  of  those  States  must  themselves  correct,  and  youi 
committee  feel  that  in  bringing  the  facts  to  the  public  gaze  they*  will 
help  to  strengthen  a  sentiment  already  in  existence,  and  aid  in  crystalliz 
ing  it  into  such  statutory  enactments  of  those  States  as  will  correct  the 
evil  or  punish  its  repetition. 


Mr.  Blatr  submitted  the  following  as  the 

VIEWS   OF   THE    MINORITY: 

Tliemiuority  of  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to  Inquire  into  Alleged 
Frauds,  &c.,  in  the  llecent  Elections  report  as  follows  the  result  of  their 
investigation  in  Massachusetts  and  lihode  Island  as  to  the  alleged 
intimidation  of  voters  in  those  States. 

On  the  17th  day  of  December,  1878,  the  Senate  passed  the  following 
resolution : 

Btwlred,  That  a  select  conimittoe,  to  consist  of  nine  Senators,  be  appointed  by  tbe 
CTwir  to  in«iuirv  and  reiM)rt  to  the  Senate  whether  at  the  recent  elections  the  constitu- 
tional rights  of  American  citizens  were  violated  in  any  of  the  States  of  the  Union; 
whether  the  rij^ht  of  suffrage  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  class  of  such 
citizens,  was  denieti  or  abridged  by  the  action  of  the  election  officers  of  any  State  or 
of  the  United  States,  iu  refusing  to  receive  their  votes,  in  failing  to  count  them,  or  in 
receiving  and  counting  fraudulent  ballots  in  pursuance  of  a  conspiracy  to  make  the 
lawful  votes  of  such  citizens  of  none  eftect;  and  whether  such  citizens  were  pre- 
ventetl  from  exercising  the  elective  franchise,  or  forced  to  use  it  against  their  wishes, 
by  violence  or  threats,  or  hostile  demonstrations  of  armed  men  or  other  organizations, 
or  by  any  other  unlawful  means  or  practices.  The  committee  shall  also  inquire 
whether  any  citizen  of  any  State  has  been  dismissed  or  threatened  with  dismissal 
from  eniidoyiiient  or  deprivation  of  any  right  or  privilege  by  reason  of  his  vote  or 
intention  to  vote  at  the  recent  elections,  or  has  been  otherwise  interfered  with. 

And  to  inquire  whether,  in  the  year  1878,  money  was  raised,  by  assessment  or  other- 
wise, upon  Federal  office-holders  or  employes  for  election  puri)oses,  and  under  what 
eircnmstances  and  by  what  ini'uns ;  and,  if  so,  what  amount  was  so  raised  and  how 
the  same  was  expended  ;  and,  further,  whether  such  assessments  were  or  not  in  violation 
of  law. 

And  shall  inquire  into  the  action  and  conduct  of  United  States  supervisors  of  elec- 
tioasin  the  several  States;  and  as  to  the  number  of  marshals,  deputy  marshals,  and 
other*  employed  to  take  part  in  the  conduct  of  the  said  elections ;  in  what  State  or 
city  appointed;  the  amount  of  money  paid  or  promised  to  be  paid  to  them,  and  how 
or  by  whom,  and  under  what  law  authorized. 

Raolttd,  That  the  committee  be  further  iustnicted  to  inquire  and  report  whether  it 
i8  withiu  the  competency  of  Congress  to  provide  by  additional  legislation  for  the  more 
perfect  security  of  the  right  of  suffrage  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  iu  all  the  States 
of  the  Union. 

Bewlrffl,  That  in  prosecuting  these  inquiries  the  committee  shall  have  the  right,  by 
itself  or  by  any  subcommittee,  to  send  for  persons  anil  papers,  to  take  testimony,  to 
admiuiHter  oaths,  and  to  visit  any  portion  of  the  country  when  such  visit  may,  in  their 
judgment,  facilitate  the  object  of  the  inquiry. 

This  committee  wa«  created  by  reason  of  tlie  loud  and  general 
complaints  of  frauds,  intimidation,  and  heinous  crimes  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  in  certain  of  the  Southern  States  at  the  national  elec- 
tions in  autumn  of  1878,  whereby  a  fair  expression  of  the  will  of  the 
people  was  prevented  and  the  exercise  of  the  constitutional  rights  of 
American  citizens  in  the  elections  was  denied  or  abridged,  and  in  many 
cases  the  suflfrage  itself  totally  destroyed. 

In  pursuance  of  the  terms  of  the  above  resolution,  the  committee 
proceeded  to  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and  South  Carolina,  the  States 
which  common  fame  designated  as  the  proper  theaters  of  investigation ; 
and  after  taking  some  fourteen  hundred  printed  pages  of  testimony,  all 
relating  to  the  Congressional  elections  of  1878,  reported  to  the  Senate 
the  result  of  their  liibors^  at  the  same  session,  in  the  month  of  Fe\)ruaTy , 
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1S79.  It  is  unnecessary  ]iere  to  particularize  the  facts  and  conclusions 
^nil)0(lie(l  in  that  report,  inasmuch  as  they  are  before  the  Senate.  It  is 
sufficient  for  our  present  purpose  to  say  that  the  rei)ort  of  the  committee, 
wliich  is  overwhelmingly  sustained  by  the  testimony  accompanying  it^ 
constitutes  a  record  of  disgi-ace  and  crime  at  which  patriotism  must 
blush  so  long  as  we  pretend  to  be  a  free  people,  and  at  which  human 
nature  will  shudder  for  all  time.  A  remarkable  fact  was  developed  by 
the  investigations  in  the  above-mentioned  States,  to  wit,  that  those 
offenses  and  wrongs,  with  no  material  exceptions,  were  committed  in  the 
interest  of  the  Democratic  party  and  upon  the  rights  of  Republicans. 
They  seemed  to  constitute  a  continuation  of  the  recent  history  of  that 
section  of  the  country  in  w  hich  they  transpired ;  and  but  for  the  circum- 
stance that  the  public  ear  has  become  dull  and  the  public  conscience 
callous  to  the  calls  of  duty  by  reason  of  their  repetition,  something  would 
ere  now  have  been  done  about  it. 

As  it  was,  however,  the  report  of  the  committee  did  not  appear  to  be 
of  much  consequence.  It  would  probably  have  created  a  sensation  in 
any  respectable  despotic  country.  In  America,  however,  it  did  not 
seem  of  special  importance  that  republican  government  had  been 
destroyed  by  fraud  and  violence  in  so  far  as  the  choice  of  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  national  House  of  liepresentatives  was  concerned,  its 
political  complexion  thereby  changed,  and  the  policy  of  the  government 
greatly  modified,  if  not  wholly  reversed. 

At  the  called  session  in  March,  1879,  the  Senate  having  become 
Democratic,  the  committee  was  reconstituted,  and,  rather  than  from  any 
other  cause,  apparently  from  the  necessity  of  political  reprisal,  proceeded, 
diuing  the  sultry  season  to  make  patient  and  microscopic  examination  of 
the  workings  of  the  alleged  free  institutions  of  Massachusetts  and  Rhode 
Island,  both  of  which  States  were  complacently  cherishing  a  flattering 
belief  in  their  political  uprightness,  and  had  hitherto  been  generally 
supposed  to  be  the  homes  of  law-abiding,  prosperous,  and  happj'  popu- 
lations. 

It  is,  perhaps,  not  too  much  to  say  that  their  actual  condition  is  such 
that,  for  ordinary  inspection,  both  these  States  might  have  appeared  re- 
spectably well,  and  the  workings  of  republican  goverimient  therein  not 
whollv  un worthv  of  the  descendants  of  Roger  Williams  and  of  the  Puri- 
tans.  But,  without  claiming  any  of  the  merit  to  themselves,  the  minor- 
ity of  the  committee  deem  it  only  just  to  say  that  if  these  ancient  and 
hitherto  honored  commonwealths  have  suft'ered  severely  in  the  report  of 
the  majority,  and  consequently  in  the  estimation  of  mankind,  it  may  not 
be  because  they  are  really  so  much  worse  than  they  have  been  hitherto 
supposed  to  be  by  themselves  and  others,  but  rather  because  they  have 
been  subjected  to  the  criticism  of  a  political  conscience,  formed  on  the 
superior  ideals  which  prevail  in  States  with  which  the  majority  may  be 
more  familiar,  and  in  the  practices  of  a  political  party  which  seldom  is 
responsible  for  the  administration  of  free  institutions  in  either  of  the  in- 
culpated States.  If  they  have  failed  to  come  up  to  the  exalted  standard 
by  which  a  majority  almost  morbidly  acute  and  sensitive  in  its  require- 
ments has  tried  them,  it  is  not  wholly  a  matter  of  surprise,  nor  should 
their  future  be  considered  wholly  eclipsed  in  despair.  There  are  many 
kind  and  encouraging  words  in  the  report  of  the  majority  which  should 
stimulate  these  stricken  and  degenerate  States  in  the  great  work  of  gen- 
eral political  reformation.  Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  have  been 
found  guilty  of  the  novel  oftense  of  "civilized,"  and,  it  may  be,  in  some 
gross  cases,  although  the  committee  leniently  omit  to  charge  it,  even  of 
enlightened  "bull-dozing,"  and  of  indulging  in  a  "system  of  electioneer- 
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iDj;  dau^erous  and  \iciou8,  and  well  calculated  to  bring  tbe  Christian 
religion  into  the  niire  of  politics,"  the  committee  feel  that  in  bringing  the 
facts  to  public  gaze  they  will  help  to  strengthen  a  sentiment  already 
in  existence,  and  aid  in  crystalizing  it  into  such  statutory  enactments 
by  those  States  as  will  correct  the  evil  or  punish  its  repetion. 

^*  Kind  words  can  never  die,"  especially  those  of  the  great  and  good, 
ami  it  is  not  easy  to  estimate  how  profound  and  powerful  will  be  the  in- 
flueDce  of  these  wise  and  kindly  admonitions  in  the  dark  days  of  tear- 
ful stniggle  which  must  intervene  before  Massachusetts  and  Khode 
Island  emerge  fi-om  the  slough  into  which  they  have  fallen  and  attain 
to  tbe  high  standard  whereunto  to  they  must  attain  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  majority.  No  doubt  these  two  States  were  selected  because  of  their 
special  perversity.  The  minority  cheerfully  bear  testimony  that  in  their 
belief  the  fact  that  the  weather  was  ver>  hot  in  other  parts  of  the  Union, 
while  the  delights  of  the  sea  and  of  the  shore  were  ever  at  hand  in  the 
doomed  States,  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  their  selection.  It  was 
simply  because  they  deserved  exi^osure.  They  have  been  exposed.  The 
committee  has  found  the  facts  against  them,  and  there  is  a  comi)lete 
offset  to  the  political  crimes  which  have  so  often  been  demonstrated  to 
constitute  almost  the  luituVal  order  of  things  in  some  unfortunate  locali- 
ties in  other  States — now,  thank  heaven,  ni  our  belief,  passing  away — in 
the  proven  disgrace  and  sin  of  these  pretentious  sisters  in  despised 
New  England. 

The  minority  of  the  committee  does  not,  however,  join  with  the  ma- 
jority in  its  findings  as  to  the  matters  of  fact  proved  by  the  evidence 
before  the  committee.  On  the  contrary,  we  deny  that  one  single  alle- 
gation of  fraud,  misconduct,  "  civilized  "  or  uncivilized  ''  bulldozing," 
or  intimidation,  or  altemi)ted  intimidation,  or  political  misconduct  of 
any  kind  on  the  part  of  any  llei>ublican,  or  any  employer  or  manufact- 
urer, or  any  person  of  any  party,  either  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts 
or  Khode  Island,  was  proven  before  the  committee.  No  doubt  some 
abuses  may  exist,  since  these  States  are  in  this  world,  but  any  impartial 
person  will  say  that  the  committee  did  not  find  them.  The  conclusions 
of  tbe  majority  are  not  in  accordance  with  the  facts.  l!^ot  only  were 
none  of  these  charges  proved;  on  the  contrary,  so  utterly  were  they  ex- 
ploded by  the  intrinsic  weight  of  evidence  before  the  committee  that  no 
impartial  man  who  reads  the  iirintcd  evidence  can  contradict  this 
assertion. 

We  proiK)se  to  follow  the  various  findings  of  the  committee  specifi- 
cally. 

ft- 

MASSACnUSET  1  S. 

Certain  affidavits  which  originated  in  some  inscrutable  manner  and 
got  into  the  hands  of  the  committee  by  a  miracle  were  their  chart  of 
crimes  in  the  old  Bay  State.  The  campaign  preceding  the  State  and 
Congressional  election  in  November,  1878,  was  one  of  exceptional  ac- 
tivity and  bitterness.  Certain  financial  theories  were  in  issue  which 
aroused  all  classes  of  her  citizens  with  apprehension  for  the  industrial 
and  social  stability  as  well  as  the  prosperity  and  honor  of  the  common- 
wealth and  of  the  whole  country,  and  the  Democratic  party,  under  the 
leadership  of  a  gi'cat  man  beloved  by  many  for  eminent  services  to  his 
country  when  in  supreme  i)eril,  whose  dominating  abilities  re-enforced 
by  tbe  incendiary  appeals  and  cognate  doctrines  of  a  boisterous  and 
fanatic^il  agitator  from  the  far  West,  seemed  likely  to  sweep  the  State 
away  not  merely  from  its  ordinary  political  moorings,  but  far  out  upon 
the  stormy  waters  of  repudiation,  coniimwism^  and  ruin.    A  trifting 
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faction  of  the  Democracy  endeavored  to  oppose  the  irresistible  tenden- 
cies among  the  masses  of  the  party,  but,  while  the  spirit  was  willing, 
numerically  they  were  not  important. 

The  contest  became  practically  a  contest  between  the  Democratic 
l)arty,  led  by  General  Butler  and  what  he  voiced  and  represented  on  the 
one  iiand,  and  the  Republican  party  on  the  other.  The  result,  after  an 
extraordinary  campaign,  was  the  defeat  of  the  Democracy  and  a  tri- 
umph of  the  conservative  and  enlightened  forces  of  the  commonwealth, 
a  triumph  at  the  polls  as  necessary  in  the  estimation  of  a  majority  of 
the  people  of  Massachusetts  for  the  good  order  of  society  as  that  at 
Bunker  IJill  for  its  establishment  one  hundred  years  ago. 

This  apprehension  of  the  fundamental  nature  of  the  issues  involved 
alarmed  tlie  manufacturers  as  well  as  the  clergy,  educators,  and  others 
who  seldom  ])ay  much  attention  to  political  affairs,  thereby  incurring  a 
degree  of  criminal  responsibility  which  they  hardly  realize  and  for 
which  they  are  always  ultimately  i)unished  by  convulsions  from  which 
they  deservedly  suffer  the  more  severely  because  they  have  more  at  stake 
than  others.  Tliese  classes  are  apt  to  be  more  selfishly  absorbed  in 
their  personal  interests  than  even  the  despised  politicians,  to  say  noth- 
ing of  the  masses  of  their  countrymen  who  endeavor  to  discharge  their 
political  duties  as  well  as  to  avail  themselves  of  the  advantages  of  a 
just  administration  of  the  laws.  In  due  time  everybody  in  the  State 
was  aroused  to  a  pitch  of  zeal  and  activity  rare  anywhere,  and  which 
stirred  uj)  the  old  commonwealth  in  a  manner  most  delightful  and  re- 
freshing to  those  adjoining  communities  among  whom  the  struggles  of 
self-goveriunent  had  long  been  a  serious  matter. 

Under  these  circumstances  it  would  have  been  pardonable  if  there 
had  been  an  occasional  slip  on  the  part  of  a  proud  and  dignified  people 
who  had  hardly  felt  the  necessity  for  making  a  political  effort  for  twenty 
years,  but  we  aver  that  after  the  most  microscopic  examination  of  the 
whole  State,  and  most  strenuous  effort  of  the  majority  to  prove  a  mul- 
titude of  wrongs  on  the  part  of  Republicans,  there  has  not  been  a  single 
act  of  political  impropriety  established  by  evidence  which  could  be  the 
foundation  of  a  just  verdict  for  the  plaintiff  in  a  civil  suit  involving  the 
most  trivial  pecuniary  value.  The  efforts  of  the  committee  were  only 
directed  to  establish  some  act  of  political  omission  or  commission  on  the 
part  of  Republicans,  and  therefore  it  is  unnecessary  to  speculate  upon  the 
probable  result  of  an  investigation  impartially  directed  against  the  con- 
duct of  the  Democratic  managers  in  that  campaign.  The  majority  say 
that  ^'  the  specific  allegation  was  made  that  employers  of  labor  in  Massa- 
chusetts and  Rhode  Island  coerced  their  employes  to  vote  as  the  employ- 
ers wished,  and  that  deprivation  of  employment  was  the  penalty  of  refusal 
so  to  do.^  Thereupon  they  say  that  among  the  data  submitted  in  ])roof 
of  that  allegation  was  a  circular  (anonymous),  which  was  in  these  words : 

Dear  Sir:  Your  ca-op«*ration  with  the  Massachusetts  Repiihlicaii  State  Central 
Committee  is  most  earnestly  it^questeil.  It  is  in  your  power,  by  the  authority  you  can 
exercise  over  those  employed  by  you,  to  maintain  the  honor  of  Massachusetts,  and 
keep  it  out  of  the  hands  of  spoilers  and  poUtical  knaves  who  have  selected  General 
Butler  as  their  caudidate.  His  eh*ction  would  dis^ace  our  State  and  ruin  our  stand- 
ing at  home  and  abroad.  A  thorough  canvass  of  those  you  employ,  and  an  early  report 
to  the  secretary  of  the  Republican  .State  Central  Committee,  will  be  thankfuUy  received. 

Thereupon  the  committee  observe  that  it  was  proved  to  be  untrue  that 
this  was  issueil  by  autliority  of  the  Kepublican  organization,  and  that 
its  origin  could  not  be  traced,  &c.,  and  they  conclude  by  saying  that  "it 
seemeil  to  the  committee  to  l>e  a  trick  of  partisan  politics,' originating 
with  some  irresponsible  person  and  product  ire  of  no  erl  result  to  any 
workman  P 
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^Miy,  then,  the  committee  should  have  paraded  this  document  thus 
prominently  at  the  head  of  their  report  seems  really  unaccountable. 

In  our  opinion,  the  ichole  truth  is  irresistibly  shown  to  be  that  it  was 
a  trick  of  the  Democracy  to  create  the  impression  that  llepublicans 
were  resorting  to  unjust  and  infamous  means  to  carry  the  election,  and 
by  pretended  exposure  to  excite  the  indignation  of  fair-minded  people 
and  thereby  increase  the  Democratic  vote.  (See  testimony  of  George 
G.  Crocker,  ]>.  78  and  following,  of  the  evidence.) 

The  evidence  which  demonstrated  that  the  llepublicans  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  this  circular,  as  reported  by  the  majority,  also  proved  quite 
as  clearly  that  it  was  a  very  cheap  and  contemptible  trick  of  their  oppo- 
nents, and  the  minority  only  regret  that  the  majority  forgot  to  say  so  in 
their  report. 

Much  stress  was  laid  in  the  hearing  upon  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
iwlitieal  meeting  of  manufacturers  held  at  the  I'arker  House  in  the  city 
of  Boston  during  the  canvass  of  1878. 

It  seems  to  have  been  on  the  whole  a  most  respectable  and  patriotic 
gathering,  and  pro<luctive  of  much  good.  We  commend  the  evidence 
in  regai*d  to  it  to  the  earaest  perusal  of  business  men  and  prominent 
citizens  of  all  parties.  That  meeting  was  a  model  of  political  action,  and 
Adin  Thayer,  who  originated  the  meeting  and  thereby  raised  the  dead 
to  life  and  saved  the  State  of  Massachusetts  in  a  great  political  crisis, 
deserves  the  immortality  which  his  speech  on  that  occasion,  if  he  gets 
jostiee,  will  insure  to  him.    (See  his  testimony  in  full,  p.  92.) 

Indeed,  the  secret  admiration  of  the  majority  must  have  been  excited, 
for  they  fail  to  condemn,  although  they  chronicle  the  fact  that  there  was 
a  meeting  at  the  Parker  House.  "  But,"  they  say,  "  there  was  no  proof 
that  any  arrangement  was  then  made  to  coerce  employ^^s  or  exercise  any 
influence  upon  them.  Indeed,  it  was  expressly  denied  by  the  testimony." 
This  is  quite  incorrect,  for  the  evidence  expressly  shows  that  the  great 
object  of  the  meeting  was  to  exert  all  the  good  influence  possible  upon 
employe's  and  everybody  else  in  the  commonwealth,  and  the  success  of 
the  meeting  was  very  marked  and  its  influence  great  upon  the  result  of 
the  campaign.  It  is  the  duty  of  every  political  party  which  has  any 
faith  in  its  doctrines  to  hold  just  such  meetings,  and  the  more  of  them 
the  better  in  everj'  important  campaign.  The  minority  commends  them 
as  one  of  the  true  methods  of  preserving  the  republic. 

There  was  a  like  meeting  held  at  AVorcester,  which  was  a  decided  suc- 
cess and  greatly  to  the  credit  of  all  who  participated.  Its  deliberations 
appear  to  have  l>een  i>atriotic  and  honorable,  and  its  action  and  influence 
in  every  regard  commendable.  Many  falsehoods  were  circulated  by  thfeir 
opponents  as  to  the  character  and  objects  of  the  meeting,  for  the  piir- 
l)ose  of  exciting  the  prejudice  and  hostility  of  workmen,  whose  known 
independence  of  their  employers  in  all  the  Northern  States,  and  espe- 
ciaUy  in  Massachusetts,  makes  them  peculiarly  liable  to  be  influenced 
by  any  real  or  supposed  interference  with  their  rights,  and  some  of  these 
fekehoods  were  rehashed  before  the  committee  by  those  who  heard  them 
floating  among  the  i>opulace,  but  the  evidence  of  those  who  were  pres- 
ent, comprising  some  of  the  most  upright  men  of  this  whole  country, 
abundantly  prttVed  that  nothing  save  malice  could  torture  the  purpose 
or  the  action  of  these  men  into  anything  not  commendable  in  the  highest 
degree.  It  was  simply  the  discharge  of  a  first  duty  of  a  free  citizen,  and 
entirely  free  from  any  approach  to  intimidation  or  undue  influence  upon 
others. 

There  wiis  some  complaint  that  it  ^'dampened  the  ardor''  of  the  em- 
ployes, &c.,  but  the  weight  of  the  evidence  is  overwhelming  that  it  was 
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simply  the  cooling-off*  process  of  returning  reason  which  reduced  the 
Democratic  enthusiasm,  and  that  upon  sober  second  thought  the  intel- 
ligent workman  realized  the  unitj^  of  his  interests  with  those  of  the 
employer,  and  that  their  harmonious  action  was  indispensable  to  mutual 
prosperity.  Indeed,  the  committee,  while  quite  determined  apparently 
to  begin  here,  since  they  must  commence  somewhere,  and  condemn  this 
Worcester  meeting  of  a  few  gentlemen  who  saw  their  legitimate  busi- 
ness threatened  with  destruction  and  themselves  and  their  workmen 
likely  to  be  involved  in  a  common  ruin,  have  to  say  (or  invent  a  con- 
clusion which  all  the  evidence  contradicted)  that  "  there  was  no  case 
brought  to  the  notice  of  your  committee  in  which  a  conspiracy  or  un- 
lawful combination  to  coerce  voters  was  disclosed." 

It  would  be  unpardonable  to  waste  time  (unless  while  idling  away  a 
summer  vacation)  in  the  further  eifort  to  vindicate  the  character  of  this 
meeting.  We  only  refer  to  the  evidence  at  large  and  to  these  words  of 
Mr.  John  D.  Washburne,  the  moving  spirit  of  the  occasions  (^ee  p.  104): 

Q.  Was  it  not  tho  reflex  of  your  purpose  to  have  these  geutlenien  exercise  their 
influence  npou  their  emph>y68  f — A.  I  should  not  say  it  in  that  way.  It  was  for  them 
to  exercise  their  influence — excuse  me  for  saying  it  again — exactly  as  they  might  have 
influence  upon  people  who  were  or  were  not  employed  hy  them. 

Much  stress  is  placed  upon  a  free-lance  slip  caught  fl.ving  among  the 
fuss  and  feathers  of  the  campaign  from  the  Boston  Herald,  an  able 
paper,  whose  hand — apt  to  be  a  powerful  one — is  usually  against  all 
parties,  being,  in  fact,  as  one  of  the  witnesses  summoned  by  the  com- 
mittee described  it  in  his  testimony,  its  own  organ  (p.  115): 

Q.  Have  you  known  of  the  Boston  Herald  for  many  years  f — A.  I  have  known  of 
it;  have  frequently  read  it;  hut  have  not  heen  a  regular  subscriher  to  it. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  its  politics  to  ho? — A.  I  think  it  is  very  diflficult  for 
anybody  to  understand  what  its  jwlitics  are. 

Q.  And  then  it  is  rather  its  own  org.in  than  anything  else  f — A.  It  is  its  own  organ. 

Q.  Ratlier  than  a  party  organ  ? — A.  I  think  so  as  a  rule.. 

The  oflfensive  article  is  as  follows  (p.  114) : 

[Note. — The  newspaper  cutting  was  here  oft'ered  in  evidence  by  the  chairman.  It 
is  as  follows] : 

There  will  probably  be  a  good  deal  of  "bulldozing"  done  in  Massachusetts  this 
year  of  a  civilized  type.  The  laborei's  employed  by  General  Butler  in  his  various  en- 
terprises— mills,  quarries,  &c. — will  be  expected  to  vote  for  him  or  give  up  their  sit- 
uations. The  same  rule  will  hold  good  on  the  other  side.  There  will  be  no  shot-guns 
or  threats.  Everything  will  be  managed  with  decorum,  adorned  by  noble  sentiments. 
But  the  men  who  oppose  Butler  employ  three-fourths,  if  not  seven-eighths,  of  the 
labor  of  the  State.  They  honestly  believe  that  Butler's  election  would  injure  their 
property.  They  know  that  idle  hands  are  waiting  to  do  their  work.  It  is  not  to  be 
expecte<l  that  they  will  look  on  indiflerentlv  and  see  their  employ<^s  vote  for  a  de- 
structive like  Butler.  Human  nature  is  mucn  the  same  in  Massachusetts  and  Missis- 
sippi. Only  methods  are  different.  Brains,  capital,  and  enterprise  will  tell  in  any 
community.  It  is  very  improper,  of  course,  to  intimidate  voters,  but  there  is  a  way 
of  giving  advice  that  is  quite  convincing. 

This  anomalous  term,  "civilized  bulldozing,"  which  appears  to  be 
adopted  with  a  certain  degree  of  satisfaction  by  the  committee,  as  well 
as  the  other  expression,  "convincing  advice,"  is  utterly  without  signili- 
cance  in  view  of  the  fact  that  not  one  single  case  of  intimidation  by 
either  political  party  was  proved  before  the  committee. 

There  was  testimony  by  defeated  Democratic  manipulators  of  voters 
that  men  upon  whose  votes  they  had  relied  either  cast  them  some  other 
way  or  did  not  vote  at  all.  But  in  the  complete  absence  of  reasonable 
proof  of  the  use  of  any  unlawful  or  improper  means  to  influence  the  action 
of  the  voter,  we  submit  that  these  charges  are  evidence  of  the  perfect  free- 
dom of  choice  among  all  classes  rather  than  of  coercion  among  any ;  and 
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when  it  is  farther  considered  that  by  the  Herald's  authority,  relied  upon 
by  the  committee,  "  three- fourths,  if  not  seven-eighths,  of  the  labor  of 
tie  State  ^  was  employed  by  the  men  who  opposed  Butler,  and  that  not- 
withstanding in  a  State  Eepublican  by  75,000  majority  upon  a  square 
vote  between  the  great  parties  of  the  country,  the  Democratic  candi- 
date came  within  15,000  votes  of  an  election  upon  the  most  dangerous 
issues  ever  advocated  in  the  State,  we  submit  that  the  talk  of  "  bulldoz- 
ing "  and  *^  convincing  advice  ^  appears  to  be  unworthy  of  the  slightest 
attention.  These  are  empty  phrases,  unworthy  of  appropriation  in  any 
bat  the  cheap  literature  of  a  hot  political  campaign. 

The  case  of  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Corporation,  in  the  county 
of  Worcester,  was  cited  as  one  of  those  in  which  the  policy  of  "civilized 
bulldozing''  was  pursued;  and  the  committee  select  it  as  their  leading 
case,  illustrative  6f  the  general  depravity  of  the  manufacturers  of  the 
SUte. 

Manchaug  is  a  small  manufacturing  village  in  the  town  of  Sutton. 
The  corporation  own  the  mills  and  tenements,  there  being  no  occasion 
apparently  for  inhabitants  there  except  to  carry  on  the  industry  pros- 
ecuted by^  this  company,  by  which  both  they  and  the  company  have  be- 
come prosperous  and  happy.  The  owners  reside  out  of  the  State,  and 
appear  to  care  nothing  whatever  about  the  politics  of  their  employes. 
Even  Charles  Chase,  whose  testimony  is  quoted  below,  could  not  inform 
the  committee  of  the  politics  of  one  of  the  owners,  although  they  visited 
the  mills  several  times  a  month.  They  employ  about  one  hundred  and 
fifty  adult  males,  of  whom  about  one  hundred  are  voters,  and  perhaps 
two-thirds  of  the«e  are  Democrats.  Charles  H.  Chase  is  bookkeeper,  now 
aBepublican,  and  was  a  Democrat  before  the  war. 

Mr.  McArthur,  the  agent,  is  a  Republican.  The  overseers  are  equally 
divided  between  the  two  parties. 

It  is  alleged  that  an  effort  was  made  to  remove  one  Kennedy  (who  was 
not  in  the  employment  of  the  corporation)  from  one  of  its  tenements, 
for  poUtical  reasons ;  that  his  son,  who  was  employed,  was  notified  to 
quit  work,  and  did  so ;  that  the  corporation  refused  to  let  its  hall  for 
Uie  use  of  a  Butler  meeting ;  that  the  workmen  were  provided  with  Re- 
publican tickets  at  the  works,  hauled  in  wagons  to  the  polling-place 
(five  miles  fix)m  the  mills),  and  voted  under  the  direct  supervision  of 
McArthur,  Chase,  and  Knox,  and  sundry  other  "civilized  bulldozers^; 
and  80  on  to  some  length. 

The  conmiittee,  in  their  rejwrt,  do  not  state  the  fact  that  Chase,  Mc- 
Arthur, and  Knox  were  officers  of  the  town  as  well  as  employes  of  the 
corporation.  When  those  employes  constituted  most  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  town,  it  would  be  strange  if  some  of  them  were  not  leading  citi- 
zens and  public  officers  also. 

The  father,  Terrence  Kennedy,  and  his  son  Frank,  who  had  shortly 
before  testifying  escaped  prosecution  for  embezzlemeht  by  the  attorney- 
general  of  Connecticut,  where  he  was  then  residing,  because  the  alleged 
crimes  were  committed  in  another  jurisdiction  (see  testimony  of  Milton 
A.  Shumway,  p.  441),  the  objectionable  character  of  both  witnesses  being 
quite  apparent  from  the  testimony,  are  chiefly  relied  upon  by  the  com- 
mittee to  establish  the  grave  charges  of  the  report  against  a  large  array 
of  reputable  citizens,  several  of  them  being  Democrats  living  in  the  vil- 
lage, participating  in  the  campaign,  and  in  some  instances  themselves 
employ^  of  the  corporation.  That  the  names  of  the  Kennedys  do  not 
appear  in  the  report  of  the  committee  is  certainly  quite  judicious,  as  in 
the  light  of  the  other  evidence  and  of  the  not  limited  notoriety  of  these 
witnesses  in  at  least  two  of  the  New  England  StateSj  the  conclusions  of 
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the  committee,  founded  upon  their  statements,  would  be  subjected  to 
some  degree  of  derision,  in  spite  of  the  profound  respect  which  people 
ought  to  cherish  for  the  opinion  of  distinguished  members  of  this  body. 
The  evidence  rebutting  the  statements  of  these  irresponsible  witnesses 
is  voluminous,  irrefragible,  and  overwhelming.  It  should  be  quoted  in 
full,  but  this  is  impossible.  We  can  do  little  more  than  to  refer  to  the 
testimony  of  Charles  H.  Chase,  Robert  McArthur,  Benjamin  L.  Bach- 
ellor,  a  Democrat  and  clerk  of  the  town  of  Sutton,  where  the  Manchaug 
Mills  are  located ;  John  R.  Humes,  one  of  the  town  assessors,  also  a 
Democmt;  George  Hastings,  who  has  been  elected  to  the  three  offices 
of  treasurer,  collector,  and  constable  for  twenty-five  years  in  succession, 
a  Republican  in  politics,  but  chosen  by  the  suffrages  of  both  parties,  and 
one  year  elected  by  the  Democrats  in  opposition  to  the  Republican  can- 
didate ;  Wilder  S.  Holbrook,  a  country  merchant  and  chairman  of  the 
Democratic  committee  in  1878 ;  Frederick  B.  Smith,  one  of  the  select- 
men in  1877  and  1878;  Edgar  H.  Stevens,  for  six  years  an  employ^  of  the 
corporation,  and  who  with  many  of  his  fellow-workmen  voted  for  Gen- 
eral Butler,  and  some  others.  These  witnesses  prove,  together  with 
much  more  relevant  matter,  that  the  members  of  this  manufacturing 
company  all  live  in  Providence,  R.  I. ;  that  although  one  or  more  of  them 
visited  their  property  several  times  weekly-,  yet  they  were  never  known 
to  mention  the  subject  of  politics  to  their  employes,  and  even  the  book- 
keeper, Mr.  Chase,  did  not  know  the  political  sentiments  of  the  owners  ot 
the  mills ;  that  the  men  voted  either  an  open  or  sealed  ballot,  as  they  chose, 
the  law  making  full  provision  for  so  doing,  and  that  the  exercise  of  the 
privilege  \\  as  facilitated  in  the  amplest  manner,  and  that  there  was  no 
watching  or  hiterference  with  perfect  freedom  of  action  at  the  polls  by  any 
one ;  that,  the  mills  and  polls  being  some  five  miles  apart,  the  men  rcfde  in 
the  wagons  of  the  corporation,  all  parties  being  carried  indiscriminately; 
that  a  Republican  and  the  chairman  of  the  Democratic  committee  stood 
side  by  side  distributing  ballots  at  the  polls;  that  the  workmen  discuss 
politics  in  the  mill  with  entire  freedom;  that  half  the  overseers  are 
Democrats,  and  that  they  advocate  their  sentiments  freely  among  the 
hands,  as  do  the  Republicans;  that  nothing  was  ever  done  by  any  one 
connected  with  the  mills  to  interfere  with  or  prevent  any  political  meet- 
ing of  any  party;  that  in  no  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  was  any  man 
given  to  understand  that  he  must  vote  for  or  against  any  candidate  or 
party ;  that  although  the  corporation  was  short  of  tenements  for  the  ac- 
commodation of  its  workmen,  yet  they  had  allowed  one  of  their  best 
tenements,  which  would  accommodate  a  family  having  several  opera- 
tives in  it,  to  be  occupied  for  more  than  three  years  by  this  Terrence  Ken- 
nedy, although  he  did  not  work  for  them  himself,  and  had  only  one  child 
who  did;  that  he  was  requested  to  surrender  the  tenement  only  because 
the  corporation  seriously  needed  it.  and  that  he  had  relatives  in  the 
town,  and  there  was  no  difficulty  wnatever  in  his  finding  other  places 
temporarily  until  after  the  election;  that  he  had  been  talMng  of  moving 
for  a  year  until  the  corporation  found  that  he  was  not  likely  to  go  with- 
out pushing ;  that  he  called  on  Mr.  Chase  one  Sabbath  morning  to  discuss 
the  matter,  prolonging  his  stay  some  two  hours  or  more,  and  preventing 
Mr.  Chase  and  his  wife  from  attending  church  in  the  morning,  which 
they  were  anxious  to  do,  and  using  much  irritating,  insulting  and 
profane  language  himself,  but  there  doe«  not  appear  to  have  been  any 
such  reply  by  Mr.  Chase  as  Kennedy  swears  to,  although  it  is  to  be 
hoped  from  the  state  of  mind  indicated  by  the  evidence  that  both  ot 
them  attended  service  in  the  afternoon ;  that  Kennedy  did  remain  in 
the  house  until  after  election,  and  that  he  was  told  by  ^Ir.  Chase  that 
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he  could  remain  and  vote,  so  far  as  that  was  concerned;  that  many 
Democrats  lived  in  other  hoases  of  the  corporation,  but  that  no  one 
was  ever  dischsu:*ged  or  threatened  for  x)olitiGal  reasons;  that  not  the 
sli^test  ^^ pressure"  was  put  upon  the  hands  or  upon  any  one  in  the 
mills  to  maike  them  vote  one  way  or  another;  that  Kennedy's  son  left 
some  three  or  four  months  before  the  election,  and  from  no  cause  con- 
nected with  it.  In  regard  to  the  use  of  their  private  hall  being  denied 
to  the  Democrats  for  the  purpose  of  holding  a  Butler  meeting,  it  was 
proved  that  the  Democrats  well  knew  they  could  have  the  hall  by  re- 
qoASting  it  of  the  agent,  through  the  regular  officers  of  the  Democratic 
party,  but  that  they  puposely  sent  a  personal  enemy  to  Mr.  McArthur, 
the  agent,  so  that  as  the  Butler  Democratic  witness,  Edgar  H.  Stevens, 
s^d,  ^'  it  would  be  reftised."  The  party  said,  "This  will  be  a  good  point 
for  us  to  make;  that  is,  we  will  ask  for  the  hall,  and  we  will  get  refused, 
of  course.^    "  They  knew  they  would  be  refused  at  the  time." 

Qaestion.  It  was  done  as  a  matter  of  policy  to  make  a  little  capital  ? — Answer.  Yes, 
sir. 

The  meeting  was  held  in  a  public  hall  over  a  barn,  \^  here  meetings  had 
been  held  for  a  number  of  years — in  the  only  public  hall  in  the  place. 
It  was  further  proved  that  Robert  McArthur,  the  agent,  was  himself  a 
very  moderate  partisan,  generally  voting  for  the  best  men  without  re- 
gard to  party  in  local  aftairs,  never  discussing  politics  with  the  em- 
ployes, nor  giving  them  the  least  instruction  as  to  "  politics  of  the  State  '^ 
or  the  part  they  should  take;  that  he  took  no  special  interest  that  year; 
that  he  gave  no  instructions  to  any  one,  and  there  was  no  concert  be- 
tween him  and  the  bookkeeper,  Chase,  or  any  one,  as  to  what  they  should 
do  in  the  election.  Mr.  McArthur  gives  this  account  of  his  refusal  to 
let  Mr.  Waters  have  the  use  of  the  company's  hall: 

Mr.  Waters  is  a  man  who  is  very  obnoxious  to  me,  *  *  that  was  the  principal 
reason  why  we  refiised  the  hall.  Some  time  after  that  a  pazty  waited  upon  me  and 
stated  that  they  would  like  to  have  the  hall  to  hold  a  Democratic  meeting  in  it.  I 
told  them  they  could  have  it,  without  telling  me  who  wa8  to  be  one  of  their  speakers. 
Hiey  wanted  to  know  what  the  expense  would  be.  I  told  them  that  there  would  be  no 
expense ;  that  if  the  people  of  our  village  wished  to  hear  them  speak,  I  would  light 
the  haU,  heat  it^  and  give  them  the  free  use  of  it. 

Hie  committee  "  must  say '^  that  the  proof  showed  about  the  same  state 
of  facts  which  existed  in  Manchaug  to  have  been  true  of  the  Slater 
Manufacturing  Company,  located  in  Webster,  Worcester  County,  but 
cite  no  evidence. 

It  is  sufficient  to  say,  under  these  circumstances,  that  there  is  no  evi- 
dence, comparatively,  to  sustain  the  finding  of  the  committee,  while  from 
workmen  and  employers.  Democrats  and  Republicans,  Protestants  and 
Catholics,  the  charges  made  against  this  company  were  completely  dis- 
proved. 

The  Douglas  Axe  Factory  is  next  assailed,  and  it  is  charged  that  the 
agents  of  the  company  stood  at  the  door  of  the  election-house,  watched 
every  one  of  the  employes  who  came  in,  passed  him  the  EepubUcan 
ticket^  and  told  him  it  would  be  to  his  interest  to  vote  that  ticket. 

It  is  not  very  apparent  how  it  could  do  any  harm  to  watch  for  a  good 
opportunity  to  tell  the  truth  to  any  man,  whether  he  worked  for  the 
Douglas  Axe  Company  or  not  5  but  if  it  is  me^nt  that  any  one  connected 
with  that  company  ^*  watched '^  the  workmen  in  an  illegal  or  improper 
way,  or  intimidated  any  one  or  attempted  to,  then  the  reliable  and  su- 
X>erabandaDt  teetimony  before  the  committee  is  completely  ignored. 

It  was  also  charged  that  the  Boston  Elastic  Fabric  Company  employed 
a  large  number  of  hands,  most  of  them  Democrats,  but,  under  the  orders 
of  their  employer,  Mr.  McBirneyfwho^  fortunately  for  the  false  witnesses 
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who  sought  to  defame  his  memoir,  died  a  short  time  before  they  testi- 
fied), were  nearly  all  required  to  vote  the  Bepablican  ticket  in  1878,  smd 
one  man  said  he  did  not  and  was  soon  discharged.  He  admitted,  how- 
ever, that  he  worked  two  months  after  election ;  that  great  faalt  was 
foand  with  his  work,  and  that  his  overseer  said  he  ^^  had  no  brains." 

Qnefdion.  That  mafie  toq  angrr,  did  it  not  ? — Answer.  It  did ;  it  made  me  so  that 
I  left  him. 

This  ^fr.  McBimey  was  president  of  the  company,  and  appears  to  have 
been  a  very  honorable  and  benevolent  gentleman,  no  partisan  at  all,  and 
reallv  solicitons  of  the  welfare  of  his  workmen  and  their  families.  We 
therefore,  as  an  act  of  simple  justice  to  his  good  name,  transcribe  the 
testimony  of  Thomas  K.  Snllivan  in  full,  the  man  who  is  said  to  have 
carried  the  threats  of  Mr.  McBimey  to  his  emplov^s  (p.  438,  direct,  in 
full): 

Tuo>Lv.s  SuLUVAX  swom  and  examint-d. 

By  Mr.  BuuB : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  f — Answer.  At  Chelsea. 

Q.  How  lon^  have  you  lived  there  f — A.  Ten  years. 

Q.  For  whom  have  you  been  working  ? — A,  For  the  Boston  Elastic  Fabric  Company. 

Q.  What  is  yonr  position  in  their  employ  ? — ^A.  Making  tubing^  springs,  and  so 
forth. 

Q.  Have  you  charge  of  any  of  the  help  ? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  them  ? — A.  Somewhere  alM>ut  nine  years. 

Q,  Who  was  Mr.  McBimey  f — ^A.  He  was  the  president  of  the  company. 

Q.  Is  he  living  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  A\n^en  did  he  die  ? — A.  About  six  weeks  ago,  I  understand. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  to  the  help  in  the  employ  of  this  Elastic  Company  in 
regard  to  their  voting  last  fall,  or  give  them  any  word  as  coming  from  Mr.  McBirney  f 
—A.  I  did. 

Q.  Go  on  and  state  all  that  you  said  to  them. — ^A.  He  told  me  that  he  never  took 
act,  part,  or  hand  in  politics  before  ;  that  he  was  an  old  man ;  that  he  ha<l  some  300 
or  400  families  to  support  from  the  factory,  and  that  they  were  doing  very  well  now ; 
that  if  the  help  respected  him,  they  would  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot ;  and  ne  said,  '*  I  want 
you  to  understand  there  will  be  no  man  discharged  from  here,  no  matter  how  yon 
Yote.^    I  told  the  help  so,  some  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  them  as  to  his  desire  that  they  should  vote  for  Talbot,  bnt  that  if 
they  did  not  vote  for  him  no  man  would  be  discharged  f — ^A.  Yes.  I  didn't  tell  all  the 
men,  but  I  told  a  great  many  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  them  all  of  that  which  Mr.  McBimey  said  to  you  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  a  part  and  leave  out  the  part  that  no  one  would  be  discharged  ? — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  are  your  political  sentiments  ? — A.  Democratic. 

Q.  Was  there  a  Democratic  organization  among  the  help  of  Mr.  McBimcy's  estalv 
lishment  ? — A.  A  great  many  of  the  men  are  Democrats. 

Q.  Do  any  of  them  belong  to  any  Democratic  club  ? — A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  Did  any  of  them  vote  for  Butler  f — A.  There  was  and  is  now  a  Butler  club  there. 
Men  belonging  to  the  Butler  club  are  working  in  the  mill  now  and  have  been  all  the 
time  since  it  began. 

Q.  Were  any  men  discharged  from  the  mill  on  account  of  their  voting  f — ^A.  No, 
sir ;  not  a  man. 

Q.  Was  there  any  feeling  that  any  of  them  would  be  discharged  if  they  voted  as 
they  pleased  ? — A.  Not  a  bit ;  none  whatever. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  the  men  in  the  employ  of  this  Boston  Elastic  Company 
voted  just  as  freely  as  the  men  who  were  not  in  any  employ  ? — ^A.  Just  the  same.  1 
know  that  I  did.    I  voted  for  Mr.  Abbott. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Repeat,  if  you  can,  what  Mr.  McBimey  told  you  to  say  to  the  men. — A.  Retold 
me  to  say  to  the  men  that  it  would  be  his  wishes  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  company 
to  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot,  but  that  they  could  vote  as  they  pleased,  and  there  would  )>c 
no  man  discharged  from  the  works,  no  matter  how  they  voted. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  300  or  400  fa^iilies  ?— A.  He  said  there  were  300  or  400 
families  that  got  their  support  from  the  mill. 

Q.  And  that  they  were  cluing  well  then  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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<^.  He  tol«l  you  to  tell  tliem  that  f — A.  O,  no  ;  he  dldo't  tell  me  to  tell  them  that. 

(J.  He  did  not  tell  you  to  tell  them  that  there  were  some  300  or  400  families  who  got 
rbcir  support  from  the  mill,  but  he  told  you  to  tell  them  that  it  would  be  for  the  ben- 
etit  of  the  company  and  that  the  company  was  doing  well  then  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  it 
would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  company  and  that  the  company  was  doing  well  then. 

Q.  Did  he  not  say  that  the  election  of  Butler  would  be  very  injurious  to  their  in- 
terests ? — A.  He  did. 

Q.  And  might  affect  these  400  families  ? — A.  Something  like  that. 

Q.  That  it  might  turn  them  out  of  house  and  home,  if  business  turned  the  other 
way  f — A.  Something  to  that  effect,  I  suppose. 

Q.  And  on  that  account  he  wanted  you  to  communicate  the  fact  to  them  that  it  was 
his  desire  they  should  vote  for  Talbot  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  his  wishes,  that  they 
should  vote  for  Talbot. 

Q.  Diiln't  the  men  ol>ey  his  wishes  in  that  respect  ? — A.  I  conldn't  tell  you,  for  I 
don't  know  how  they  did  vote.  1  only  know  that  they  all  voted  freely,  just  as  they 
liked. 

]ilacli  ado  has  been  made  in  regard  to  a  droll  case,  of  the  attempted 
uatnralizatioQ  of  a  native  by  the  clerk  of  one  of  the  courts  (not  by  the 
eonrt  itself)  witliin  about  two  rods  of  Plymouth  Rock,  the  circumstance 
about  the  Rock  being  for  some  reason  deemed  quite  important  by  the 
committee.  A  question  arose  before  the  selectmen  as  to  whether  the 
native-born  son  of  an  alien  could  register  and  vote  without  naturaliza- 
tion by  the  courts.  Two  lawyers,  one  of  them,  Hon.  Charles  G.  Davis, 
a  leading  Democrat,  and  the  other,  Mr.  Lord,  a  Republican,  said  "  no,^ 
Accordingly,  a  certain  young  man  named  Morrison  got  the  clerk  of 
court  to  fix  him  up  into  a  proper  American  citizen,  and  to  give  him  a 
good  nice  title-deed  to  citizenship,  a  fiill  copy  of  which  oddity  the  com- 
mittee has  enrolled  at  length  in  its  report.  But  the  small  boys  on  the 
street  knew  better  than  all  this,  and  stirred  things  up  so  lively  that  the 
two  lawyers,  the  board  of  selectmen  (one  of  them  a  good  Democrat),  the 
clerk  of  court,  and  others  were  finally,  after  a  deal  of  fuss,  in  some  way 
enlightened,  and,  seasonably,  before  election,  reversed  their  ruling,  gave 
notice  thereof,  and  put  on  all  the  names  which  had  been  rejected,  and  we 
believe  General  Butler  got  the  vote  of  every  one  of  them. 

The  committee  have  been  moved  to  great  sorrow  over  this  case.  It 
had  seemed  to  the  minority  rather  ludicrous  than  otherwise,  but  know- 
ing the  tears  which  it  has  cost  the  committee,  and  that  their  grief  can- 
not properly  be  assuaged  until  the  use  of  documentary  literature  for  the 
ensuing  campaign  is  over,  out  of  profound  respect  for  our  colleagues,  we 
commend  this  whole  subject  to  the  serious  contemplation  of  a  great  peo- 
ple jealous  of  their  liberties. 

The  truth  is  that  we  are,  as  a  committee,  easily  aroused  by  all  irregu- 
larities touching  naturalization  papers,  and  inclined  to  think  this  to 
be  a  Know-nothing  trick.  There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  reasonable 
excuse  for  a  board  of  selectmen,  the  majority  of  which  was  Republican, 
and  who  might  have  got  good  law  on  tlEiis  subject  from  any  intelligent 
school-marm  in  the  town,  being  even  temporarily  misled  by  a  Demo- 
cratic lawyer.  Still,  we  do  not  see  why  this  event  should  be  thus  per- 
l)etuated,  along  with  the  Landing  of  the  Pilgrims  and  other  things  of 
historic  importance. 

Again,  Adin  Thayer  issued  a  circular  asking  the  ministers  to  send 
him  the  names  of  the  male  members  of  their  churches,  so  that  he  might 
forward  useful  documents  to  them  at  once,  and  so  aid  in  saving  the 
honor  of  the  commonwealth.  The  worst  feature  of  this  business  was, 
however,  not  that  Mr.  Thayer  failed  to  call  for  the  names  of  the  female 
church  members,  which,  if  they  could  have  voted,  would  have  been  to 
some  puri)08e,  but  that  even  as  it  was  '*  there  were  a  large  number  of 
responses  and  documents  sent  to  the  names  and  addresses  furnished.'^  The 
indignation  of  the  majority  of  the  committee  is  natural  and  excusable, 
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ffff  thf-Tf  ^^^m-*  to  Ivf^  a  ff^rtairity  that  fi^^pl^  wbo  read  the  Bible  and 
worship  (jffffl  liiVi.  if  th^y  ;r^t  .srim-d  np  miK-b.  always  vote  the  Republi- 
can tir:k*-t. 

Mr.  Tliayer  aL^o  sent  a  drenlar  direct  to  ^  ChiKian  citizens,''  and  the 
cr>Tninittee  quote  it  entire  with  !?tnHi<r  dlsapprohadon.  It  most  have 
lieen  very  <liiina;^njr  to  tlie  Democratic  po^rty.  a.*  any  one  can  see  by 
rearling  it.  Whatever  U  calculated  to  aroose  *-Cliristian  citizens'' 
fthonld  be  carefiilly  sappres.^^*^  and  wiH  be  if  the  maionty  can  have 
their  way.  ClersryTnen  and  Christianii  have  ^nerally  done  great  harm 
to  the  Democratic  partv.  and  no  doaR  they  were  the  head  and  front  of 
that  ^civilizerl  bulldozing"  which  has  aroused  the  ingenuous  and  patri- 
otic indignation  of  the  committee. 

RHr.DE  ISLAND. 

In  this  State,  as  in  Massacliu^etts,  therv  wa-s  oulv  the  most  shadowy 
and  unreliable  evidence  of  intimidation,  and  in  every  instance  where  it 
was  alleges!  with  any  tangibility  it  was  thoroughly  contradicted  by  the 
tjest  men  of  all  parties. 

As  though  in  apology  for  their  utter  failure,  the  committee,  in  com- 
mencing their  report  ujM>n  this  subject  in  Rhode  Island,  say  that^  "  *» 
pursuing  another  duty^  this  subject  of  controlling  the  votes  of  employes 
by  emx)loyers,  through  fear  of  loss  of  work,  was  incidentitUy  examined.'* 

On  the  other  hand,  a  perusal  of  the  volume  of  exidence  accompany- 
ing the  rei>oit  will  show  that  this  subject  was  quite  as  fiilly  investigated 
by  the  committee  as  any  other.  As  in  Massachusetts,  the  local  man- 
agers of  the  Democratic  party  evinced  no  lack  of  zeal  to  besmirch  the 
character  of  their  i)eople^  provided  that  the  responsibility  could  be  at- 
tributed to  the  Eepubbcan  party;  and  when  a  committee  of  the  Senate, 
armed  with  national  process  and  led  by  the  greiit  cai>acity  and  enthu- 
siasm which  have  stimulated  this  investigation  on  the  part  of  the  ma- 
jority, has  been  over  the  ground,  not  to  have  been  proved  guilty  is 
ample  vindication. 

The  first  case  rei)orte<l  by  the  committee  was  the  last  in  the  order  of 
evidence.  In  the  town  of  Westerly  are  located  two  granite  companies, 
employing  al>out  150  men.  The  committee  say  that  direct  influence  was 
l>rouglit  to  bear  upon  these  employes  about  a  week  before  the  Presi- 
dential election  of  1876,  by  these  corporations  issuing  a  handbill  and  cir- 
culating it  where  the  men  worked,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy: 

TO   ALL   VOTEKS 

Employed  by  the 

N.  E.  GRAMTE  WORKS,  AND  THE  SMITH  GRANITE  CO. 

Having  lieroiiic  fully  convinced  that  the  election  of  Samnel  J.  Tllden  and  a  Demo- 
cratic CongrosM,  on  the  7th  of  November,  will  do  a  great  iigury  to  onr  hnsinens,  and 
will  alno  be  a  National  Calamity,  we  do  most  earnestly  advise  all  VOTERS  IN  OUR 
EMI*LOY  to  vote  the  Republican  Ticket,  most  especially  for  a  Republican  Member  of 
ConKrcHM.  Von  will  by  so  doing  secure  your  own  interest,  our  interest,  and  the  inter- 
est of  vour  (Hunitrv. 

The  N.  E.  GRANITE  WORKS. 

The  SMITH  GRANITE  CO. 

Waiving  all  question  as  to  the  natural  comparison  between  this  in- 
Htruinent  and  a  double-barreled  shot-gun  as  an  intimidator,  it  is  the  fact 
that  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evidence  before  the  committee  to  show 
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that  the  circular  was  genuine  or  that  its  existence  ever  came  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  company,  either  before  or  after  it  was  issued. 

Georgre  R.  Coy,  the  only  witness  who  testified  in  regard  to  it,  said  he 
was  aa  active  Democrat ;  that  the  principal  man  in  the  works  lived  in 
Hartford,  CoDn. ;  that  the  workmen  said  they  found  these  circulars  on 
tlieir  benches  and  stones ;  that  some  of  them  were  brought  to  him  to  use 
at  a  Democratic  political  meeting  which  they  had  there,  and  that  they 
iwed  them  at  the  meeting;  that  he  did  not  know  that  any  Democrat,  in 
conseqaence  of  the  influence  of  the  circulars,  failed  to  vote  the  Demo- 
cratic ticket ;  that  quite  a  number  who  generally  voted  the  Democratic 
ticket  did  not  come  at  all,  but  that  they  might  have  revised  their  politics 
that  year. 

Upon  the  evidence  as  it  stands  the  minority  believe  that,  as  in  case 
of  the  admitted  trick  by  the  Democratic  witness  in  Manchaug,  to  apply 
for  the  use  of  the  hall  through  a  personal  enemy  of  the  agent  in  order 
to  secure  a  refusal  that  might  be  trumpeted  over  the  State  to  excite 
prejudice  and  create  political  capital,  so  in  this  instance  these  circulars 
were  a  Democratic  invention,  to  be  used  for  the  same  purpose  at  the 
Democratic  meeting  testified  about  by  the  witness. 

The  chief  characteristic  of  the  whole  thing  seems  to  be  a  lack  of  im- 
portance. 

Mount  Hope  Village  is  in  the  town  of  Scituate.  The  Hope  Manu- 
fkcturiug  Company  is  there,  and  many  of  the  citizens  of  the  town  work 
for  the  company.  The  company  needs  tlieni  as  much  as  they  need  the 
company. 

The  committee  find  as  the  fact  that,  the  Republicans  used  a  colored 
ballot  at  the  Congressional  election  of  187G  to  distinguish  it,  while  the 
Democrats  used  a  white  one,  and  there  they  stop,  as  though,  white  being 
the  emblem  of  innocence  and  the  biidge  of  a  Democrat  that  year,  their 
conduct  was  necessarily  j)ure.  But  the  witness — a  genuine  Democrat 
himself,  and  the  only  one  in  the  case  on  either  side,  and  therefore  as 
good  authority  for  what  the  committee  do  not  mention  as  for  what  they 
do — says  that  they  distinguished  their  ballot  by  the  figure  of  an  eagle  so 
heavily  printed  as  to  show  through  the  paper,  so  that  it  could  be  seen 
even  when  the  ballot  was  folded  up.  Thus  l)oth  parties  seem  to  have 
provided  a  method  of  distinguishing  their  ballots  from  one  another;  but 
the  majority  found  only  one-half  of  this  globule  of  fact. 

On  election-day  certain  men,  probably  town  officers  or  party  appoint- 
ees, whose  duty  it  was  to  do  so,  and  who,  like  many  other  citizens  of  the 
town,  worked  for  this  company,  stood  at  the  ballot-box  and  watched  that 
ballot-box  all  day.  This  willing  witness  couldn't  make  anything  stronger 
of  it^  nor  that  it  produced  any  effect,  more  than  it  should  have  done  in 
wearing  a  reasonable  scrutiny  of  the  proceedings  and  an  honest  vote. 
He  said  that,  "  One  or  two  I  know  who  told  me  that  they  did  not  dare 
to  vote";  but  he  couldn't  give  a  single  name,  although  he  said  that  at 
one  time  he  knew  the  name  of  every  man  on  the  voting  list ;  nor  could 
he  give  any  further  information  upon  the  subject  at  all. 

In  Woonsocket  there  are  several  large  manufacturing  establishments, 
^"one  of  the  owners  reside  there.  Some  of  the  agents  and  overseers  are 
Bepabhcans  and  some  are  Democrats.  Some  of  the  workmen  are  Dem- 
ocrats and  some  are  Eepublicans.  They  are  all  mixed  up  there.  Some 
of  the  witnesses,  very  ac^tive  Democratic  local  managers,  summoned  by 
the  committee  on  behalf  of  the  Democracy,  testified  that  men  voted  un- 
^er  the  eye  of  their  employers'  agents ;  that  the  owners  themselves  live 
elsewhere;  that  their  agents  are  generally  liepublicans,  &c.    Nothing 
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definite  in  the  way  of  coercion  of  the  ballot  was  stated  which  was  not 
proved  to  be  utterly  false. 

One  Riley,  a  lawyer  and  a  defeated  Democratic  candidate,  the  leading 
witness,  made  the  statement  first  cited  by  the  committee.  Later  in  his 
testimony  he  said  that  Charles  Nonrse,  John  A.  Bennett,  Isaac  M.  Bull, 
Mr.  Cole,  George  Grant,  A.  J.  Rathbum,  and  Mr.  Cornell  were  the  "  super- 
intendents or  men  in  control  of  the  industrial  affairs  of  Woonsocket" 
whom  he  had  seen  engaged  in  this  business  of  escorting  or  intimidating 
voters,  as  he  expressed  it  (p.  147).  On  the  same  page  he  completely 
exonerates  Mr.  Cornell,  except  as  to  a  hearsay  statement  that  he  dis- 
charged one  Michael  Norton  for  voting  the  Democratic  ticket.  After 
revising  and  elucidating  his  testimony  through  several  pages  of  cross- 
examination,  he  comes  to  the  point  thus  (see  p.  152): 

Q.  To  cut  this  shorty  I  ask  you  was  there  a  single  instauce  in  which  Mr.  Nourse,  to 
your  knowledge,  made  use  of  anything  like  a  threat,  or  resorted  to  anything  like  hrih- 
er>',  to  influence  the  vote  of  a  single  human  heing  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  whatever  wherein  Mr.  Bennett  di<l  a  like  act  f — A, 
No  si  r. 

Q.  Or  Mr.  Cole  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  Mr.  Grant  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  Mr.  Rathhuni  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  Mr.  Coniell,  except  in  this  one  instance  you  speak  of,  where  a  man  said  he 
was  discharged  for  voting  as  he  wanted  to  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Tliis  witness  had  no  knowledge  of  but  one  case  where  a  man  had  been 
discharged  from  employment  on  account  of  his  vote — Michael  Norton. 
Several  witnesses  showed  that  politics  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
it ;  that  he  was  discharged  in  the  month  of  June,  five  months  before  the 
election  in  November ;  and  he  himself  only  claimed  that  it  was  because 
the  superintendent  had  been  a  candidate  for  some  oflSce  at  the  local 
spring  election  previous,  and  that  during  the  colloquy  which  preceded 
his  discharge  he  told  the  superintendent  to  *'  go  to  hell,"  whereupon  the 
superintendent  told  him  to  "  clear  out." 

Mr.  Hawks,  the  overseer  of  the  carding-room,  testified  as  follows  (p. 
260): 

Jamks  L.  Hawks  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Question.  Do  you  reside  in  Woonsocket  ? — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  With  what  manufacturing  company  are  you  connected  t — A.  The  Woonsocket 
Company. 

Q.  What  is  your  position  T — A.  I  am  overseer  of  carding-room. 

Q.  Do  you  know  one  Michael  Norton  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  worked  for  me. 

Q.  That  is,  he  worked  under  you  in  the  mill  f  —A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  since  ? — A.  I  discharged  him  on  the  30th  of  June  last. 

Q.  For  what  cause  was  he  discharged  ? — A.  I  discharged  him  heoause  l>e  refused  to 
teach  a  man  to  tend  a  lapper.  I  requested  him  to  teach  the  man  ;  he  replied  that  he 
would  not,  and  I  told  him  if  that  was  the  case  he  might  consider  himself  discharged. 

Q.  Was  there  anj'  political  reason  in  his  case  for  his  discharge  t — A.  None  at  all. 

James  Pettiplace,  who  had  charge  of  the  weaving  department,  testi- 
fied that  Norton  gave  him  the  following  account  of  the  circumstances  of 
his  discharge  (p.  262) : 

Question.  Do  you  reside  in  Woonsocket  T — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  manufacturing  ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  way  f — A.  I  am  in 
the  weaving  department  of  the  Woonsocket  Company. 

Q.  Have  you  charge  of  that  department? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Michael  Norton? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Did  he  work  for  or  under  you  ? — A.  He  did  not  work  for  me  ;  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  him. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  as  to  the  cause  of  his  discharge  ? — A.  I 
had. 
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Q.  What  did  he  say  was  the  reason  of  his  discharge  ? — A.  I  was  sitting  in  niv  yard — 
I  think  it  was  the  Saturday  night  after  his  being  discharged — and  he  came  along ;  it 
iras  something  nncommon  for  him  to  come  along,  bnt  he  did  so.  He  began  and  went 
on  to  tell  me  in  regard  to  his  leaving.  He  said  to  me  at  first,  *' What  would  you  do 
in  that  case  T  "  I  asked,  "  What  case  T'*  He  said,  "  I  had  a  wrench  yonder  which  be- 
longed to  me,  and  the  overseer  of  the  carding-room  accused  me  of  taking  it.''  I  asked 
bim,  **  What  was  the  matter  between  you  and  Mr.  Hawks  f ''  He  replied,  *^  Mr.  Hawks 
bjLd  a  Frenchman  up  in  the  carding-room  to  learn  how  to  work  a  lapper.  He  asked 
me  if  I  would  teach  tne  Frenchman  to  work  the  lapper,  and  I  said  no ;  I  would  see  him 
in  hell  first,  with  the  damned  lapper.  Mr.  Hawks  told  me  he  did  not  want  me,  and  I 
picked  up  my  things  and  left.'' 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  jwlitics  had  anything  to  do  with  it  f — A.  Not  in  any  shape  or 

Q.  Have  you  known  of  any  intimidation  of  voters  in  Woonsocket  at  or  since  the 
Pi«&idential  election  of  1876  T — ^A.  I  have  not.  I  have  not  been  advised  much  in  regard 
to  voting,  for  I  have  always  voted  the  one  way.  It  would  not  make  much  difference 
tome  whether  they  were  voting  Democratic  or  Republican.  I  should  vote  my  prin- 
ciples, let  the  consequences  come  as  they  wonld. 

Q.  The  point  of  my  question  was  whether  you  hatl  heard  of  employes  being  influenced 
by  employers  through  intimidation,  threats,  or  coercion  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any- 
ttung  of  the  kind. 

There  was  also  a  statement  that  one  Lawrence  Berth  was  discharged 
for  political  reasons.  Like  every  other  charge  in  this  wide  waste  of  lies, 
this  one  was  exx>osed  as  follows: 

Thomas  F.  O'Reilley  sworn  and  examined. 

Question.  Where  were  you  born  and  what  is  your  age? — Answer.  Ireland;  thirty- 
live  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  this  countrj? — A.  Since  I  was  nine  or  ten  years  old. 

Q.  How  long  have  yon  been  in  Rhode  Island  ? — A.  I  have  been  in  Rhode  Island,  off 
andou,  at  different  times;  I  came  here  first,  I  think,  in  1855. 

Q.  You  have  resided  in  Woonsocket  for  how  longi — A.  For  the  last  five  years. 

Q.  For  whom  do  you  labor? — A.  I  am  overseer  of  the  weaving  for  the  Lippitt  Com- 
pany. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Lawrence  Berth  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  employed  under  you  in  the  mill  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

(j.  Is  he  there  now  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  State  when  he  left  you. — ^A.  He  left  me  on  the  9th  day  of  June  of  the  present 
year. 

Q.  State  all  the  circnmstancas  of  his  leaving. — A.  He  came  to  me  and  asked  to  go 
off  for  one  day  as  he  wanted  to  come  to  Proviclence.  I  believe  his  purpose  was  to  at- 
tend some  convention.  I  think  it  was  the  Ancient  Order  of  Hibernians'  convention. 
He  came  to  me  to  get  off  at  Monday  noon  in  order  that  he  might  come  away  on  Tues- 
day. I  understood  afterwards  that  he  came  back  on  Tuesday.  He  did  not  come  in 
the  mill  Tuesday,  Wednesday,  or  Thursday,  and  I  think  it  was  on  Friday  night  that 
1  saw  him  with  a  few  others.  He  was  coming  along  the  street  and  told  me  he  wanted 
to  see  me  a  moment.  He  approached  and  informed  me  that  on  Wednesday  he  had 
bought  out  a  liquor  saloon;  he  said^he  knew  it  would  be  all  right  with  him;  that  I 
▼omd not  find  fault;  that  ne  had  got  out  of  the  mill  now:  that  ne  was  going  out  of 
the  bosiness  and  had  wanted  to  for  some  time.  He  said  he  wanted  to  settle  up.  I 
told  him  I  did  not  believe  the  company  would  settle  before  he  would  leave  a  settle- 
ment with  them.    That  was  aU  there  was  of  it. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  else  ? — A.  Nothing  else. 

Q.  Had  politics  anvthing  to  do  with  his  leaving? — A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known,  at  or  since  the  Presidential  election  of  1876,  the  proprie- 
tonof  that  mill  or  its  superintendents  or  officers,  or  anybody  in  their  employ,  to  intim- 
idate or  buUdoze  or  coerce  the  voters,  whether  Republican  or  Democratic  f — A.  I  have 
never  known  of  it. 

Q.  Are  yon  a  voter? — A.  I  am  not. 

^.  Do  you  hire  and  discharge  the  men  employed  as  Mr.  Berth  was? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  lie  had  been  discharged  you  would  have  known  of  it,  would  you? — A.  If  he 
had  been  discharged  I  would  have  been  the  one  who  had  done  it. 

Q.  He  left  then  of  his  own  accord,  without  your  knowledge? — A.  He  left  of  his  own 
iccord,  without  my  knowledge,  and  was  gone  three  or  four  days. 

^'  Did  he  keep  a  liquor  shop  afterwards  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

It  was  also  charged  that  Mr.  Chase  marched  three  or  four  men  to  the 
polls  with  their  hands  high  in  the  ah)  holding  their  tickets.    Every  ow^ 
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of  the  men  named,  and  several  others,  swore  to  the  utter  falsity  of  the 
statement,  yet  the  committee  rei>ort  it  as  a  fact  all  the  same ;  or,  rather, 
leave  the  impression  that  it  is  true  by  quoting  favorably  the  testimony 
of  a  single  witness  and  ignonng  the  crushing  demonstration  to  the  con- 
trary. 

It  was  clearly  proved  that  when  tickets  were  distributed  at  the  mills 
they  were  the  tickets  of  both  parties,  and  that  every  man  selected  and 
voted  just  as  he  pleased. 

It  was  proved  that  in  many  cases  the  operatives  rode  to  the  polls  in 
the  wagons  of  the  companies,  and  that  accommodations  were  furnished 
impartially  to  Democrats  and  Eepublicans. 

It  was  proved  that  there  was  no  coercion  or  intimidation  of  Democrats 
by  employers  or  by  any  one  else,  nor  were  any  means  used  by  Republi- 
cans, nor,  so  far  as  shown,  by  Democrats,  not  proper  and  creditable  to 
both  parties,  relating  to  fi^eedom  of  action  by  the  voter. 

The  evidence  fix)m  the  most  respectable  and  reliable  citizens  of  both 
parties  to  sustain  these  facts  is  very  voluminous  and  decisive,  and,  as  it 
oannot  be  cited  in  this  rei>ort  at  length,  we  refer  to  it  for  the  satisfaction 
of  every  impartial  mind. 

The  last  "fact^ — from  our  standpoint  it  is  a  fiction — ^found  by  the 
committee  is  that  the  time-keeper  of  the  Corliss  Steam  Fire  Engine 
Company,  in  Providence,  was  at  the  polls  in  1870,  with  his  book,  and 
would  watch  the  men  of  the  establishment  and  check  their  names  as 
they  voted,  and  make  memoranda,  and  in  consequence  men  were  in- 
timidated, and  he  was  finally  removed  from  his  position  near  the  polls. 

George  W.  Kenedy  was  time-keei^er  and  clerk  in  the  office  of  the 
Corliss  Steam  £ngine  Company ;  but  the  company  managers  appear  to 
have  always  been  indifterent  in  i)olitical  aflfairs,  at  least  so  far  that  they 
employed  as  many  Democrats  as  Republicans,  and  that  neither  were 
ever  interfered  with.  Indeed,  IMr.  Corliss  seldom  voted  at  all.  The 
ward  was  very  strongly  Democratic.  Mr.  Kenedy  held  the  office  ol 
clerk  of  the  Eeinibliean  ward  committee.  The  Kepublican  primaries 
were  frequently  overrun  and  controlled  by  the  Democrats,  and  Mr. 
Kenedy  was  ordered  by  the  Republican  committee  to  observe  the  ballot- 
ing and  check  each  man  on  his  list,  so  that  they  might  have  a  record  by 
which  to  detect  Democrats  when  they  again  undertook  to  control  the 
Republican  caucuses,  by  pretending  that  they  voted  the  Republican 
ticket  at  the  polls.  The  object  was  to  obtain  an  enrollment  of  the  ward 
and  not  merely  of  the  employes  of  the  Corliss  Company,  and  the  whole 
thing  was  disconnected  from  the  managers  and  sui>eriutendents  of  the 
works. 

Philip  B.  Stiness,  a  real-estate  broker  who  knew  nearly  every  one  in 
the  ward,  thus  states  the  case  (p.  216) : 

Q.  Yon  say  you  know  what  he  wa«  there  for  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  ho  thei*e  for? — A.  Previous  to  tliat  time  we  had  been  overslaughed  in 
that  ward  by  Democratic  voters  (and  it  was  so  in  the  other  wards),  and  while  I  was 
a  member  of  the  city  conmiittee  a  proposition  was  made  to  have  an  enrollment  ol 
those  only  who  were  Republicans.  The  reason  for  this  was  that  we  had  had  from  100 
to  150  Democratic  votes  ttaist  into  our  caucuses  in  that  ward,  and  had  been  entirely 
prevented  ft'om  nominating  Republicans  on  some  occasions.  This  was  carrieil  so  fai 
that  on  one  occasion  a  hundred  Democratic  votes  were  oftered  me  to  carry  a  point  ii 
I  would  take  them  (which  I  did  not),  and  I  mention  that  to  show  that  I  know  this 
fact.  We  voted  to  have  this  enrollment  of  the  Republicans  made,  and  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  making  the  enrolhnent  that  Mr.  Kennedy  was  keeping  the  list,  as  I  under- 
stood it  that  morning,  at  the  request  of  the  Republican  city  committee,  he  having 
been  clerk  of  the  district  and  knowing  the  voters  better  than  any  one  else  in  the  ward 
except  myself. 

Q.  There  had  been  such  an  order  in  the  ward  committee  ? — A.  In  the  general  com- 
mittee of  the  ward  to  make  the  enrollment. 

Q.  The  RejmhUcan  committee  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Naturally  there  was  some  disturbance  in  this  Democratic  ward  when  the 
majority  found  out  the  purpose  of  Mr.  Kennedy,  and  they  were  so  de- 
monstrative in  their  disapprobation  of  this  attempt  to  secure  purity  in 
the  primaries  and  an  honest  ballot  that  after  ten  o'clock  Mr.  Kennedy 
d^st^,  not,  however,  until  his  commendable  work  was  substantially 
completed. 

We  have  thus  briefly  touched  ui>on  all  the  allegations  of  fact  found 
by  the  majority  from  the  great  mass  of  testimony  taken  by  the  commit- 
tee. Without  occupying  far  more  space  and  time  than  we  are  at  liberty 
to  appropriate,  it  is  impossible  to  properly  analyze  the  testimony  and 
exhibit  the  utter  failure  of  this  partisan  attempt  to  defame  the  people 
of  two  of  the  most  renowned  of  American  commonwealths.  If  the  suf- 
frage is  free  and  pure  anywhere  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  it  is  free  and 
pure  in  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Island.  Religious  toleration  arose  in 
the  one  and  American  liberty  was  born  in  the  other.  In  both  the  inde- 
pendent virtues  of  the  sires  8ur\ive  in  their  sons,  and  whoever  attempts 
to  institute  a  parallel  between  them  and  the  terrible  condition  which 
has  well  nigh  exterminated  republican  government  in  some  less  fortu- 
nate portions  of  our  common  country — from  which  condition  the  eternal 
principles  of  liberty  and  justice,  as  they  exist  and  are  practiced  in  Mas- 
sachusetts and  Rhode  Island  alone  can  rescue  them — commits  an  act  of 
fatile  hostility  to  the  cause  of  good  government  throughout  the  land. 

The  whole  country  is  interested  in  preserving  unsullied  the  reputation 
of  onr  institutions  evei'^where.  We  have  no  right  to  proclaim  to  the 
world  the  failure  of  our  form  of  government  in  any  State  unless  com- 
pelled by  the  truth.  It  will  not  do  for  the  son  to  defame  his  mother  and 
expect  to  avoid  the  execration  of  mankind,  even  when  there  is  truth  in 
his  charges  of  dishonor.  What,  then,  shall  we  say  of  those  who  by 
fiilsifieatioii  assail  the  sacred  renown  either  of  the  mother  who  bore 
them  or  of  the  State  whose  just  laws,  uprightly  administered,,  and  whose 
mstitutions,  impregnably  fortressed  in  the  hearts  of  a  proud,  free,  and 
nrtuous  yeomanry,  have,  by  their  impartial  protection  of  the  ingrate  as 
well  as  of  the  most  illustrious  citizen,  enabled  them  to  defame  her  with 
impunity,  without  whose  cherishing  love  they  would  have  never  been 
wared  in  a  liberty  which  they  do  not  deserve,  and  whose  protection 
these  lying  outcasts  shonld  no  longer  enjoy. 

That  the  false  affidavits  which  led  to  this  investigation  were  before 
the  committee  was  not  its  fault,  nor  does  any  one  seem  to  know  their 
paternity,  or  how  they  reached  their  destination.  The  work,  both  of 
the  majority  and  minority,  has  been  patiently  and  thoroughly  done. 
Contrary  as  have  been  their  conclusions,  it  only  remains  for  us  to  com- 
mend to  all  who  may  feel  an  interest  in  this  investigation  an  impartial 
eiamination  of  the  evidence  by  which  those  conclusions,  respectively, 
mast  stand  or  fall. 

The  minority  has  no  mud  to  fling  at  either  party  in  the  States  of  Mas- 
sachusetts and  Rhode  Island.  In  regard  to  purity  and  freedom  of  elec- 
tions, as  in  other  respects,  they  are  models  deserving  the  imitation  ot 
other  States. 

Republicans  or  Democrats  who  are  too  pure  or  too  timid  to  live  in  either 
would  do  well  to  seek  some  better  world  than  this  prior  to  any  election 
they  are  likely  to  see  in  this  generation.  Doubtless  we  shall  all  grow 
wiser  and  better  as  time  wears  away,  but  the  people  of  these  States  are 
as  likely  to  have  all  the  latest  improvements  and  reforms  in  the  working 
of  the  republican  form  of  government  as  any  in  the  land.  We  believe 
there  is  as  fair  a  chance  for  a  man  to  be  good  and  do  his  political  duty 
and  enjoy  his  political  rights  there  as  anywhere  else  on  the  earth. 
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CONCLUSION. 

Finding,  as  we  do,  no  evidence  whatever  of  intimidation  at  elections 
either  in  Massachusetts  or  Bhode  Island,  we  concur  with  the  committee, 
although  for  an  opposite  reason,  that  there  is  no  call  for  national  legis- 
lation upon  that  subject  so  far  as  those  States  are  concerned.  But  we 
cannot  admit  the  impotent  doctrine  of  the  committee,  that  if  their  con- 
clusions of  fact  were  true,  to  wit,  that  improper  practices  exist  in  the 
States  Aisited,  so  far  as  the  election  of  national  officers  is  concerned, 
"and  the  freedom  of  choice  by  voters  has  been  interfered  with,  and  per- 
sons practically  threatened  with  dismissal  from  employment  if  they  voted 
in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of  their  employers,''  that  it  is  not  *'  within 
the  competency  of  Congress  to  correct  this  wrong  by  additional  or  any 
legislation,''  provided  the  State  fails  to  remedy  so  profound  an  evil. 

Sufirage  is  not  under  the  final  control  of  the  States,  so  far  as  national 
elections  are  concerned.  A  duty  is  devolved  by  the  Constitution  upon 
the  States  which,  by  adopting  the  Constitution,  they  have  agreed  to  per- 
form. If  they  fail  to  i>erfomi  that  duty  they  do  not  destroy  the  Constitu- 
tion, but  simply  violate  their  duty  and  compel  the  interference  of  Con- 
gress to  preserve  the  government  by  establishing  and  enforcing  the  neces- 
sary laws. 

Government  and  sovereignty  are  convertible  terms.  In  a  republican 
form  of  government  the  vote  is  sovereignty.  Without  a  voter  thexe  can 
be  no  vote.  If  the  national  government  has  no  voter  it  is  not  a  sov- 
ereignty. It  is  subordinate  to  that  jwwer  which  controls  the  ballot*  If 
State  action,  or  the  want  of  it,  is  supreme,  then  the  right  to  vote  at  a 
national  election  does  not  exist  at  all  and  the  doctrine  of  national  sov- 
ereignty is  a  myth. 

If  the  doctrine  is  tme  that  even  if  an  e\il  is  found  which  destroys  the 
right  of  suffrage  Congress  ciinnot  legislate  to  remove  it,  why  then  has 
this  investigation  thus  impudently  l^n  prosecuted  by  the  committee ! 
Was  the  purpose  of  the  majority  only  to  do  a  littie  advisory  missionary 
work  among  the  watering  places  during  hot  weather  ! 

It  cannot  be.  The  nation  has  jurisdiction  of  its  own  life.  In  every 
vital  emergency  it  always  will  instinctively  assert  and  assume  it  Ko 
power  exists  which  can  prevent  the  assertion  and  ultimate  vindication 
of  that  jurisdiction.  The  suffrage  is  national  life.  The  elections  are  its 
pulsations,  and  all  the  blood  of  this  great  people  will  be  expended,  if 
need  be,  to  make  and  preserve  them  pure  and  fi^. 

HENRY  M.  TELLER. 
S.  J.  KIRKWOOD. 
GEORGE  F.  HOAR. 
HENRY  W.  BLAIR. 
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TESTIMONY. 

Boston,  August  13, 1879. 
HsNBT  L.  Hallett  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Qnestion.  Are  yon  the  chief  supervisor  of  elections  for  the  district  of 
llassachnsetts  ! — Answer.  I  am. 

Q.  When  were  yon  appointed? — A.  On  March  23,  1872,  by  Judge 
Shepley,  of  the  circuit  court. 

Q.  Did  you  act  as  such  at  the  Congressional  election  of  1878  f — A.  I 


Q.  Had  you  the  control  of  the  appointment  of  the  supervisors  of  elec- 
tions in  the  dififerent  wards  and  divisions  of  the  district  ? — A.  The  law 
vests  the  appointment  in  the  judge  of  the  circuit  court. 

Q.  Were  the  appointees  recommended  by  you  ! — A.  They  were  recom- 
mended by  me. 

Q.  Was  the  control  of  the  election  of  November,  1878,  under  your 
direction  generally  ! — A.  In  compliance  with  the  regulations  of  the  law 
I  acted  as  chief  supervisor. 

Q.  Have  you  prepared  for  presentation  to  the  committee  certain  pa- 
pers which  you  were  notified  to  produce  ? — A.  Ot  the  two  papers  which 
I  was  asked  to  produce — a  list  of  the  supervisors  appointed  at  the  election 
of  November,  1878,  and  the  election  returns  made  by  them — I  have  now 
bere  only  the  list  of  supervisors ;  having  been  unable  in  the  limited  time 
afforded  me  since  being  called  upon  by  the  committee  to  prepare  the 
other  paper. 

IThe  list  of  supervisors  was  here  submitted  and  is  as  follows  :] 

i«<o/  superrisors  of  election  appointed  for  the  different  voting  precincts  in  the  city  of  Bob* 
totif  for  the  election  held  on  the  day  of  Nocemberf  A.  D.  1878. 

Ward  1. — Bepuhlican  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Richard  C.  O'Kief,  Paris  near  Brook  street. 
Precinct  2.  Charles  E.  Stone,  60  Princeton  street. 
Precinct  3.  John  P.  McPherson,  51  Monmouth  street. 
Precinct  4.  Clarenden  W.  Gray,  101  Brook  street. 
Precinct  5.  Geo.  H.  RymiUe,  598  Bennington  street. 

Ward  1. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Thomas  F.  McCarty,  54  Brooks  street. 
Precinct  2.  Anthony  V.  Glynn,  11  Monmonth  street. 
Precinct  3.  William  J.  Synett,  192  Brooks  street. 
Precinct  4.  Isaiah  Whiton,5  Prescott  street, 
^inct  5.  Francis  McCauley,  318  Bremen  street. 
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WAkd  2. — BepuhJican  superrisors. 

Precinct  1.  Frank  H.  Freeman,  136  Webster  street. 
Precinct  2.  Irwin  Clarke,  127  Decatnr  street. 
Precinct  3.  Daniel  Cowing,  104  Meridian  street. 
Precinct  4.  Alfonso  French,  65  Meridian  street. 

Ward  2. — Democratic  super  risers. 

Precinct  1.  John  H.  Dnanne,  37  Cottage  street. 
Precinct  2.  Daniel  T.  MeCallnm,  334  Sumner  street. 
Precinct  3.  Christopher  F.  Sweeney,  57  Havre  street. 
Precinct  4.  James  £.  Fitzgerald,  100  Dacatur  street. 

Ward  3. — BepuhUcan  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Roswell  T.  Baker,  54  Green  street. 
Precinct  2.  Nathaniel  D.  Toppan,  40  Elm  street. 
Precinct  3.  Franklin  C.  Place,  12  Everett  street. 
Precinct  4.  Walter  S.  Bremer,  152  Chelsea  street. 

Ward  3. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  James  Devine,  30  Banker  Hill  street. 
Precinct  2.  John  Lannigan,  5  Decatar  street. 
Precinct  3.  M.  H.  McCafferty,  40  Cottage  street. 
Precinct  4.  John  F.  Crouin,  18  Corey  street. 

Ward  4. — Republican  suprevisors. 

Precinct  1.  Joseph  H.  Gleason,  105  Bedford  street. 
Precinct  2.  Geo.  H.  Pendergast,  34  Mead  street. 
Precinct  .3.  Charles  Gabriel,  76  Pearl  street. 
Precinct  4.  Geo.  £.  Rogers,  21  Sever  street. 

Ward  4. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Geo.  Alexander  Easter,  362  Bunker  Hill  street. 
Precinct  2.  Samnel  Watson,  462  Medford  street. 
Precinct  3.  Edward  Conniban,  1  Temple  street. 
Precinct  4.  Gdorge  Fiauigan,  4S2  Main  street. 

Ward  5. — Bepnhlican  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Taylor  P.  Thompson,  52  Soley  street. 
Precinct  2.  Hiram  Cutt«,  40  Sullivan  street. 
Precinct  3.  Chas.  A.  Gould,  60  Austin  street. 
Precinct  4.  Joseph  Dickson,  61  Cha2)man  street. 

Ward  5. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  John  R.  Muri)hy,  25  Monument  street. 
Precinct  2.  Denis  G.  Quick,  95  Henley  street. 
Precinct  3.  Thomas  A.  Sullivan,  44  Timon  street. 
Precinct  4.  John  A.  Finuigan,  70  Richmond  street. 

Ward  6.— BepuhUcan  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Timothy  G.  Daly,  12  Hull  street. 
Precinct  2.  Charles  J.  McHugh,  6  Vernon  Place. 
Precinct  3.  William  N.  Starrett,  10  Prince  street. 
Precinct  4.  Frederick  E.  Stroh,  421  Hanover  street. 

Ward  6. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  William  Lloj  d,  140  Salem  street. 
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Precinct  2.  Frank  J.  McFarland,  7  Charter  street. 
Precinct  3.  John  F.  McCarthy,  12  Tileston  street. 
Preeiact  4.  James  Hoy,  2  Land's  Coart  off  North  street. 

Ward  7. — Repuhliean  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Francis  W.  Patridj?e,  116  Salem  street. 
Precinct  2.  Wm.  J.  Welch,  72  North  Mar^n  street. 
Precinct  3.  Frank  F.  Chapiu,  13  Cambridge  street. 
Precinct  4.  William  K.  Spring,  25  Cambridge  street. 

Ward  7. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Jeremiah  Crowley,  2  Thatcher  street. 
Precinct  2.  Patrick  McGahey,  3  Lafayette  avenne. 
Precinct  3.  Mich.iel  J.  Dunn,  86  Hanover  street. 
Precinct  4.  John  Patterson,  17  Crescent  street. 

Ward  8. — Republican  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Otis  F.  Ham,  6 Melrose  Place. 
Precinct  2.  George  S.  Pike,  2  Anbarn  street. 
Precinct  3.  Frank  Baxter,  6  Spring  street. 
Precinct  4.  Luther  L.  Jenkins,  119  Leverett  street. 

Ward  8. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Edward  J.  Holland,  70  Kingston  street. 
Precinct  2.  William  J.  Roach,  100  Brighton  street. 
Precinct  3.  Michael  A.  Finnegan,  1  Elder  Place. 
Precinct  4.  Nathaniel  6.  Robinson,  21  Minot  street. 

• 

Ward  9. — Republican  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  T.  R.  Appleton,  223  West  Canton  street. 
Precinct  2.  Frank  Fuller,  85  Myrtle  street. 
Precinct  3.  James  J.  Sullivan,  5  Garden  Street  Court. 
Precinct  4.  William  H.  Richardson,  103  Revere  street. 

Ward  9. — Democratic  supertfisors. 

Precinct  1.  Andrew  J.  Washbnrne,  88  Myrtle  street. 
Precinct  2.  J.  J.  A.  Gilrain,  2  Ash  Place. 
Precinct  3.  John  A.  Fynee,  13  Fruit  street. 
Prednct  4.  Jae.  J.  Maguire,  15  Fruit  street. 

Ward  10. — Republican  8upervisor$, 

Predoct  1.  Edward  W.  Fox,  4  Bowe  Place. 

Pneioct  2.  T.  Frank  Reed,  66  Devonshire  street,  2  Park  street. 

Preeinet  3.  BeDJamin  W.  Parker,  87  Kingston  street. 

Pneinet  4.  Joseph  A.  Plommer,  Cypress  street. 

Ward  10. — Democratio  supervisors. 

Pteeinet  1.  W.  E.  Nowlan,  53  Hancock  street. 
Preeioet  2.  William  Bishop,  1  Emmett  Place. 
Precinet  3w  Thomas  J.  Callahan,  20  Columbia  street. 
P^Qct  4.  J.  J.  Donahue,  30  Harrison  avenue. 

Ward  11. — Rt^blioan  supervieore. 

Pndnct  I.  William  R.  Richards,  2  Marlboro'  street. 
Prscinct  2.  Moses  W.  Richardson,  Hotel  Brunswick. 
PreeiDct  3.  Geo.  E.  Black,  81  Church  street. 
PreciDct  4.  William  H.  Ware,  4  Ferdinand  street. 
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PreciDct  5.  Ivory  G.  Cartis,  408  Colombiu  aveDoe. 

Ward  11. — Democratic  superrUorB, 

PrectDct  1.  James  E.  Leach,  5  St.  James  aveaae. 
Precinct  2.  Timothy  D.  Sweeney,  10  Piedmont  street. 
Precinct  3.  James  F.  (VBrien,  42  Carver  street. 
Precinct  4.  Daniel  J.  O'Brien,  33  Carver  street. 
Precinct  5.  Michael  V.  Purcell,  15  Piedmont  street. 

Ward  12. — BepuhUcaH  iuperriaori. 

Precinct  1.  George  W.  Roafe,  20  Common  street. 
Precinct  2.  Michael  H.  Enright,  4  Corve  street. 
Precinct  3.  Edward  A.  Millard,  106  Harrison  avenae. 
Precinct  4.  Nathan  P.  Ryder,  IHl  Harrison  avenne. 

Ward  12, — Democratic  tupertisort. 

Precinct  1.  Daniel  A.  McCarthy,  154  Beach  street. 
Precinct  2.  John  J.  Mnrphy,  47  Hodson  street. 
Precinct  3.  John  J.  Snllivan,  72  Harvard  street. 
Precinct  4.  John  Osborne,  jr.,  52  Eliot  street. 

Ward  IZ.'-RepMbHcan  aupervUors, 

Precinct  1.  John  F.  McWhirk,  35  Colony  street. 
Precinct  2.  Lorenzo  L.  Allen,  350  West  Fonrth  street. 
Precinct  3.  Alfred  J.  Thompson,  221  West  Broadway. 
Precinct  4.  Asa  H.  Holdeu,279  Broadway. 
Precinct  5.  Albert  G.  Pike,  comer  E  and  Broadway. 

Ward  13. — Democratic  superritora. 

Precinct  1.  Thomas  Haney,  20  West  Broadway. 
Precinct  2.  Michael  F.  Lee,  98  Third  street. 
Precinct  3.  P.  J.  Conlon,  227  D  street. 
Precinct  4.  J.  K.  Crowley,  260  Broadway. 
Precinct  5.  John  Dowd,  4  Lovis  street. 

Ward  14. — Hepublican  aupervisora. 

Precinct  1.  Hosea  B.  Bo  wen,  502  East  Fonrth  street. 
Precinct  2.  Robert  F.  Meau8,  422  Sixth  street. 
Precinct  3.  Charles  A.  Lord,  421  Third  street. 
Precinct  4.  Samuel  Haley,  jr.,  779  East  Broadway. 
Precinct  5.  Henry  S.  Tread  well,  839  Fourth  street. 

Ward  14. — Democratic  superrhors. 

Precinct  1.  Edward  A.  Kennedy,  234  West  Third  street. 

Precinct  2.  Patrick  X.  Keatiug,  65  O  street. 

Precinct  3.  Edward  F.  McLaughlin,  462  East  Third  street. 

Precinct  4.  Herbert  H.  Guinan,  110  D  street. 

Precinct  5.  William  A.  Guild,  792  East  Fourth  street. 

Ward  15. — liepuhlican  sujHTvisora. 

Precinct  1.  John  E.  Huntress,  8  Mercer  street. 
Precinct  2.  George  R.  Daue,  272  Fifth  street. 
Precinct  3.  George  F.  Hoyt,  15  Gat^is  street. 
Precinct  4.  Edward  A.  Osgood,  373  Dorchester  street. 

Ward  15. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  George  McDonnell,  jr.,  244  E  street. 
Precinct  2.  Thomas  F.  Nunan,  18  F  street. 
Precinct  3.  Thomas  J.  Trainer,  246  Ninth  street. 
Precinct  4.  John  S.  Collins,  16(5  Dorchester  street. 
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Ward  IQ.^Bepuhlican  supervisors* 

PreeiDCt  1.  Charles  H.  Gray,  88  Dover  street. 
Precinct  2.  Nathaniel  Hayes,  1073  Washington  st^et. 
Pneinct  3.  David  C.  Sisson,  1077  Washington  street. 
Ptccinet  4.  Daniel  W.  Tyler,  4  Madison  Plaoe. 

Ward  16. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Pneinct  1.  Michael  J.  Murray,  85  Village  street. 
Pneinct  2.  Charles  J.  Barton,  48  Dover  street. 
Pneinct  3.  William  S.  Post,  1082  Washington  street. 
Precinct  4.  James  M.  Stevens,  7  Dover  street. 

Ward  17. — Bepuhlican  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  George  C.  Conant,  139  West  Canton  street. 
Precinct  2.  Edmund  T.  Eastman,  293  Shawmnt  avenue. 
Precinct  3.  Samnel  B.  Hopkins,  243  BoyUton  street. 
Precinct  4.  James  F.  Babcock,  10  Rollins  street. 

Ward  17. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  J.  A.  McGonagle,  49  East  Dedham  street. 
Precuict  2.  Daniel  H.  Gil^  47  West  Dedham  street. 
Precinct  3.  Timothy  Lineban,  54  East  Dedham  street. 
Precinct  4.  J.  £.  Kennedy,  6  East  Waltham  street. 

Ward  18. — Bepuhlican  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Henry  P.  Stanwood,  564  Colnmbus  avenue. 
Precinct  2.  William  Swinson,  76  Rutland  street. 
Precinct  3.  John  J.  Spaulding,  42  Chester  Square. 
Precinct  4.  James  L.  Duncan,  703  Tremont  street. 

Ward  18. — Democratic  supervisors, 

Pneinct  1.  George  F.  Qaigley,  214  West  Springfield  street. 
Precinct  2.  James  C.  Laaghton,  146  West  Concord  street. 
Precinct  3.  James  W.  Calnan,  17  Fellows  Court. 
Precinct  4.  Frank  E.  MaguUion,  59  Northampton  street. 

Ward  19. — Republican  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Robert  C.  Weaver,  6  Shawmnt  Place. 
Precinct  2.  Edwin  F.  Nash,  73  Kendall  street. 
Precincts.  Jo«^pb  Halstrick,  jr.,  48  Williams  street. 
Precmct  4.  Henry  W.  Duubaai,  28  Pynchon  street. 

Ward  19. — Democratic  suptn'visors. 

Precinct  1.  Timothy  E.  Hughes,  corner  Benton  and  Tremont  streets. 
Precinct  2.  C.  R.  M.  Pratt,  47  Hammond  street. 
Pr«cinct  3.  Michael  H.  Murray,  17  Vernon  street. 
Precinot  4.  James  F.  Meloy,  1  Plympton  Court. 

Ward  20. — Republican  supervisors. 

^inct  1.  Isaac  H.  Robbins,  Commerce  House,  Cottage  street. 

Precinct  2.  Asa  Wyman,  296  Dudley  street. 

Precinct  3.  Henry  P.  Chamberlin,  1110  Harrison  avenne. 

Precinct  4.  Lucius  H.  BHggs,  65  Dennis  street. 

Precinct  5.  John  H.  White,  96  Brook  avenue. 

Ward  20. — Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  George  W.  Adams,  14  Shirley  street. 


p—r*"-!!''  i.    £jir4jri  r    ♦ill.".!,  -f  _L_'''iif  «r:'-**r. 
pT»»r:ni'T;  1.    *  :::;iiiL  T.  iLiiL-iir^    j'     f^.^  nmr  tf-r^^fTL 

i^rHVi ai'.i;  4.  K-icratwr  Jut*"-    ',  i..[:r^  x  \i\*i  ■♦rr'ft^r. 

r*T^ir:^if^  :!l  *,':;ir"»***  «r    3{  i. 5^,  e"-T»*.   !«»r^f*r  AiMnji  »C]p***lL. 

Pr«ein<t  X  Cb^nr:*  J?.  P«^Am-  <-.*«•  «:tt  a>f?«t<««^ier. 
Pr^.iBri  4.  C.  Fran  til  c  H^TT>'k,  Arr««iLA  *3n«^i. 
Preeinitrt  S.  Wiliiam  B.  BLAki&aL^>r«>.  Cist  HaIL 

Prefioet  1.  John  McMorrow.  LAmartiD^  street. 
PreeiDct  i.  John  J.  Foilan.  Gneeo  street.  J.  P. 
Preeioet  3.  Thomas  !:<.  Carley,  Jmmaica  strerf. 
Preciixri  4.  Willunn  F.  McCormack.  BojUtoa  arcniie. 
Precinct  5{Jofan  Stanioo,  Walk  HUl  stiMt. 

Wmmd  9L—BepmhHcmm  imjwi  iitii, 

Preeioet  1.  Joho  Pierce,  Oleodale  street 
Preeioet  2.  CooUd|ce  Barnard,  Harriton  Sqoare. 
Preeioet  3.  Heory  Pierce,  Lower  MiUa. 
Precinct  4.  Oeorge  Everett,  Lower  Mills. 
Preeioet  5.  Biehardsoo  Hntchinsoo,  Lower  Mills. 

Wakd  2A.^Demoeraiic  $mperv%9an, 

Preeioet  1.  Samnel  F.  White,  Winter  street 
Precinct  2.  Patrick  Hart,  Commercial  street 
Precinct  3.  John  J.  Coffey,  43  Newhall  street 
Precinct  4.  J.  Harris  Reed,  16  Pemherton  Sqoare. 
Precinct  5.  Antonio  Borckbardt,  Norfolk  street. 
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Ward  25. — Repuhlican  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  Samael  Keene,  50  State  street. 
Precinct  2.  James  H.  Rice,  Mechauic  street. 
Precinct  3.  S.  T.  P.  Martin,  28  Pearl  street. 

Ward  25.^ Democratic  supervisors. 

Precinct  1.  John  E.  Bristow,  eorDer  Lincoln  and  Market  streets. 

Piecioct2.  Hiram  Cushraan,  Shepard  street. 

Precinct  3.  George  W.  Warren,  Baldwin  Place,  Brighton  District. 

Liifo/  iuperrisors  of  election  appointed  for  the  different  voting  precincts  in  the  city  of  Low- 
ell for  th^  election  held  on  the   day  of  Xovembery  A.  D.  1878. 

Ward  1. — Repuhlican  supervisor. 
J.W.  B.  Shaw,  156  Worthen  street. 

Ward  1. — Democratic  sujyervisor. 
Joseph  M.  Ambrose,  12  Lagrange  street. 

Ward  2. — Republican  supervisor. 
Chirles  H.  Robbins,  196  Bridge  str^t. 

Ward  2. — Democratic  supervisor. 

William  F.  Courtney,  60  River  street. 

Ward  3. — Republican  supervisor. 
Jos.  S.  Crash,  76  Hall  street. 

Ward  3. — Democratic  supervisor. 
Joseph  Casey,  3  Kinsman  street. 

Ward  4. — Republican  supervisor, 
Dic^genet  E.  Trask,  Walker  street. 

Ward  4. — Democratic  supervisor, 
OIi?er  A.  Llbby,  Robbins  street. 

Ward  5. — Bepublican  supervisor, 

m 

Fnderick  HoltoD,  76  Pawtooket  street. 

Ward  5. — Democratic  eupervisor, 
ham  Warrea,  31  Clark  street. 

Ward  6,-^  Republican  supervisor. 
John  Stott,  76  ^igb  street. 

Ward  6. — Democratic  supervisor, 
LawvBDoe  J.  Smith,  4  Keelao's  Ooart. 
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List  of  Bupervisora  of  election  appointed  for  tht  different  voting  predncts  in  tke  cUjf  of 
Cambridge  for  the  election  held  on  the     '  dag  of  yovember  A.  D.  1878. 

Ward  I. — RepMioan  supercidor, 

Archibald  M.  Howe,  4  Garden  street. 

Ward  1. — Democratic  iupervisor. 
DeoDis  J.  Crowley,  2  South  street. 

Ward  2. — Republican  supervisor, 
Charles  £.  Pierce,  342  Broadway. 

Ward  2. — Democratic  supervisor. 
Frank  F.  Nesdel,  17  Washington  street. 

Ward  3. — Republican  supervisor, 
William  W.  Winward,  135  Otis  street. 

Ward  3. — Democratic  supervisor. 
John  Coffey,  54  North  street. 

Ward  4. — Rq}ublioan'^ supervisor. 
George  L.  Cade,  464  Main  street. 

Ward  4. — Democratic  supervisor. 
John  F.  McCarthy,  15  Clark  street. 

Ward  5. — Republican  supervisor. 
James  M.  Ramsay,  5  Shepard  street. 

Ward  5.— Democratic  sujtervisor. 
John  McCarthy,  72  Sprnoe  street. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Can  you  tabulate  the  returus  which  you  h.id  made  to  yon  by 
the  supervisors,  showing  the  reasons  why  persons  offering  to  vote,  if 
any,  were  not  i)ermitted  to  vote  ;  why  their  right  was  in  any  way  scru- 
tinized ;  why  they  were  arrested,  and  who  such  persons  were  f — A.  I 
did  not  understand  that  that  was  one  of  the  matters  which  the  com- 
mittee desired  to  have,  and  consequently  have  not  prepared  any  paper 
containing  that  information.  I  have  here  a  list  of  all  warrants  issued 
by  me  as  cliief  supervisor  or  as  United  States  commissioner  con- 
nected with  frauds  in  registration  or  in  voting.  The  paper  is  not  in 
a  shape  to  be  presented  to  the  committee,  having  been  made  merely 
with  a  view  to  enabling  me  to  answer  questions.  The  summons  of  the 
committee  was  received  by  me  only  on  the  day  before  yesterday,  and  I 
really  have  not  known  exactly  what  it  was  in  the  way  of  information  that 
the  committee  wanted.  I  will  be  prepared,  however,  without  delay,  to 
furnish  any  information  in  my  possession  that  you  may  desire. 

Q.  What  we  want  is  knowledge  as  to  the  cases  of  men  w^hose  names, 
under  the  law  of  Massachusetts,  appeared  upon  the  l-egistry-list,  who 
were  challenged  under  the  Federal  law,  with  the  causes  of  challenge ; 
the  reasons  why  they  were  not  permitted  to  vote,  if  not  permitted;  the 
facts  of  their  arrest  and  discharge^  if  arrested  and  discharged^  and  all 


INTIMIDATION    AND   FRAUD    IN    MASSACHUSETTS.  11 

sobseqaeut  acts  in  regard  to  them. — A.  I  suppose  I  coald  answer  that 
qiestioQ  by  giviug  a  brief  statement  of  what  was  done  by  the  super- 
\i8ors. 

Q.  Proceed,  then,  if  such  action  was  taken  under  your  direction,  stat- 
ing first  whether  instructions  were  sent  out  by  yon. — A.  Instructions 
were  sent  out  by  me.  After  the  appointment  of  supervinors  I  issued  a 
form  of  instrnctions  to  control  their  proceedings  relative  to  the  exami- 
nation  of  the  registration.  That  which  I  now  present  is  a  copy  of  such 
iDstmetions  for  registration. 

[The  paper  here  presented  is  as  follows :] 

Office  of  the  Chief  Supervisor  of  Elections, 

J  40  Tremont  Street, 
Boston,  October  14,  1878. 

Tq  Ok€  United  States  Supervisors  of  Election  for  the  city  of  Boston : 

1b  tdditioD  to  the  special  iDstmctions  given  yoa  iDdividnaUy  from  time  to  time,  rela- 
tiTe  to  your  doties,  yoa  are  required  to  carefully  observe  the  foliowiog  general  instruc- 
tkms respecting  the  verification  of  the  registry-list: 

Flnt.  The  right  to  vot«  of  every  person  upon  the  lists  is  to  be  ascertained.  Those 
ptraoas  known  to  be  qualified  voters  and  properly  registered,  having  been  noted,  you 
ire  required  to  verify  the  names  of  all  others  by  personal  investigation.  In  so  doing, 
the  Uv  directs  you  to  make  *'  proper  inquiry  and  examination  at  the  respective  places 
bj  them  assigned  as  their  residences/'  and  yon  will  also  consult  all  other  available 
wnrees  of  information. 

Second.  The  name  of  no  person  should  be  on  the  registry-list  who  is  not  possessed  of 
the  following  qualifications : 
He  must  be  twenty-one  years  of  age  and  upwards. 

He  must  have  resided  in  the  State  for  one  year,  and  in  the  city  of  Boston  for  six 
months  next  preceding  the  day  of  election  (November  5). 

He  must  have  paid,  by  himself,  his  parent,  master  or  guardian,  a  State  or  county  tax 
UBcesed  U))on  him  in  this  State  within  two  years  next  preceding  such  election. 

And  if  he  was  not  a  legal  voter  prior  to  1858,  he  must  be  able  to  read  the  Constitn- 
tioQ  in  the  English  language,  and  write  his  name,  unless  prevented  by  physical  disa- 
bility. 

Third.  The  law  makes  it  obligatory  upon  every  one  to  correctly  answer  your  inqui- 
ries. 
The  statute  is  as  follows : 

"8i:cnox  5523.  Every  person  who,  during  the  progress  of  any  verification  of  any 
list  of  the  persons  who  may  have  registered  or  voted,  which  is  had  or  made  under  any 
of  the  provisions  of  the  title,  *  The  Elective  Franchise,'  refuses  to  answer,  or  refrains 
from  answering,  or  answering,  knowingly  gives  false  information  in  respect  to  any  in- 
qairy  lawfully  uiade,8hali  be  punishable  by  iraprisouracnt  for  not  more  than  thirty  days, 
orbr  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  hundred  dollars,  or  by  both,  and  shall  pay  the  coits 
of  the  prosecution." 

Fourth.  The  law  (sec.  5522)  also  makes  it  an  offense  to  obstruct,  hinder,  or  interfere 
with  von  when  discharging  your  duties,  and  requires  every  person  to  aid  you  in  the 
|>erformance  of  your  duties,  when  such  assistance  is  necessary. 

Fifth.  In  making  your  inquiries,  j-ou  should  bear  in  mind  that  the  propriety  of  such 
ioqoiry,  or  your  right  so  make  the  same,  may  not  at  once  be  understood  by  the  person 
vbom  you  are  qnestioning;  you  are,  therefore,  particularly  instructed  to  perform  such 
doty  in  a  courteous,  gentlemanly  manner,  and  to  exercise  patience,  as  well  as  diligence, 
»Dd  earnestnefes  in  your  work.     Ofteusive  conduct  on  your  part  will  not  be  excused. 

When  yon  meet  with  an  unwillingness  to  furnish  you  with  correct  information,  call 
the  attention  of  the  person  to  the  provisions  of  the  law  above  quoted,  and  explain  the 
liability  of  non-compliance.  It  is  believed  that,  if  your  investigatou  be  properly  con- 
ducted, yon  will  have  little  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  information  desired. 

Sixth.  Whenever  any  information  is  obtained  which  indicates  irregularity  or  fraud, 
or  which  may  be  of  service  to  this  office  in  any  way,  you  will  note  in  the  book  given 
jou  (opposite  to  the  name  on  the  registry-list),  the  name  of  the  person  from  whom 
you  receive  such  information,  and  all  the  particulars  commnnicated  to  you,  and  report 
the  same  at  once  to  this  office,  in  writiug,  giviug  name,  street,  number,  evidence  ob- 
tained, names  of  witnesses,  etc. 

Seventh.  Your  attention  is  particularly  called  to  the  following  provisions  of  the 
law: 

^*  Section  5521.  If  any  person  be  appointed  a  supervisor  of  election,  or  a  special 
deputy  marshal,  under  the  provisions  of  title  '  The  Elective  Franchise,'  and  has 
taken  the  oath  of  office  as  such  supervisor  of  election,  or  such  special  deputy  marshal, 
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and  thereafter  neglects  or  refnses,  withont  good  and  lawful  excuse,  to  perform  and 
discbarge  fnlly  the  dnties,  obligations,  and  requirements  of  such  office,  nntil  the  expi- 
ration of  the  term  for  which  he  was  appointed,  he  shall  not  only  be  subject  to  removal 
from  office,  with  loss  of  pay  or  emoluments,  but  shall  be  punished  by  impn(M>nment, 
for  not  less  than  six  months,  nor  more  than  one  year,  or  by  a  fine  of  not  le^s  than  two 
hundred  dollars,  and  not  more  than  five  hundred  dollars,  or  by  both  fine  and  imprison- 
ment, and  shall  pay  the  costs  of  prosecution/' 

Eighth.  As  soon  as  you  have  verified  each  and  every  name  on  the  list  in  the  book 
handed  yon,  you  will  at  once  return  the  same  to  this  office,  with  a  written  rei>ort 
signed  by  you  as  supervisor,  of  the  number  of  false  or  suspected  registrations  yon  may 
have  discovered  and  reported,  during  the  process  of  verification,  with  a  list  of  the 
same.  If  no  instances  of  false  registration  has  been  discovered  by  you,  you  will  so 
state,  and  add  such  other  information  that  you  have,  which  may  be  of  service  to  this 
officj. 

HENRY  L.  HALLETT, 
Chief  Supervisor  of  ElectionSj  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts. 

The  Witness.  Upon  my  appoiutment  as  supervisor  I  foaod  in  exist- 
ence a  list  of  registered  voters  for  the  city  of  Boston.  Subsequently,  a 
petition  having  been  presented  for  the  appointment  of  supervisors  for 
the  city,  two  supervisors^ — one  a  Democrat,  the  other  a  Republican- 
were  appointed  for  each  voting  precinct.  There  are  106  voting  precincts 
in  the  city  of  Boston.  The  list  of  registered  voters,  under  my  direc- 
tion, was  scanned  and  scrutinized  by  the  supervisors.  I  prepared  for 
each  precinct  two  books  exactly  similar,  like  that  which  I  now  hold  in 
my  hand — one  for  the  Democratic  supervisor  and  one  for  the  Republi- 
can supervisor— aach  containing  a  copy  of  the  registry  list.  My  in- 
structions to  the  Supervisors  were  to  verify  every  name  in  the  books 
thus  furnished,  and,  if  they  were  not  satisfied  in  any  other  way,  to  go 
to  the  place  of  residence  stated  as  that  of  the  voter  and  to  satisfy  them- 
selves that  every  name  upon  that  list  of  voters  was  properly  there.  By 
this  process  of  verification  some  thirteen  hundred  names,  I  think, 
were  reported  to  me  by  different  supervisors  as  those  of  persons  con- 
cerning whose  right  to  vote  there  was  some  question.  To  facilitate  the 
work  of  the  supervisors  in  reporting  any  irregularities,  I  prepared  and 
furnished  to  the  supervisors  a  form  of  report  of  which  that  which  I 
DOW  exhibit  to  the  committee  is  a  copy. 

[The  form  is  as  follows  :J 

Boston, ,  1878. 

To  Henry  L.  Hallett,  Chi^^f  Supervisor : 

8iR :  I  deeire  to  report  that,  from  inveetigations  made  by  me,  and  from  what  I  have 
heard  from  others,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  following  persons  who  have  registered 
are  not  entitled  to  vote  at  the  coming  election : 


Names. 


Give  reasons. 


(Seed  this  at  onee  by  maU  to  140  Tremont  street.) 

Supervisor  of  Elections  for  Ward 


-,  Precinct 
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The  Witness.  The  number  of  names  reported  to  me  upon  papers  of 
it  character  of  this  one  was  between  twelve  and  thirteen  hundred. 

0  far  as  was  ]>ossible  during  the  short  time  I  had  for  the  purpose,  all 
lose  name^  were  investigated. 

Q.  Have  you  here  a  copy  of  any  instructions  that  were  sent  to  the 
larshals  to  wake  such  investigations  ? — A.  My  instructions  to  the  mar- 
lialg  were  verbal,  and  were  to  find  out  the  facts.  Where,  for  instance, 
lie  sui>ervisor  had  reported,  "  John  Smith,  ward  one,  precinct  one,  not 
ataralized,''  I  would  depute  to  some  deputy  marshal,  to  be  selected,  to 
t)aud  see  whether  John  Smith,  thus  indicated,  had  been  naturalized, 
le  would  report  to  me  the  result  of  his  inquiry.  A  great  deal  of  that 
aa  verbal,  and  minutes  were  made  by  me  upon  slips  of  paper;  but  I 
reserved  do  record  of  each  individual  case,  as  such  a  record  would 
ave  been  too  voluminous  for  convenient  preservation.  Each  of  those 
imes  was  reported  to  me,  and  where  I  found  that  the  name  was  im- 
roperly  upon  the  list — that  the  man  was  not  entitled  to  vote,  and  had 
itisfied  myself  of  that — I  sent  for  the  man,  and  questioned  him  person- 
It  with  regard  to  it. 
Q.  You  sent  for  the  voter! — A.  I  sent  for  the  voter,  and,  if  I  found 

1  was  not  so  entitled,  I  cautioned  him  not  to  vote.  In  many  instances, 
80,  where  the  parties  refused  to  answer  the  questions  which  were  put 
>  them  by  the  deputy  marshals,  I  issued  warrants  for  the  arrest  of  those 
irtie8.  They  were  brought  before  me,  and  then,  if  they  answered  sat- 
factorily  and  cleared  themselves  of  any  suspicion  of  contempt  of  court 
*  of  the  law,  they  were  discharged. 

Q.  How  many  warrants  did  .von  issue  in  all  f — A.  I  issued  169  war 
lots  in  all.    One  of  these  was  for  the  arrest  of  a  man  for  personating 
Qother  in  obtaining  naturalization  papers.    That  hardly  came  within  my 
roviuce,  but  that  was  the  allegation  upon  which  one  of  the  warrants 
i&aed.    For  illegal  registration,  I  issued  145  warrants.    For  refusing 
0  answer  questions  of  the  deputy  marshals  and  supervisors  who  went 
round,  1  issued  eighteeu  warrants.    For  illegal  voting,  I  issued  live 
rarrants.    The  arrests  made  by  me  from  October  16  to  the  day  of  the 
lection  numbered  thirty.    On  the  day  of  the  election  twenty  arrests 
rere  made,  five  for  illegal  voting  and  fifteen  for  false   registration  ^ 
hese  being  those  of  persons  who  voted  who  were  not  entitled  to  vote 
Jid  whose  names  were  not  upon  the  voting-list.    Several  of  those  had 
teen  warned  by  me  that  they  would  be  arrested  if  they  voted 
Q.  Were  all  the  warrants  which  were  issued  executed  before  the  elec- 
ion  day  f — A.  About  130  of  these  warrants  were  not  issued  until  the 
lection  day,  and  were  for  false  registration.     In  that  connection  let  me 
ay  this.   Owing  to  the  imperfect  character  of  the  registration,  the  fact 
eing  that  of  those  upon  the  Boston  voting  list  not  entitled  to  vote 
lany  were  men  who  had  done  nothing  of  their  own  volition  to  procure 
le  placing  of  their  names  upon  the  voting-list,  I  did  not  feel  author- 
;ed,  after  consultation  with  the  district  attorney,  to  cause  the  arrest  of 
lese  parties  unless  they  consummated  the  purpose  of  the  false  regis- 
ation  by  voting.    These  warrants  were  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  su- 
ervisors  on  the  night  before  the  election  and  were  in  a  sealed  envelope, 
ich  supervisor  receiving  the  warrants  for  the  precinct  to  which  he  had 
^n  assigned,  with  instructions  not  to  open  them  until  they  arrived^at  the 
oils,  so  that  no  one  should  know,  in  advance  of  the  election,  for  whom 
arrants  had  been  issued.    My  instructions  to  each  supervisor  were  ta 
It  these  warrants  into  the  hands  of  the  deputy  marshal  for  service,  if 
le  |>arty  in  any  instance  attempted  to  vote.    Of  the  parties  named  in 
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the  warrants,  twenty  who  attempted  to  Tote  were  arrested  and  bronght 
before  me,  as  I  have  stated. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  cases  ! — A.  Of  the  cases  of  illeg^al  reg^istra- 
tion,  twelve  were  sent  up  to  the  court  for  trial  (I  knew  nothing  of  them 
after  they  passed  from  my  court) ;  eighteen  were  discharged ;  and  iQ 
one  hundred  and  sixteen,  no  service  was  made  of  the  warrants.  Of  the 
cases  of  refusal  to  answer  questions,  eleven  were  sent  by  me  up  to  court 
or  held  for  trial,  four  were  discharged,  two  were  discontinued  withotit 
arrest,  and  one  party  arrested  was  defaulted. 

Q.  Who  swore  out  these  warrants  for  illegal  registration  t — A.  They 
were  sworn  out  by  the  assistant  United  States  attorney. 

Q.  He  made  the  oath  and  put  them  in  your  hands  for  execution  f — A. 
He  made  the  oath ;  and  in  each  complaint  there  was  a  statement  of  the 
case  and  the  names  of  the  witnesses  to  substantiate  it,  which  were  filed 
with  the  papers  in  the  case. 

Q.  From  where  wasthe  information  upon  which  this  complaint  was  made 
gathered  t — A.  That  information  was  gathered  from  the  supervisors  and 
from  the  deputy  marshals. 

Q.  From  the  reports  made  to  you  by  the  supervisors  ! — A.  From  the 
reports  made  to  me  by  the  supervisors  and  from  personal  inquiry  of  the 
witnesses. 

Q.  Why  were  not  all  the  warrants  executed  on  election  day,  when 
they  had  been  sworn  out  and  issued  ! — A.  For  the  reason  I  have  already 
stated,  that  these  persons  were  charged  with  illejral  registration,  where- 
as the  fact  was,  as  to  many  of  them,  that  th^  had  done  nothing  toward 
procuring  the  placing  of  their  names  upon  the  voting-list.  I  personally 
knew  of  several  cases  in  which  the  persons  whose  names  appeared  there 
were  fomgners  not  entitled  to  vote  and  had  no  knowledge  of  the  fact 
of  their  names  so  appearing.  In  such  cases  I  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to 
make  arrests  until  I  was  fully  satisfied  that  the  placing  of  their  names 
there  was  due  to  some  act  of  their  own. 

Q.  Were  these  men  against  whom  warrants  were  thus  issued  notified 
of  the  fact  that;  these  warrants  for  their  arrest  were  in  the  hands  of 
the  officers! — A.  No  one  knew  it;  their  names  were  not  given  to  the 
public. 

Q.  Were  they  notified  of  that  fact  by  the  supervisors  on  election 
morning  or  prior  to  it  ? — A.  Not  by  me;  nor  could  they  have  been  by 
the  supervisors  if  the  supervisors  followed  my  instructions,  that  those 
warrants  were  not  to  be  used  unless  the  parties  voted.  It  was  not  ray 
intention  that  they  should  be  used  except  in  that  contingency.  My  in- 
structions to  the  supervisors  were  to  keep  those  warrants  private  and 
not  to  execute  a  warrant  except  in  case  of  the  party  voting. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  a  number  of  warrants  were  issued  on 
account  of  refusals  to  answer  questions? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  made  oath  to  the  facts  contained  in  any  information  for  a 
warrant  against  a  person  refusing  to  answer  questions  propounde<l  by 
the  marshal! — A.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  the  deputy  marshal  or 
the  supervisor  to  whom  the  refusal  had  been  made. 

Q.  Is  that  an  offense  known  to  the  United  States  law  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is,  when  a  voter A.  When  a  voter  shall  refuse  to  an- 
swer, or,  answering,  shall  answer  untruly  any  question  that  may  be  pnt 
to  him. 

Q.  Does  that  apply,  in  your  judgment,  to  the  day  of  election  and  the 
offer  to  register,  or  does  it  apply  to  any  casual  conversation  that  the 
marshal  or  other  official  may  have  with  the  party  asking  the  right  to 
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rotet — A.  It  applies  to  a  formal  interrngation  made  by  the  officer  or 
)ersoD  knowu  to  the  party  answering  the  question  to  be  such  officer. 

Q.  At  any  time  or  placet — A.  At  any  time  or  place. 

Q.  That  is  yoor  view  of  the  United  States  law  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  yon  have  acted  nuder  it  in  Boston  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  warrants  were  issued  on  account  of  refusals  to  answer 
[oestioDsf — A.  Eighteen. 

Q.  How  many  parties  have  been  sent  to  court  for  that  offense? — A. 
9even. 

Q.  Have  any  of  those  cases  been  tried  to  your  knowledge!— A.  I<lo 
ot  know. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  warrants  were  issued  for  refusals  by  the  voters 
)  answer  qtfestions  on  the  election  day  ? — A.  None. 

Q.  How  many  for  refusals  to  answer  questions  propounded  to  the 
oters  at  the  place  of  registration  ! — A.  Kone. 

Q.  Then  all  the  warrants  that  were  issued  were  for  refusal  to  answer 
aestiotis  at  a  place  other  than  the  place  of  registration  or  of  voting! — 
L.  Yes,  sir;  all  were  for  refusal  of  parties  to  answer  questions  at  their 
lace  of  alKxle  or  place  of  business. 

Q.  Have  you  any  minute  of  the  hearings,  if  any,  that  took  place  when 
person  was  brought  before  you  for  any  of  the  offenses  charged  in  any 
f  these  warrants  ? — A.  I  have  not.  It  is  not  my  custom  to  take  min- 
tesin  any  cases. 

Q.  Have  you  the  record  of  the  warrants  in  all  of  those  cases  in  which 
tie  parties  came  Wfore  you  and  were  discharged! — A.  I  have.  I  say 
bat  I  have,  but  I  should  say  that  my  papers  were  all  returned  to  the 
ext  term  of  the  court.  Those  papers  are  all  upon  the  files  of  the  court, 
aviug  been  returned  by  me  to  the  district  court.  I  think  that  it  was  to 
be  next  term  of  court. 

Q.  Did  any  of  these  hearings  occur  prior  to  the  election  day  ?— A.  My 
npression  is  that  some  of  them  did,  though  I  could  answer  that  question 
letinitely  by  referring  to  my  books. 

Q.  If  you  can  speak  with  comparative  accuracy  from  recollection  it 
Bay  not  be  necessary  for  you  to  make  the  reference.  When  you  had  a 
arty  thus  before  yon  and  he  was  discharged,  was  anything  said  to  him 
a  regard  to  voting  ! — A.  If  I  was  satistied  that  he  had  no  right  to  vote 
cantioned  him  against  voting. 

Q.  You  told  him  not  to  vote  ! — A.  I  told  him  not  to  vote  and  told  him 
tiat  a  warrant  for  his  arrest  would  be  at  the  polls  and  that  in  case  he 
oted  he  would  be  arrested.  There  were  many  such  cases  in  which  a 
arty  who  had  declined  to  answer  the  officer  was  brought  before  me  (I 
isned  my  warrants  and  they  came  before  me),  and  in  every  instance  but 
He  when  I  put  to  them  the  question  which  they  had  declined  to  answer 
hen  put  by  the  deputy  marshal  or  supervisor,  they  made  answer.  If 
ben  I  asked  them  whether  they  were  naturalized  they  replied  that  they 
ere  not,  I  said  "You are  not  entitled  to  vote  although  your  name  is 
pon  the  voting-list ;  if  you  vote  you  will  vote  at  your  peril  and  a  war- 
int  will  be  there  for  your  arrest."  In  any  instance  in  which  I  found 
tie  party  was  not  entitled  to  vote  because  he  could  not  read  or  write,  I 
aationed  him  in  the  same  way.  If  not  entitled  because  of  being  under 
ge,  as  was  the  case  in  one  or  two  instances,  or  for  any  reason,  I  cau- 
ioned  him  against  voting  and  told  him  he  would  be  arrested  if  he  did 
ote. 

Q.  Did  yon  in  any  of  these  cases,  under  a  warrant  issued  prior  to  the 
lection,  bind  over  the  party  for  his  appearance  at  court! — A.  Those 
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that  were  for  refusing  to  answer  questions,  tbe  eleven  that  were  held  to 
court,  were  all  prior  to  the  election. 

Q.  But  as  to  those  who  you,  in  your  judgment,  determined  were  not 
entitled  to  vote — did  you  bind  any  of  those  men  over  to  court  at  that  time 
or  not  ? — A.  I  did  not  so  far  as  I  can  remember.  I  think  I  had  no  hear- 
ings prior  to  the  election  because  of  my  being  so  much  occupied  at  tbe 
time,  but  that  all  the  cases  were  continued  by  me  until  after  tbe  election, 

Q.  Do  you  say  now  that  you  told  these  men  who  were  brought  before 
you,  against  whom  warrants  had  been  issued,  that  they  must  not  vote  !— 
A.  I  warned  them  against  voting.  I  did  nqt  tell  them  that  they  mast 
not  vote,  but  I  warned  them  that,  if  they  did  vote,  they  would  be  ar- 
rested for  voting. 

Q.  There  were  how  many  cases  of  that  character  f — A.  Ten  or  a  dozen, 
perhaps  more. 

Q.  With  reference  to  the  character  of  the  illegal  registration  of  which 
you  have  spoken,  state  whether  these  warrants  that  were  sworn  out 
were  for  offenses  against  the  State  law,  or  for  offenses  against  the  United 
States  law  ! — A.  They  were  issued  because  the  parties  were  not  voters 
under  the  State  law,  either  in  not  having  been  naturalized,  or  in  being 
unable  to  comply  with  the  reading  and  writing  requirement  of  the  State 
constitution. 

Q.  By  way  of  defining  the  distinction  more  clearly  in  my  own  mind, 
I  will  ask  you  this:  The  non-naturalization  was  in  violation  of  a  Fed- 
eral statute  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  noncompliance  with  the  State  requirement,  under  your 
State  constitution,  for  an  educational  qualification  was  another  reason 
why  some  of  these  men  were  about  to  be  arrested  for  illegal  registra- 
tion f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  warrants  for  their  arrest  were  issued  by  Federal  authority, 
that  is,  by  yourself,  and  put  into  the  hands  of  the  Federal  marshal  !— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  there  were  other  warrants  issued  for  alleged  improper  regis- 
tration ! — A.  They  were  all  issued  under  the  general  charge  of  illegal 
registration ;  no  distinction  was  made. 

Q.  But  in  the  one  instance  they  were  to  enforce  a  distinction  im- 
posed by  the  State,  and,  in  the  other,  a  distinction  regarding  United 
States  citizenship.  1  want  to  ascertain,  if  it  can  be  ascertained,  as  to 
these  alleged  offenses,  how  many  were  against  the  State  laws  and  how 
many  can  properly  be  taken  cognizance  of  as  against  the  United  States 
laws? — A.  It  would  be  a  pure  guess  on  my  part  as  to  the  number.  I 
cannot  give  it. 

Q.  Under  the  law  of  Massachusetts,  is  the  appearance  upon  the  reg- 
istration or  voting  list  of  the  name  of  a  man  offering  to  vote  a  conclusive 
test  of  his  right  to  vote  ! — A.  The  name  of  a  man  offering  to  vote  must 
appear  upon  one  of  the  voting  lists.  Those  lists  are  posted  in  conspic- 
uous places  some  ten  days  before  an  election.  No  man  can  vote  whose 
name  is  not  upon  one  of  those  lists.  The  list  has  been  handed  down  to 
us,  I  may  almost  say,  from  former  generations.  It  has  been  in  exist- 
ence for  perhaps  thirty  or  forty  years. 

Q.  That  registry  list  is  the  evidence  of  tbe  citizen's  right  to  vote  t— 
A.  It  is  the  evidence  of  the  citizen's  right  to  vote. 

Q.  State  the  process  under  which  that  conclusive  test  of  the  right  to 
vote  is  made  up. — A.  That  is  a  matter  pertaining  to  State  regulation 
with  which  I  am  not  entirely  familiar. 

Q.  It  is  made  up  partly  from  State  sources  and  under  State  laws?— 
A.  Yes,  sir.    In  connection  with  what  I  have  alrea<ly  stated  on  the  sub- 
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jeet,  I  will  say  that,  after  the  election  was  over,  I  had  io  my  hands,  an- 
servcMl,  the  papers  in  some  140  complaints  for  illegal  registration.  I 
bad  become  satisfied  from  investigation  that  there  were  many  errors  in 
the  list  of  voters  in  the  city  of  Boston,  and  that  persons  whose  names 
appeared  on  the  voting  list  improperly  were  by  no  means  responsible 
for  the  appearance  of  their  names  there.  In  conference  with  the  United 
States  attorney,  it  was  decided  to  take  a  few  of  th^se  140  cases,  exam- 
ine into  them  and  see  what  the  natureof  the  registration  was  in  the  city 
of  Boston.  Some  four  or  five  warrants  were  served,  the  parties  bronght 
op,  and  the  city  clerk  and  one  member  of  the  board  of  registrars  of  the 
eitj  snmmoned.as  witnesses.  The  city  clerk  testified  as  to  the  form  in 
which  the  voting  lists  had  been  prepared.  His  testimony  showed  tiiat 
it  had  been  the  cnstom  to  copy  names  from  the  city  assessors'  list  di- 
rectly npon  the  voting  lists;  that  the  city  assessors,  who  went  aronnd 
to  as.sess  the  taxes,  wonld  get  the  names  of  the  residents  in  the  honses  ; 
and  the  city  clerk  had  been  in  the  habit  of  taking  those  lists  from  the 
city  a'isessors  and  copying  the  names  directly  upon  the  voting  lists.  In 
many  instances,  the  names  of  men  who  had  been  in  the  country  bat  a 
short  time,  who  had  not  been  naturalized  and  were  in  no  way  entitled  to 
vote,  got  npon  the  voting  lists  in  that  way  without  any  wrongful  inten- 
tion ot  and  without  even  the  knowledge  of  the  men  themselves. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  state  as  the  result  of  the  examination 
you  have  made  in  regard  to  it  that  that  registry  list,  although  it  is  the 
<^ndence  nnder  State  laws  of  the*  right  of  a  man  to  vote,  is  in  many  in- 
stances a  defective  list  ? — A.  I  found  that  upon  examination. 

Q.  But  in  140  of  the  169  cases  the  warrants  were  not  executed  ? — A. 
Id  about  120,  I  should  say. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  any  of  these  warrants  were 
served  before  the  5th  day  of  November  f — A.  The  warrants  for  refusals 
to  answer  were  all  served  before  the  5th  of  November. 

Q.  But  as  to  those  issued  for  ofi'enses  connected  with  illegal  registra- 
tion, what  is  the  fact  ? — A.  There  were  thirty  warrants  issued  for  illegal 
registration.  I  do  not  think  that  any  of  those  were  served  prior  to  Uie 
election,  these  matters  having  occurred  a  year  ago  and  not  having  been 
thought  over  by  me  since.  I  cannot  answer  in  regard  to  them  with 
precise  accuracy,  as  I  would  be  enabled  to  answer  by  reference  to  my 
books  and  papers. 

Mr.  McDonald.  If,  upon  reflection,  you  find  that  your  memory  has 
been  at  fault  in  regard  to  any  statements  you  have  made  here,  you  will 
be  at  liberty  to  make  the  correction. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  Were  any  warrants  executed  upon  the  morning  of  the  election  day  f 
—A.  Twenty  warrants  were  executed  upon  the  morning  of  the  election 
day. 

Q.  Were  they  all  in  one  locality  or  in  different  localities  throughout 
the  city  f — A.  Throughout  the  city,  in  different  directions,  impartially. 

Q.  For  what  offense  were  tbey  issued  ;  was  it  for  tbe  consummation 
of  the  illegal  registration  ? — A.  For  the  cojisummation  of  the  illegal  regis- 
tration, or  for  illegal  voting  in  cases  where  I  felt  satisfied  that  the  party 
himself  had  procured  the  registration. 

Q.  Are  those  the  cases  of  which  you  have  sent  a  portion  to  court? — 
A,  Those  cases  have  been  to  court,  and  many  of  them  have  been  tried, 
as  I  am  informed.    That  record  is  in  the  district  attorney's  office. 

Q.  The  verbal  instructions  given  by  you  to  the  supervisors  in  the  differ- 
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ent  wards  were  the  same  in  each  locality,  were  they  ? — A.  From  time 
to  time,  as  the  sapervisors  applied  to  me,  I  gave  them  instructions  upon 
particular  questions  which  they  pat  to  me,  and  upon  one  or  two  occa- 
sions instructed  them  orally.  Ou  one  occa^iion,  the  day  before  the  elec- 
tion, having  them  all  together,  I  addressed  them  orally  and  also  issued 
to  them  a  paper  containing  general  instructions  for  the  government  of 
their  conduct  at  the  polls,  a  copy  of  which  I  now  submit  to  the  commit- 
tee. 
[The  paper  is  as  follows :] 

instructions  to  supervisors. 

Office  of  Chief  Supervisor  of  Elections, 

Massachusktts  District, 

Boston f  November  lylS7B. 

In  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the  several  acts  of  Conj^ress,  the  following  io- 
strnctions  are  issaed  to  sapervisors  of  election,  appointed  nnder  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  with  reference  to  the  election  to  be  held  on  Tuesday,  November  5,  A.  D.  1873. 

Supervisors  of  election  are  expected  &ud  required  to  attend  the  places  of  election  in  the 
respective  wards  and  votinj^  precincts  to  which  they  have  been  appointed  Jrom  tke 
opening  of  tke  polls  until  their  close^  and  perform  the  followiuj^  duties: 

1.  To  check  upon  the  votinj(-Iist  furnished  them,  the  name  of  every  person  who 
votes.  This  duty  will  be  performed  at  each  precinct,  by  the  sapervisors  selected  by  the 
chief  supervisor  for  that  duty.  Immediately  ou  the  closing  of  the  polls,  the  voting 
list  will  be  placed  in  the  envelope  provided  for  that  purpose,  sealed  up,  and  retained 
by  the  supervisor  who  has  kept  it,  who  will  return  it,  together  with  the  certificate  of 
the  ballots  polled,  to  the  chief  supervisor  on  the  morning  of  the  day  after  the  election. 

2.  To  challenge  the  vote  of  every  person  marked  for  challenge  on  the  voting  list  far- 
nished  you,  and  any  vote  offered  by  any  person  whose  legal  qualifications  the  sapervi- 
sors, or  either  of  them,  may  doubt.  You  will  also  note  on  your  voting  list  any  name 
challenged  by  any  other  person,  and  the  reason  for  such  challenge.  Should  any  one  offer 
to  vote  on  the  name  of  any  person  marked  on  your  list  for  arrest,  you  will  at  once  order 
his  arrest  by  a  deputy  marshal.  The  law  authorizes  the  arrest,  without  warrant,  of  any 
person  voting,  or  attempting  to  vote,  illegally,  in  the  presence  of  a  supervisor.  If  no 
deputy  marshal  is  present,  the  law  authorizes  the  supervisor  himself  to  make  the  arrest 
without  wan'ant,  Slionld  you  have  to  do  so,  you  will  give  the  person  so  arrested  to  the 
custiKly  of  the  police,  and  at  once  resume  your  duty  at  the  ballot-box. 

3.  To  be  and  remain  continually  where  the  ballot-boxes  are  kept,  after  the  polls  are  open 
until  each  and  every  vote  cast  at  said  time  and  place  shall  be  counted,  the  canvass  of 
all  votes  polled  be  wholly  completed,  and  the  proper  and  requisite  certificates  or  returns 
are  made,  signed,  and  endorsed. 

4.  To  personally  inspect  and  scrutinize,  from  time  to  time,  and  at  all  times,  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  voting  is  done,  and  the  way  and  method  in  which  the  voting  list,  tal- 
leys,  or  check  lists  are  kept. 

Sapervisors  are  cautioned  against  any  interference  with  the  officers  appointed  by  the 
city  government  to  take  charge  of  the  polls,  unless  such  ofiicers  should  act  in  direct 
violation  of  law. 

o.  You  are  authorized  and  directed,  the  better  to  enable  yon  to  discharge  ygnr  duties, 
to  take,  occupy,  and  remain  in  such  position  or  positions,  frpm  time  to  time,  whether 
before  or  behind  the  ballot-boxes  as  will,  in  your  judgment,  best  enable  you  to  see  each 
person  offering  to  vote,  and  as  will  best  conduce  to  your  scrutinizing  the  manner  iu 
which  the  voting  is  being  conducted. 

In  the  discharge  of  this  duty,  you  will  be  careful  not  to  interfere  unnecessarily  with 
the  city  officers. 

6.  At  the  closing  of  the  polls  for  the  reception  of  votes,  you  are  required  to  place 
yourself  in  such  a  position  iu  relation  to  the  ballot-boxes,  for  the  purpose  of  engaging 
in  the  work  of  canvassing  the  ballots  in  said  boxes  contained,  as  will  fully  enable  yoa 
to  count  and  canvass  each  and  every  ballot  in  each  and  every  box. 

If  it  is  found  inconvenient  for  you  to  count  the  votes  at  the  same  time  with  the  city 
inspectors,  you  will  wait  until  they  have  made  their  count  and  canvass,  and  then  pro- 
ceed to  make  yours,  being  careful  that  each  supervisor  examines  and  counts  erery  ballot 
cast. 

7.  A  certificate  of  the  total  number  of  votes,  the  number  of  votes  cast  for  each  can- 
didate for  the  office  of  governor  and  Representative  iu  Congress,  will  be  made  out  on 
the  blanks  furnished,  and  signed  by  both  supervisors,  and  returned  in  a  sealed  envelope 
to  the  chief  supervisor  ou  the  morning  of  the  day  after  the  election. 
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S.  On  election  day  do  snpervisor  will,  under  any  circnmgtanceB,  be  allowed,  while 
rifliio  (be  ptillin^-place,  to  electioneer  or  eugaj^e  iu  any  political  disciiHsiou  ;  or  to  bave 
By  b^illotd  within  the  pol]in|;-place  at  any  time  save  when  ofifcring  his  own  vote.  Eleo- 
iviie^ng,  canvassing,  or  what  is  generally  designated  as  **  outside  work,'*  is  no  part. 
i  his  doty,  and  it  will  not  in  any  wise  be  tolerated.  No  declaration  of  the  result,  and 
oitalement  of  the  condition  of  the  polls,  of  the  number  of  votes  cast,  or  of  names 
becked,  or  of  the  name  of  any  one  who  has  or  has  not  voted,  shall  be  made  by  any  su- 
^nrifior,  until  the  polls  are  closed. 

Tbe  chief  snpervisor  has  made  such  arrangements  that  any  misconduct  or  nt^gl*'ct  of 
Uty  on  the  part  of  any  snpervisor  will  be  surely  reported  to  him.  Tbe  attention  of 
each  sopervisor  is  particularly  called  to  the  following : 

Act  of  February  2Bth,  1871. 

"Skct.  11.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  whoever  shall  be  appointed  a  supervisor 
if  election,  or  a  special  deputy  marshal,  nuder  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  s  tall  take 
iteoath  of  office  as  such  supervisor  of  election,  or  such  special  deputy  marshal,  who 
iball  thereafter  neglect  or  refuse,  without  good  and  lawful  excuse,  to  perforin  and  dis-* 
tharge  fully  the  duties, obligations  and  requirements  of  such  office,  until  the  expiration 
rf  the  term  for  which  he  was  appointed,  shall  not  only  be  subject  to  removal  from 
iffice  with  loss  of  all  pay  or  emoluments,  but  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and,  on 
■ooviction,  shall  be  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  less  than  sik  months,  nor  more 
;bac  one  year,  or  by  line  of  not  less  than  two  hundred  dollars,  and  not  exceeding  live 
liiiDdnKi  dollars,  or  by  both  fine  and  imprisonment,  and  shall  pay  the  costs  of  prosecu- 
tiocL'* 

Tbe  law  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  relating  to  the  **  duty  of  ward  officers  when 
right  to  vote  is  challenged  "  is  quoted  for  your  guidance. 

FChapter  206.] 

AN  ACT  in  amendment  of  an  act  relating  to  elections. 

"  BtU  evactedf  eic.^  as  foliates:  Sect.  1.  Whenever,  in  any  election  in  a  city,  the  right 
of  any  person  oifering  to  vote  is  challenged  for  any  cause  recognized  by  exi^riug  laws, 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  warden  or  presiding  officer  to  require  the  name  and  residence 
of  tbe  person  so  offering  to  vote  to  be  written  upon  the  ballot  so  offered  and  challenged 
dtkfr  hg  himself  or  some  person  in  his  behalf  and  the  warden  or  presiding  officer  shall 
xld  thereto  the  name  of  the  person  challenging  the  same,  and  the  caune  assigned  there- 
for, before  snch  ballot  shall  be  received ;  and  if  such  ballot  shall  be  offered  sealed,  the 
vriting  as  aforesaid  may  be  upon  the  envelope  covering  the  same,  and  the  warden  or 
Dther  presiding  officer,  in  the  presence  of  the  clerk  and  at  least  one  inspector,  shall 
Bark  and  designate  such  ballot,  by  writing  thereon  the  name  of  the  person  by  whom 
it  was  cast,  before  it  is  counted;  and,  at  the  close  of  the  election,  the  same  shall  be 
fttamed  to  the  envelope  in  which  it  was  deposited:  Provided,  That  nothing  contained 
inthiAact  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  permit  ward  officers  to  receive  any  vote  which, 

bf  existing  laws,  they  are  required  to  refuse.^' 

« 

9.  Depnty  marshals  mnst  not  be  allowed  behind  the  rails,  unless  to  take  the  place  of 
trapervisor  prevented  by  any  reason  from  discharging  his  duties.  Should  such  an  in- 
taoce  occnr,  the  depnty  marshal  called  should  belong  to  a  different  political  party 
torn  tbe  supervisor  on  duty. 

10.  If  any  snpervisor  shall  not  be  allowed  to  exercise  and  discharge  fully  and  freely 
•eh  and  every  duty,  obligation,  and  power  conferred  on  him,  it  is  his  duty  promptly  to 
fport  the  same  to  tbe  chief  supervisor. 

11.  Supervisors  in  discharging  their  duties  should  be  careful  not  to  do  anything  offen- 
ively,  and  at  all  times  to  remember  that  the  sole  object  of  the  law,  under  which  they 
told  office,  is  to  preserve  the  purity  of  the  election,  with  justice  and  fairness  towards 
d]  persons  and  parties. 

It.  No  compensation  will  be  made  to  any  supervisor,  unless  he  returns  all  his  books, 
liapers,  and  voting  lists  to  the  chief  supervisor. 

Chief  Supervisor  of  Election  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts. 

The  Witness.  T  would  now  like  to  state  tbe  mode  which  I  adopted  in 
making  ap|>ointments  of  supervisors.  I  applied  to  the  chairmen  of 
the  Democratic  and  Republican  city  commitlees  for  lists  of  such  persons 
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as  tbcy,  or  the  political  parties  which  they  represented,  desired  to  have 
selected  for  those  positions.  Upon  receiving  those  lists  from  the  chair- 
men of  the  several  committees,  I  reqnired  each  applicant  to  file  an  ap- 
plication in  his  own  handwriting  and  over  his  own  signature  upon  h 
printed  form  which  I  had  prepared  for  the  purpose,  and  a  copy  of  which 
I  now  submit.  The  list  of  Democratic  applicants  was  submitted  to  the 
Eepublican  chairman,  the  list  of  Republican  applicants  was  submitted 
to  the  Democratic  chairman,  and,  with  one  exception,  each  acquiesced 
in  the  appointments  of  the  other.  In  the  only  instance  in  which  objec- 
tion was  made,  no  charge  was  preferred  against  the  person  selected  as 
supervisor,  but  the  Democratic  chairman  simply  said  he  would  be 
obliged  to  me  if  I  would  not  appoint  the  man.  As  th*ere  seemed  to  be 
80  general  harmony,  I  did  not  appoint  the  man,  and  they  had  another 
Kepublican  or  Democrat,  as  the  case  may  have  been,  substituted  in  his 
place. 
[The  form  of  application  above  referred  to  is  as  follows :] 

Boston, ,  1878, 

To  Henry  L.  Hallett,  Chief  Supervisor  of  EhcHoM : 

Sir  :  I  hereby  apply  for  appoiDtiiieDt  as  a  sopervieor  of  election  in  the voting  pre- 
cinct of  the ward,  in  the  city  of . years  of  age,  aod 

reside  at  No.  —  street,  in  the ward,  in  said  city.     I  have  resided  in  said  city  — 

years. 

My  business  is  that  of  a ,  at  No. street,  in  the  city  of 

My  nativity  is I  am  [married  or  sinj^le] 


My  political  faith  and  opinions  are  those  now  held  by  the party. 


IfRpplicnnt  occupies'^  T  |L|T| 
Mny  po<>iti<iii  iindrr  the  | 
United  StnlfH.  State.  . 
«)r  Itxnl  Riivrrnment,  ' 
lift  forth  ihf  onmehere  | 
in  full,  in  d«?taiL  j 


Respecting  my  fitness  for  the  position  desired,  I  refer  to  the  following  persons : 


I  certify  that  I  am  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  State  of  Massachns^^tts ; 
that  1  am   able  to  read  and  write  the  English  language,  and  that  the  written  portiun 
or'  this  paper  is  all  in  my  handwriting,  and  that  I  have,  myself,  read  the  whole  of 
application,  and  know  its  contents,  and  the  facts  herein  sated  respecting  myself  &re 
true. 

Respectfally,  yours, 

(Signature  of  applicant,)  . 

NoTK  —The  applicant  must  fill  in  thia  application  in  hi«  own  handwriting  and  personally  preseatit 
to  the  chief  supervisor,  al  No.  140  Tremont  street,  Boston,  room  d. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  You  obtained  the  list  of  the  registry,  in  the  first  place,  from 
whom  ? — A.  From  the  oflSce  of  the  city  registrars  of  voters. 

Q.  Where  did  you  send  that  registry  list? — A.  I  prepared  for  ea«h 
precinct  two  books  similar  to  the  one  that  I  now  show  you,  each  contain- 
ing a  copy  of  the  precinct  registry,  and  furnished  one  of  those  to  each 
of  the  two  supervisors.  I  gave  them  verbal  instructions,  in  addition  to 
the  instructions  of  the  printed  circular,  to  scrutinize  every  n*ime  upon 
the  list.  If  they  ])ersoually  knew  or  upon  inquiry  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  name  of  a  man  was  correct  and  was  properly  on  the  list,  they 
were  to  check  it.  If  xhey  had  any  doubt  in  regard  to  a  naqie  and  could 
not  get  reliable  information  as  to  the  qualifications  of  the  man  whom  it 
purported  to  represent,  they  were  to  go  to  that  man's  place  of  residence, 
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ee  him  personally,  and  ascertain  whether  the  name  had  been  property 
ilaceii  apou  the  list  or  not.  It  was  not  until  the  23d  of  October,  about 
oarteen  days  before  the  election,  that  the  supervisors  were  all  appointed, 
nd  therefore  but  a  very  brief  period  of  time  was  allowed  me  in  which 
odo  the  work  required  to  be  done.  For  tbat  reason  I  do  not  consider 
bat  the  work  was  thoroughly  done  by  me,  but  I  will  say  that  it  was 
lone  as  well  as  it  could  have  been  done  in  the  short  time  afforded  for 
ke  purpose. 

Q.  Did  these  lists  come  back  to  you  with  checks  set  opposite  the 
lames  of  suspected  persons! — A.  No,  sir;  my  instructions  to  tlie  super- 
risors required  them  to  write  in  the  margins  of  the  books  any  informa- 
ion  tbey  mi^ht  receive  concerning  the  names  that  they  thought  were 
M>t  right.  They  were  to  copy  that  into  their  reports  to  me,  and  these 
sports  were  to  be  hronght  or  sent  to  me  on  the  following  day.  Then  I 
rent  over  the  list  with  them  in  regard  to  that,  and  if  satisfied  that 
i  name  objected  to  was  all  right,  that  the  objection  was  not  a  good  one, 
I  said  nothing  about  it ;  otherwise  1  put  it  upon  the  list  of  names  to  be 
investigated  by  the  deputy  marshals,  as  £  have  stated. 

Q.  Did  both  of  the  supervisors  of  the  locality,  or  but  one,  act  with  you 
in  canvassing  these  lists? — A.  1  knew  no  distinction  between  the  two 
supervisors  and  treated  both  alike ;  in  fact,  I  did  not  know  the  politics 
of  eitbar  as  they  came  before  me — that  I  only  knew  by  the  color  of  the 
books. 

Q.  State  in  how  many  instances  the  names  of  persons  on  this  list  were 
returned  to  you  by  the  supervisors  as  defective  or  as  those  of  persons 
whose  right  to  vote  was  doubtful. — A.  The  aggregate  was  between 
twelve  and  thirteen  hundred.  That  was  the  number  of  cases  reported 
to  me  by  the  supervisors  as  those  of  men  concerning  whom  they  had 
their  doubts,  whether  the  names  were  properly  upon  the  lists.  Those  in- 
cladeil  cases  of  deaths,  removals  from  the  State,  non-residence,  and  the 
like.  (Producing  and  exhibiting  a  batch  of  papers.)  These  are  the  re- 
ports that  were  made  to  me  by  the  supervisors.  They  show  the  form  in 
which  they  came  to  me.  They  would  be  handed  to  me  as  a  general  rule 
by  each  supervisor,  when  I  would  go  over  each  name  with  him  and  with 
a  blue  pencil  make  the  marks  that  you  see  there — the  letter  ^'  d  "  being 
iotended  to  indicate  that  the  man  opposite  to  whose  name  it  appears  is 
dead,  the  letter  ^'  c"  meaning  that  the  party  is  marked  for  challenge  on 
the  day  of  the  election.  Of  the  twelve  or  thirteen  hundred  names  which 
were  reported  to  me,  nine  hundred  and  some  odd  were  marked  for  chal- 
lenge on  the  day  of  election,  these  being  persons  concerning  whom  I  had 
«ome  doubts  as  to  their  being  residents  and  against  whom  the  proof, 
while  not  such  as  to  warrant  the  issuing  of  a  warrant  of  arrest,  was  sufii- 
cient  to  justify  the  marking  of  their  names  on  the  voting  list  for  chal- 
lenge. 

Q.  You  say  there  were  900  and  some  odd  of  those  names  after  the 
marshals  had  made  their  examination,  do  youf — A.  When  this  list  was 
handed  to  me  I  would  take  off  each  name  as  I  have  stated,  put  it  upon  a 
ilipof  paper,  call  in  a  deputy  marshal,  and  tell  him  to  investigate  the 
:ase  to  which  I  called  his  attention  and  to  report  to  me.  These  directions 
were  given  orally,and  upon  examining  that  report,  when  made,  I  marked 
:he  man  for  arrest  or  for  challenge,  or  drew  my  pencil  through  it,  to  indi- 
cate that  nothing  was  to  be  done  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  in  any  instance  state  to  the  supervisor  who  returned  it 
:bat  the  list  was  not  satisfactory  f — A.  I  had  occasion  to  reprimand  sev- 
sral  supervisors  for  not  properly  performing  their  duty,  tor  not  accom- 
plishing as  much  work  as  I  thought  they  ought  to  have  accomplished. 
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Q.  Was  that  in  regard  to  tlie  lists  T — A.  In  regard  to  some  of  them, 
yes.  I  want  to  bear  testimony  to  tb©  faithful  way  in  which  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  supervisors  performed  their  d«ty.  Both  sides,  irrespective 
of  party,  seemed  to  enter  into  the  business  with  ii  ^reat  deal  of  heartiness 
and  alacrity ;  but,  of  course,  in  so  large  a  number  there  were  exceptions. 
Of  the  whole  212,  there  were  some  18  or  15  who  were  lazy  and  iudoleDtf 
and  (lid  not  perform  their  duty  heartily. 

Q.  That  fact  you  gathered  from  the  lists  wheu  they  reported  to  yoat 
— A.  I  gathered  that  from  the  lists  when,  as  to  certain  lists,  no  imper- 
fecrions  were  reported  and  as  to  others,  in  similar  localities,  they 
would  report  many  doubtful  or  questionable  names. 

Q.  Where  the  supervisor's  report  was  not  satisfactory  to  you,  did  yoa 
take  it  as  it  had  been  made  or  did  you  order  him  to  re  examine  it  ? — A. 
I  ordered  him  to  re-examine  it,  to  go  over  the  list  again. 

Q.  Did  you  point  out  in  his  district  specific  cases  of  men  whom  you 
suspected  to  be  illegal  voters! — A.  I  did  not  make  any  specific  charges. 

Q.  Then  your  opinion  was  based  solely  upon  the  assumption  that 
there  had  not  been  enough  of  names  checked  f — A.  That  was  my  idea. 

Q.  Of  that  class  there  were  how  many  cases  f — A.  One  or  two  men, 
I  think,  almost  wholly  neglected  their  duty,  and  from  that  up  to  the 
number  I  have  stated  they  did  their  work  with  more  or  less  indifference, 
but  the  number  of  these  was  very  small  as  compared  to  the  whole  num- 
ber of  men  employed. 

Q.  What  amount  of  pay  did  each  of  these  supervisors  draw?— A. 
The  chief  supervisor  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  pay  of  the  supervisors. 
Under  the  orders  of  Judge  Lowell,  I  think  that  most  of  them  received 
pay  for  six  days'  service.    They  were  paid  by  the  United  States  marshal, 

Q.  Was  not  their  period  of  service  computed  by  you  ? — A.  In  the 
first  instance,  I  endeavored  to  arrange  what  I  thought  would  be  a  fair 
compensation  for  the  supervisors,  as  the  marshal  said  he  would  not 
make  payment  except  upon  a  certificate  from  me.  My  estimate  of  the 
work  that  I  thought  they  had  performed  was  based  upon  the  number 
of  days  for  which  they  had  been  em])loyed.  They  were  dissatisfied  with 
ray  estimate.  I  did  not  see  fit  to  change  it,  and  they  went  before  the 
court,  when  Judge  Lowell,  under  a  special  order  of  court,  fixed  their 

pay. 

Q.  You  put  it  too  low,  did  you  ? — A.  They  thought  so. 

Q.  How  many  days  did  you  allow  them? — A.  Four,  five,  and  six  dajs, 
according  to  the  amount  of  work  that  I  thought  they  had  done.  I  have 
now  here  the  books  of  the  supervisors,  with  the  reports  which  they  made 
to  me,  these  showing  the  number  of  names  reported  upon  in  each  case. 
Upon  these  I  based  my  estimate  of  the  amount  of  work  which  they  had 
(lone.  Prior  to  the  election,  public  registration  was  had  at  differeut 
dates,  covering  a  period  of  ten  days,  in  fifteen  or  seventeen  different 
places  in  the  city  of  Boston.  Four  of  those  days  had  passed  before  the 
appointments  of  the  supervisors  were  made.  For  each  of  those  15  or 
17  localities  I  appointed  one  Democratic  and  one  Republican  supervisor, 
who  were  in  attendance  upon  the  public  registration  for  six  days,  and 
in  addition  to  that  were  required  to  verify  their  books.  These  super- 
visors, some  30  or  34  in  number,  were  each  allowed  ten  days'  pay.  The 
rest  were,  by  order  of  court,  allowed  six  days,  being  required  to  make 
affidavit  and  give  the  specific  days  which  they  had  served.  The  chief 
supervisor's  election  account  is  a  distinct  account.  It  has  not  yet  been 
settled. 

Q.  Give  the  sura  total  of  the  account  rendered. — A.  It  is  $2,726,49  5 
that  is,  the  election  account. 
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Q.  While  the  registration  was  being  made  ap,  the  lists  of  voters  being 
sntiDed  and  the  arrangements  for  the  election  in  progress,  did  the  politi- 
cal committees  of  the  city  or  either  of  them  have  access  to  your  records 
or  know  what  you  were  doing? — A..  No,  sir;  not  that  I  know  of.  I  was 
ready  at  all  tiihes  to  answer  questions  from  either  party  as  to  any  mat- 
ters concerning  which  it  was  proper  for  them  to  be  informed. 

Q.  Did  ekher  party  have  access  to  your  lists  of  voters  for  the  purpose 
of  scanning  the  names  of  those  wbo  were  suspected  of  a  purpose  to 
Tote  illegally  ?— A.  Not  so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  but  it  was  very  easy 
for  the  Republican  or  the  Democratic  supeivisor  to  show  his  list  to 
others  of  his  party. 

Q.  I  speak  of  it  with  reference  to  the  records  of  your  office. — A. 
Neither  party  attempted  in  any  way  to  control  or  interfere  with  my 
movements  in  any  direction. 

Q.  And  had  no  access  to  your  records,  so  far  as  you  knowf — A.  They 
eoold  have  had  no  access  to  them ;  no,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  You  were  appointed  supervisor  for  the  district  of  Massachusetts, 
in  1872  ?— A.  I  was. 

Q.  Do  you  exercise  function^  as  supervisor  elsi^where  than  in  the  city 
of  Boston? — A.  I  acted  at  the  last  election  for  Lowell  and  Cambridge 
al8o. 

Q.  Supervisors  were  appointed  for  the  city  of  Cambridge  f — A  Super- 
Tisors  of  voting  were  appointed  for  that  city. 

Q.  No  requests  were  made  from  there  for  marshals? — A.  No  requests 
were  made  for  marshals  in  Cambridge;  the  request  from  there  was  to 
have  the  voting,  not  the  registration  of  voters,  scrutinized.  In  1872, 
15^74,  and  1876,  application  was  made  to  the  court  to  have  the  voting 
scrutinized,  and  it  was  not  until  1878  that  application  was  made  to  have 
the  registration  scrutinized. 

Q.  Has  either  political  party  ever  found  any  fault  with  your  method 
of  administering  the  law  and  discharging  your  duties  as  supervisor,  so 
far  as  you  know  ? — A.  So  far  as  I  know,  no,  sir. 

Q.  No  complaint  has  reached  you? — A.  No  complaint  has  reached  me 
from  any  source. 

Q.  On  the  contrary,  is  it  not  true  that  both  parties  have  expressed 
^at  satisfaction  with  the  manner  in  which  you  have  discharged  your 
duties  ? — A.  They  have  kindly  done  so.  It  was  my  intetion  to  be  im- 
partial. 

Q.  I  will  ask  the  question  whether  you  consider  yourself  as  an  active 
political  partisan  in  any  sense? — A.  In  no  sense,  because  I  have  no 
affih'ation  with  either  party.  I  have  considered  myself  as  out  of  politics 
siDce  1863. 

Q.  You  have  already  indicated  that  applications  were  formally  made 
for  a  supervision  of  the  voting  Hsts.  Under  the  law  there  were  then 
two  methods  of  procedure,  one  for  the  appointment  of  supervisors 
vitb  reference  to  the  voting  alone,  and  the  other,  as  I  understand  it, 
having  reference  to  the  appointment  of  marshals.  Please  to  explain 
those  methods. — A.  The  law  allows  the  appointment  of  supervisors  of 
registration  and  supervisors  of  voting,  either  separately  or  together. 
Formerly  the  supervisors  of  voting  were  the  only  ones  who  were  ap- 
pointed. 

Q.  State  how  and  upon  whose  request  the  machinery  of  the  election 
law  was  set  in  operation  in  the  general  election  of  November,  1878,  giv- 
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ing  the  facts  in  detail.^ — A.  The  first  of  the  applications  that  were  re- 
ceived was  filed  with  the  court  on  the  14th  of  September,  1878,  and  wa8 
from  ten  residents  of  ward  24,  precinct  1.  It  asked  for  the  scratiniziDg 
of  the  registry  of  voters  of  that  pnc  niit.  That  was  i:i  what  was  then 
Mr.  Dean's  district. 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Dean  in  regard  to  it! — A.  I 
had,  but  not  until  some  time  afterwards. 

Q.  Proceed  in  your  own  way. — A.  From  September  14th  up  to  Sep- 
tember 26th  or  27th,  forty-five  applications  from  forty -five  different  pre- 
cincts in  the  Congressional  district  which  was  represented  by  Mr.  Dean 
were  tiled  in  the  circuit  court,  each  application,  as  required  by  law,  hav- 
ing ten  names  attached  to  it.  As  rapidly  as  those  applications  came  iD 
they  were  referred  to  me,  and  before  they  had  all  been  filed  I  had  a 
conversation  with  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Abbott,  and  some  others  of  the  Demo- 
cratic party  who  came  up  to  see  me  in  relation  to  the  mode  of  proceed- 
ing. As  the  registration  had  never  before  been  scrutinized  in  that 
district  as  was  then  proposed,  they  desired  to  know  what  course  I  should 
pursue. 

Q.  Were  the  applications,  thus  far,  made  in  the  interest  of  the  Demo- 
cratic party',  of  Mr.  Dean  and  his  friends  ? — A.  I  presume  that  they  came 
from  the  Democratic  side;  I  so  understood  it. 

Q.  The  first  movement  to  set  in  operation  this  election  machinery  last 
autumn  came  from  the  Democratic  rather  than  from  the  Kepublicaii 
party? — A.  So  I  understood. 

Q.  Proceed  with  your  statement  of  the  interview. — A.  The  interview 
was  a  brief  one.    I  stated  to  Mr.  Dean  my  idea  of  the  law,  and  he  said 
that  the  chairman  or  some  one  would  see  me  further  relative  to  the  matter. 
Not  hearing  from  the  chairman  or  any  one  else,  I  subsequently  went 
around  myself  to  Mr.  Dean's  oflBce  to  hurry  matters  up,  as  I  wanted  to 
make  up  a  list  of  the  supervisors.    I  do  not  think  I  saw  Mr.  Dean,  but 
I  saw  some  of  his  friends,  and  requested  them  to  send  in  the  names  of 
some  of  the  parties  whom  they  desired  to  have  appointed.     My  famil- 
iarity with  the  citizens  of  Boston  not  being  such  as  to  enable  me  to 
make  appointments  without  assistance,  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  have 
the  names  so  that  I  might  have  something  to  act  upon.    Some  time  early 
in  October,  Parker  W.  Chandler,  who  holds  an  official  position  in  the 
Republican  party,  I  think,  came  to  me  in  relation  to  certain  localities  in 
the  district  known  as  Mr.  Morse's  district  (though  some  one  else  possibly 
may  have  then  represented  it)and  wanted  toapplyforsupervision  in  those 
localities.   After  some  conference,  it  was  thought  better  that  application 
be  made  for  the  whole  city  instead  of  for  a  portion  of  it;  consequently  Mr. 
Chandler  and  Mr.  Kimball,  twoEepublicans,  made  application  for  the  su- 
pervision of  registration  and  voting  for  the  whole  city  of  Boston.     That 
superseded  the  forty-fite  applications  for  supervision  of  voting  made  by 
Mr.  Dean,  and  covered  both  the  supervision  of  voting  and  that  of  regis- 
tration.   I  then  proceeded,  as  I  have  stated,  to  get  my  lists  of  super- 
visors from  both  parties  and  to  give  instructions  to  the  appointees. 

Q.  Substantially,  the  appointment  of  supervisors  was  endorsed  by 
both  political  parties  f — A.  Every  Republican  supervisor  was  endorsed 
by  a  representative  of  the  Democratic  part^',  and  every  Democratic 
supervisor  was  endorsed  by  a  representative  of  the  Republican  party. 

Q.  And  all  of  these  names  came  originally  from  the  political  parties 
to  which  the  supervisors  respectively  l>elonged  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  ISone  of  them  were  selected  by  you  in  the  first  instance  ? — A.  Not 
one. 
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Q.  What  class  of  men  as  a  whole  were  appcJinfed  ? — A.  A  very  excel- 
Jeot  class  of  men,  one  mach  better  than  one  wonld  have  expected. 

Q.  Was  this  body  of  men  more  or  less  efficient  as  compared  with  offi- 
cers of  the  State  having  similar  duties  to  perform  ? — A.  I  heard  that 
they  were  very  much  more  efficient  than  those  selected  by  the  city. 
That  I  only  know  by  hearsay,  of  coarse.  One  of  the  city  officials  com- 
plained to  -me  that  all  their  best  men  were  trying  to  get  appointed  United 
States  supervisors  instead  of  city  supervisors.  What  prompted  the 
preference  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  your  action  in  connection  with  the  marshals. 
You  had  nothing  to  do  with  respect  to  the  appointment  of  the  marshals, 
of  course  t — A.  Nothing  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  in  your  office  any  records  relating  to  the  performance 
of  their  duties  by  the  marshals? — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  their  oaths  of  office, 
which  I  am  required  to  keep.  When  parties  were  brought  before  me  by 
the  Uuite<l  States  marshal  to  be  sworn  in  as  marshals  they  were  asked 
by  me  to  state  their  names,  ages,  residences,  places  of  nativity,  places 
of  business,  whether  they  were  qualified  to  vote,  whether  married  or 
single,  their  political  beliefs,  and  for  what  places  they  were  appointed. 
They  then  took  and  subscribed  to  the  ironclad  oath  before  me.  The 
book  which  I  have  now  before  me  contains  the  record  of  their  official 
oaths. 

Q.  Can  you  state,  by  reference  to  the  book,  what  was  the  relative 
8tauding  of  the  marshals  so  appointed  with  reference  to  their  political 
sentiments? — A.  I  could  not  state  that  from  the  book,  and  my  only  in- 
formation in  regard  to  it  is  that  which  I  received  from  Mr.  Usher,  the 
United  States  marshal.  Their  political  sentiments  as  recorded  in  the 
book  are  of  all  shades,  Democratic,  Kepublican,  Greenback,  Independ- 
ent, and  so  forth. 

Q.  Is  it  your  belief  that  they  were  appointed  with  a  view  to  giving 
any  one  party  a  larger  proportion  numerically  than  properly  belonged 
to  it,  or  that  the  appointments  were  made  impartially  from  among  the 
several  parties  of  the  city  f — A.  So  far  as  I  know,  Colonel  Usher  ap- 
pointed such  men  as  were  recommended  to  him  as  proper  men  to  be 
appointed.  lie  required,  as  I  did  in  the  case  of  the  supervisors,  a  writ- 
ten application,  signed  and  indorsed  by  some  responsible  party,  before 
making  an  appointment.  I  know  it  was  his  intention,  for  he  so  stated 
ic  to  me,  to  appoint  from  all  sections.  To  what  extent  he  did  that,  I  do 
not  know. 

Q.  W^ill  yon  have  some  one  make  a  list  of  the  various  marshals  as 
indicate<l  in  the  book  here  produced  by  you  and  furnish  the  same  to  the 
committee  f — A.  I  will. 

Q.  In  discharging  this  duty  of  correcting  the  lists,  you  came  person- 
ally in  contact  with  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  marshals,  did  you 
not  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  had  the  marshal  detail  some  fifteen  or  twenty  mar- 
abals,  and  those  1  employed.  As  to  a  majority  of  the  marshals,  1  only 
saw  them  to  administer  the  oath  to  them.  Perhaps  as  to  seven-eighths 
of  tbem  all  that  I  can  say  is  that  they  came  on  the  day  before  the  elec- 
tion, were  sworn  in,  and  served  on  the  day  of  the  election. 

Q.  About  how  many,  did  you  say,  were  under  your  personal  supervis- 
ion for  the  purpose  of  examining  the  lists! — A.  Fifteen  or  twenty,  I 
should  say. 

Q.  For  what  length  of  time  were  they  under  your  direction  ! — A.  Four 
w  five  or  ten  days,  and  as  the  business  increased  the  number  of  mar- 
shals increased. 
Q.  What  would  yon  say  as  to  their  personal  character  and  their  effi.- 
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cieDcy  iu  the  discharge  of  the  daties  that  devolved  apon  them  as  mar- 
shals t — A.  I  was  thoroughly  satisfied  so  far  as  coDcerned  the  detail  for 
my  service.  I  know  of  no  complaint  having  been  made  against  any 
marshal  or  any  supervisor  for  misconduct  on  the  day  of  election,  there- 
fore! judge  that  their  conduct  must  have  been  commendable. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  oppressive  conduct  beiug  exercised  by  the  mar- 
shals or  supervisors  toward  the  voters  in  any  instance  t — A.  No  mis- 
conduct was  reported  to  me. 

^  Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  found  this  city  registry  to  be 
quite  defective ;  and  you  have  given  some  of  the  reasons  why  it  may 
have  been  so,  such  as  the  method  iu  which  it  was  made,  in  being  copied 
from  the  assessors'  lists  and  so  on.  You  may  now  go  on  and  state  as 
specficially  as  you  can  what  errors  and  opportunities  for  error  you  have 
found  iu  that  list  and  whether  you  think  it  is  now,  after  this  correctioa 
which  you  made,  an  accurate  list  of  the  voters  of  this  city. — A.  I  have 
made  no  correction  of  the  list.  The  list  remains  the  same.  The  list  is 
made  under  the  supervision  of  the  State  authorities  and  the  supervisor 
has  no  control  over  it  nor  authority  in  any  way  to  strike  off  names  or 
change  the  list. 

Q.  Have  not  names  been  stricken  off  in  accordance  with  your  recom- 
mendations, in  any  instance? — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  the  State  or  city  authorities  have  con- 
formed to  your  report  in  any  case? — A.  I  furnished  Mr.  Chandler  with 
evidence  in  regard  to  a  large  number  of  people  whose  names,  on 
the  voting  list,  I  thought  ought  not  to  be  there.  I  understood  that  ho 
went  before  the  city  registrars  and  that  a  large  number  of  names, 
whether  100  or  300  I  do  not  know,  were  stricken  off.  This  is  only  hear- 
say.   I  have  no  knowledge  as  to  the  fact. 

Q.  You  have  no  personal  kuowledge  with  regard  to  the  list  itself 
whatever? — A.  No,  sir;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  and  thought  it  was 
not  proper  for  me  to  intervene.  I  was  ready  to  furnish  all  the  informa- 
tion and  material  in  my  possession  which  any  one  might  desire. 

Q.  Can  you  indicate  any  way  in  which  errors  might  creep  into  the 
registration,  other  than  that  of  simply  copying  from  the  assessor's  book 
into  the  lists  ? — A.  As  I  stated,  the  names  of  men  who  are  not  natural- 
ized and  of  others  who  cannot  read  or  write  are  copied  from  the  assess- 
or's list  on  the  registration  list.  Men  who  can  neither  read  nor  write 
get  others  to  read  or  write  for  them,  their  names  get  on,  and  they  go  up 
and  vote. 

Q.  Have  you  known  of  any  instances  of  that  description? — A.  Several 
of  the  parties  who  were  brought  up  for  refusal  to  answer  admitted,  when 
I  asked  them,  that  they  had  not  been  naturalized.  One  man,  when 
questioned,  very  quaintly  replied,  "And  why  shouldn't  I  vote;  ain't  my 
name  on  the  voting  list." 

Q.  Did  he  explain  how  his  name  came  to  get  upon  the  voting  list  ? — 
A.  I  asked  him  how  his  name  came  to  get  upon  the  voting  list,  and  he 
did  not  know. 

Q.  Had  you  any  information  in  regard  to  that,  or  did  your  investiga- 
tions cover  that  case? — A.  It  would  have  been  impossible  for  me  to  as- 
certain as  to  that.  The  man  himself  may  have  known  why  it  was  and 
he  would  not  tell,  of  course. 

Q.  Have  you  reason  to  believe,  from  your  knowledge  of  the  subject- 
matter,  that  there  are  still  upon  the  voting  list  many  names  that  ought 
not  to  be  there  ? — A.  I  have  no  question  that  there  are  upon  the  list 
from  3,500  to  5,000  names  which  ought  not  to  be  there*  That  is  the 
judgment  which  I  have  formed. 
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Q.  Do  tbese  Dames,  under  the  operation  of  the  State  laws  with  refer- 
oce  to  that  matter,  continue  on  the  list  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Prom  yoar  knowledge  of  the  whole  matter,  and  the  fact  that 
be  State  does  not  make  like  provision,  do  you  think  there  is  occasion 
)r  the  existence  of  the  United  States  election  laws  or  not  ? — A.  I  think 
bat  where  a  State  does  not  provide  such  laws  tbe  United  States 
hoold  provide  them,  but  I  also  think  that  the  Federal  law  should  be 
lade  more  efficient  in  its  details. 

Q.  What  modifications  t)r  improvements  in  the  law  would  yon  sug- 
e^T — A.  Such  a  change  in  the  mode  of  appointment  of  the  deputy  mar- 
bals  as  would  require  them  to  be  appointed  by  the  circuit  court  on  mo- 
on of  the  chief  supervisor,  the  same  as  the  supervisors  are  appointed, 
Dd  would  place  the  deputy  marshals  under  the  control  of  the  chief 
npervisors. 

Q.  As  the  law  now  stands,  is  not  the  whole  force  of  Federal  election 
fficers  practically  under  the  control  or  direction  of  the  chief  super- 
ior!— A.  I  do  not  so  understand  it. 

Q.  Practically,  you  found  no  difficulty  in  securing  from  the  marshal's 
epartment  all  the  aid  that  you  wanted  I — A.  No,  sir ;  but  a  difference 
f  opinion  arose  between  the  marshal  and  myself  relative  to  the  duties 
f  the  deputy  marshals.  He  acquiesced  in  my  construction  of  the  law, 
at  if  he  had  not,  I  had  no  power  to  do  anything  in  the  matter.  The 
larsbal  furnishes  to  the  deputies  the  instructions  which  they  receive. 
Q.  Yon  think  that  tbe  statute  ought  to  be  maJe  more  definite  in  re- 
ard  to  tbat  matter,  so  that  the  arm  of  the  supervisor,  in  tbe  enforce- 
lent  of  the  law,  may  be  felt  without  the  intervention  of  the  judgment 
f  any  other  person? — A.  I  think  there  should  be  a  responsible  man  at 
le  bead  of  the  whole  machinery. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  modification  to  suggest  with  a  view  to  making 
le  law  more  efficient  in  that  regard  f  Should  provision  be  made  with 
^ference  to  the  further  investigation  and  prosecution  of  cases  in  which 
roof  of  fraud  has  been  developed  before  the  election  f — A.  The  absence 
'  any  such  provision  is,  I  think,  a  great  defect  in  tbe  law.  Under  the 
terpretation  which  has  been  given  to  the  law,  the  official  tenure  of  the 
»puty  supervisor  has  terminated  with  the  close  of  the  polls  on  the  elec- 
>n  day  ;  consequently,  the  chief  supervisor,  having  then  no  one  to  as- 
)t  him  in  enforcing  his  requisitions  or  in  carrying  on  any  of  the  inves* 
^tions  which  he  may  then  wish  to  make  upon  the  proofs  furnished  by 
s  deputies,  is  unable  to  proceed  further  in  the  premises.  Tbe  commis- 
)n8  of  the  deputy  marshals  expire,  I  think,  on  the  day  of  the  election, 
ough  the  clerk  of  the  court  could  state  more  definitely  as  to  that  than 
can ;  my  belief  is  that  they  are  appointed  up  to  and  including  the 
ection  day  ;  therefore,  so  far  as  the  deputy  marshals  are  concerned,  any 
aods  that  are  perpetrated  on  tbat  day  are  allowed  to  remain  without 
ivestigation,  because  there  are  no  funds  left  to  pay  anybody  for  the 
irvice  which  su/^h  investigations  would  render  necessary. 
Q.  Has  any  provision  been  made  for  turning  over  to  the  district  at* 
)rney  the  mass  of  proof  which  may  have  been  collected,  so  that  the 
rdinary  methods  of  prosecution  may  be  resorted  to  ? — A.  The  district 
ittorney  can  of  course  haveall  the  reports  made  to  him,  but  he  has  nobody 
0  iQ?estigate  or  follow  them  up  and  determine  whether  they  are  true 
>r  false.  I  think  that  the  chief  supervisor  ought  to  have  a  corps  of  as- 
Hfttants  for  four  or  five  days  after  the  voting.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  to  continue  their  existence  for  any  great  length  of  time.  In 
foaror  five  days  all  the  work  that  ought  to  be  done  could  be  done. 

Q.  What  security  do  the  laws  of  the  State  provide  for  a  correct  regis- 
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tration,  for  the  depositing  of  the  vote  on  election  day,  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  safifrage  against  fraud  f — A.  I  have  not  looked  into  that 
subject  sufficiently  to  enable  me  to  answer  the  question. 

Q.  You  found  plenty  to  do  with  the  machinery  under  your  control  !— 
A.  I  found  a  great  deal  to  do,  and,  as  I  have  stated,  I  do  not  think  I 
more  than  half  did  the  work.  I  do  not  by  any  means  regard  the  twelve 
or  thirteen  hundred  names  as  re])resentinga]l  of  the  names  on  the  voting 
list  in  regard  to  which  investigations  should  have  been  made. 

Q.  You  speak  of  having  marked  some  of  the  names  on  the  list,  after 
reports  had  been  made  to  you,  with  the  letter  "  O"  and  a  blue  line. — A. 
The  meaning  of  that  was  that  the  parties  were  to  be  challenged  at  the 
polls. 

Q.  What  is  the  result  of  the  challenge  f — A.  The  form  of  challenge 
is  described  by  State  statute,  and,  among  other  formal  ties,  it  requires 
that  the  voter  shall  write  his  name  upon  the  back  of  his  ballot ;  the  pur- 
])ose  being,  by  means  of  the  marks  upon  the  ballot,  to  identify  the  person 
who  deposits  it  in  such  a  way  that  he  can  be  detected  and  punished  if, 
upon  subsequent  investigation,  it  is  found  that  he  was  not  entitled  to 
vote. 

Q.  The  purpose  of  the  challenge  then  is  to  facilitate  identitication  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  it  does  not  prevent  the  casting  of  the  ballot! — A.  No,  sir. 
Special  orders  were  given  to  the  supervisors  and  the  deputy  marshals 
(I  can  speak  as  to  the  deputy  marshals,  for  I  heard  the  instructions 
given  to  them)  to  allow  every  one  to  vote  who  wished  to  vote.  I  stated 
to  the  supervisors  orally  that  by  the  law  every  man  whose  name  was  on 
the  list  bad  the  right  to  vote  and  the  law  had  the  right  to  punish  him  if 
he  voted  illegally. 

Q.  Kepeat  your  statement,  for  I  did  not  quite  understand  it,  as  to  the 
character  of  cases  in  which  you  informed  the  men  who  were  brought 
before  you  that  they  would  be  arrested  if  they  voted  at  the  polls  ? — A. 
They  were  all  cases  of  non-naturalization  or  inability  to  read  and  write. 

Q.  You  investigated  sufficiently  to  assure  yourself  of  the  existence  of 
either  of  those  two  causes  of  disqualification,  and  then,  upon  the  parties 
appearing  before  you,  warned  them  that  they  would  be  arrested  if  they 
voted  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  that  in  no  case  in  which  you  were  not  thoroughly  satisfied 
that  the  party  was  disqualified  ? — A.  I  did  that  in  no  case  in  which  the 
parties  did  not  admit  that  they  were  disqualified. 

Q.  You  did  it  upon  theirown  admission  of  disqualification  ? — A.  Upon 
their  own  admission. 

Q.  Eepeat  the  reasons  yon  gave  for  keeping  secret  from  these  parties 
the  existence  of  the  warrants  of  arrest  which  were  to  be  execute<l  upon 
them  in  the  event  of  their  voting. — A.  1  thought  that  by  so  doing  my 
work  wonid  be  more  searching ;  that  if  I  did  not  give  out  the  names, 
those  whom  I  had  detected  as  having  been  improperly  registered  would 
be  frightened  and  deterred  from  voting,  while  those  who  were  entitled 
to  vote  would  come  forward.  I  knew  that  no  honest  voters  would  be 
deterred  and  believed  that  dishonest  voters  would  be  deterred.  Another 
consideration  was  that  I  did  not  feel  like  making  the  arrests  for  false 
registration  until  I  had  satisfied  myself  that  the  false  registration 'had 
been  perpetrated  by  the  accused  themselves  and  was  not  due  to  the 
negligence  of  others,  the  evidence  of  which  would  be  found  in  the  actual 
casting  of  ballots  by  such  persons.  Those  warrants  were  not  served, 
and  1  am  now  of  course  very  glad  that  I  did  not  serve  them,  because, 
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had  they  been  served,  the  parties  coald  not  have  been  convicted  before 
guv  court  of  law. 

Q.  That  is,  for  the  illegal  registration  ? — A.  That  is,  for  the  illegal 
registration. 

Q.  And  that  diflBcnlty  grows  out  of  the  loose  way  in  which  the  regis- 
tration Is  made! — A.  Itgrowsoutof  thelooseway  in  which  Mr.  McCleary 
(the  former  city  clerk)  made  the  list,  and  the  way  in  which  Mr.  Uoward 
(of  the  board  of  registrars),  who  continues  it,  has  testified  that  it  was 
matle  and  kept  np. 

Q.  Do  you  think  there  is  really  any  way  of  getting  a  correct  list  of 
the  voters  of  this  city  and  of  the  towns  of  this  State  whose  lists  are 
made  np  in  like  manner  other  than  by  bieginning  de  novo^  making  new 
lists  and  requiring  a  new  registration  from  the  voter  himself  ?— A.  New 
York  City  does  it  every  year  and  other  cities  and  towns  do  it  every 
year.  I  do  not  see  why  Massachusetts  could  not  do  it  once  in  three 
years,  or  at  least  once  in  ten  years. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Yon  think  that,  if  done,  the  State  ought  to  do  it,  do  you  not  f  You 
do  not  think  that  the  Federal  Government,  through  its  agents,  ought  to 
come  here  to  do  it  t — A.  Somebody  ought  to  do  it. 

Q.  I  ask  you  as  to  your  opinion  whether  the  Federal  Government, 
with  its  machinery  located  at  Washington,  ought  to  come  here  to  take 
part  in  the  local  government  of  your  people  or  whether  your  people  ought 
to  govern  themselves! — A.  I  think  that  the  State  ought  to  look  after 
its  voters  upon  a  question  relative  to  State  officers,  but  the  question  as 
to  what  extent  the  general  government  should  look  after  the  voting  for 
members  of  Congress  and  Presidential  electors  is  one  for  men  wiser  and 
graver  than  I  am  to  decide. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Yon  have  no  doubt,  however,  that  where  the  State  neglects  to  make 
soch  provision  the  nation  should  step  in  and  see  that  such  restrictions 
and  safeguards  as  are  necessary  to  insure  a  free  and  fair  exercise  of  the 
Riffrage  in  the  choice  of  electors  for  President  of  the  United  States  and 
of  members  of  Congress  are  secured! — A.  I  think  the  ballot  should  be 
pare  and  free. 

By  the  Chaikman  : 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  the  trne  way  of  getting  a  registry  here  is  to 
he  found  only  in  the  action  of  the  legislature  of  your  State  and  of  your 
own  people  ! — A.  I  think  that  the  first  step  in  that  direction  should  be 
taken  by  the  State,  but  whether  the  general  government  should  not 
also  look  after  voters  at  elections  for  President  and  members  of  Con- 
greiis,  is  a  question  which,  I  think,  has  two  sides  to  it.     The  vote  of  a 
single  ward  in  the  city  of  Boston  may  elect  a  member  of  Congress  whose 
vote  may  determine  the  political  complexion  of  the  Massachusetts  dele- 
gation in  the  House  of  Representatives,  and,  in  the  event  of  an  election 
of  President  by  the  House,  may  decide  the  Presidential  question.    There- 
fore whether  Congress  should  not  look  after  the  voting  in  that  ward  at 
aCon$rressional  election  is  a  question  which  I  leave  to  men  wiser  than 
myself  to  decide. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  the  Federal  Government,  through  its  officials 
great  and  small,  should  come  here  and  spend  its  money  to  enforce  re- 
strictions of  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  as, 
lor iustauce,  that  of  an  educational  qualification  for  voting! — A.  I  do 
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uot  think  I  could  answer  the  qaestion  in  the  way  in  which  it  is  put,  he^ 
cause  a  direct  answer  would  not  be  an  expression  of  my  opinion. 

Q.  You  can  answer  yes  or  do. — A.  It  is  not  a  question  that  can  he 
answered  by  yes  or  no. 

Q.  But  surely  you  have  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Federal  (xov- 
eminent  ought  to  come  here  to  enforce  State  restrictions  ! — A.  Certainly 
not,  if  to  enforce  State  restrictions  simply,  but  I  do  not  regard  an  elec- 
tion of  a  President  of  the  United  States  or  of  a  member  of  Congress  as 
a  State  matter ;  it  is  a  national  matter. 

(The  question  was  repeated.) 

A.  The  Federal  Government  has  the  right  to  require  that 'a  member 
of  Congress  shall  receive  only  legitimate  and  proper  votes,  and  such 
votes  are  to  be  given  in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Q.  You  say  there  are  upon  the  registry  of  the  city  of  Boston  from 
3,500  to  5,000  illegal  names,  or  names  that  ought  not  to  be  thera  Was 
not  this  registry  carefully  scrutinized  and  scanned  by  the  Itepublicaii 
and  Democratic  committees  before  the  election  of  last  year  f — A.  I 
could  not  say.  Being  entirely  out  of  the  political  world,  I  do  uot  know 
what  action  was  taken  by  the  committees.  I  presume  that  all  the  ward 
business  was  done  in  Boston  as  it  is  done  elsewhere. 

Q.  Then,  upon  what  data  do  you  base  the  statement  that  there  are 
from  3,500  to  5,000  names  illegally  upon  this  registry?— A.  Upon  what 
I  discovered  in  the  short  space  of  time  that  I  was  occupied  in  going 
over  the  matter. 

Q.  How  many  nnroes  were  complained  of  as  being  illegally  upon  tbe 
registry? — A.  Four  or  five  hundred,  I  should  think. 

Q.  How  many  persons  were  convicted  for  being  illegally  upon  the  reg- 
istry ? — A.  None.  As  I  told  you,  we  abandoned  all  prosecutions.  My 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  number  was  formed  from  the  testimony  of  tbe 
city  clerk,  who  testified  that  he  had  been  in  the  habit  of  copying  names 
upon  his  own  books  from  the  assessors'  books  without  knowing  whether 
they  were  the  names  of  voters  or  not.  It  was  from  that  testimony  that 
I  formed  that  opinion.  I  think  that  I  asked  the  city  clerk  as  to  tbe 
number  of  those  names,  and  that  he  conceded  there  were  2,000  or  more, 
but  of  that  I  am  not  positive.  My  impression  is  that  I  asked  him  aboat 
how  many  he  thought  there  were. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  get  at  the  fa(*t  whetner  the  State  carefully  scrutin- 
izes her  list  or  not. — A.  I  do  not  think  that  she  does.  I  think  decidedly 
not,  so  far  as  the  city  of  Boston  is  concerned. 

Q.  Is  there  no  scrutiny  by  the  officials  who  make  up  the  lists?— A. 
The  list  is  the  same  that  has  come  down  to  us  from  previous  years. 

Q.  But  not  scrutinized  from  year  to  year? — A.  No,  sir;  it  is  the  same 
list ;  it  is  the  list  which  has  been  published  and  which  will  be  repub- 
lished from  year  to  year.  The  dead  will  be  stricken  off  and  those  who 
have  changed  their  residences  will  be  assigned  other  residences. 

Q.  Who  does  that  I — A.  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  who  it  is  that  purifier  that  list? — A.  I  do  not 

Q  Is  not  provision  made  for  an  appeal  to  the  courts  of  Massachusetts 
to  take  off  names? — A.  I  think  that  the  board  of  registrars  do  strike  off 
names. 

Q.  Yon  attack  their  action  then  simply  upon  the  statement  of  the 
city  clerk  ?— A.  I  do  not  attack  their  action  at  all.  This  board  of  reg- 
istrars was  appointed  in  1874,  and  they  took  the  list  as  they  found  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  remedy  ?  Is  it  that  the  Federal  Government  is  to  cor- 
rect this  list  or  that  the  State  is  to  correct  it? — A.  I  think  that  tbe 
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SUte  oaght  to  begin  at  it,  and  I  arged,  so  far  aa  ft  was  in  my  power  to 
nife,  at  tbe  last  session,  that  the  legislature  should  take  action  in  that 
natter.  The  subject  was  discussed  for  a  long  time  and  a  bill  prepared, 
bot  the  bill  did  not  go  through. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  In  the  front  part  of  the  book  which  you  have  produced,  I  find  a 
memorandum  setting  forth  the  number  of  appointments  of  deputy  mar- 
shals at  225  for  Boston  and  13  for  Lowell. — A.  That  is  a  memorandum 
of  tbe  whole  number  sworn  in  before  me,  but  possibly  some  of  those  did 
not  serve  aud  were  not  paid. 

Q.  How  many  special  supervisors  were  appointed  for  the  city  of  Bos- 
ton in  1878? — A.  Two  hundred  and  twelve. 

Q.  Were  any  appointed  elsewhere;  and,  if  so,  how  many! — A.  They 
were  also  appointed  for  the  cities  of  Lowell  and  Cambridge;  in  Lowell 
10.  in  Cambridge  10. 

Q.  How  many  were  appointed  in  187Cf — A.  In  1876  fifty-two  super- 
visors were  appointed  for  the  city  of  Boston,  being  two  for  ejvch  of  the 
twenty-six  voting  precincts.  The  number  of  voting  precincts  was  in- 
creased in  1878  to  106,  each  ward  being  divided  into  four  or  five  pre- 
dncts,  making  the  number  of  special  supervisors  212. 

Q.  State  the  number  of  deputy  marshals  appointed  in  1876. — A.  For 
tbe  city  of  Boston  in  1876  one  hundred  and  seventeen  deputy  marshals 
were  appointed.  My  records  do  not  show  their  party  atliliations.  In 
tbe  same  year  two  supervisors  were  appointed  for  the  town  of  Eevere 
and  16  suiiervisors  for  the  city  of  Worcester.  No  deputy  marshals  were 
appointed  in  either  of  the  two  last-mentioned  places. 

Q.  Is  Kevere  a  town  of  over  20,000  inhabitants,  or  were  the  supervi- 
sors appointed  there  under  the  other  provision  of  the  law,  which  author- 
izes api>ointments  to  be  made  upon  the  application  of  ten  citizens? — A. 
Tbese  appointments  were  made  upon  the  application  of  ten  citizens.  The 
iobabitants  of  the  town  did  not  number  20,000. 

By  the  CHAmMAN : 

Q.  What  reports  were  made  by  your"  supervisors  in  Worcester  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  voting  lists? — A.  Up  to  1878  no  request  was  made 
to  the  circuit  court  to  appoint  supervisors  for  any  purpose  other  that 
tbe  supervision  of  the  voting.  The  registration  was  never  scrutinized 
ontil  1878.  In  1878  Lowell,  Cambridge,  and  Boston  were  supervised ; 
in  1876,  Worcester. 

Q.  Was  any  return  made  by  the  supervisors,  either  in  Lowell  or  Cam- 
bridge, of  persons  not  entitled  to  vote  whose  names  were  upon  the  list  ? 
—A.  The  registration  of  Cambridge  was  not  supervised ;  only  the  vot- 
iDg.  The  registration  of  Lowell  was  supervised,  and  the  twelve  super- 
visors there  ai)[)ointed  reported  to  me  no  case  of  false  registration. 

Q.  Were  any  arrests  made  for  illegal  voting  or  illegal  registration  in 
Lowell  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  nor  were  any  made  in  Cambridge  for  illegal  vot- 
ing. 

Q.  About  what  is  the  population  of  Lowell  f — A.  I  do  not  know.  The 
nnuiber  of  voters  is  some  nine  thousand,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  At  the  election  of  1878  these  appointments,  in  Boston,  were  made 
^itb  reference  to  the  election  of  members  of  Congress  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  other  officers  were  voted  for  or  offices  tilled  at  the  same  elec- 
ta before  the  same  election  officers  ? — A.  Governor,  lieutenant-gov- 
ernor, members  of  the  legislature,  a  dozen  or  more  of  State  officers. 
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Q.  Then  it  was  a  fall  State  electioD,  at  which  the  chief  officers  of  the 
State,  members  of  the  legislature,  and  other  minor  officers,  as  well  as 
members  of  Congress,  were  elected! —A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  warrants  yon  had  issued  against  these  persons  who,  as  yoa 
thought,  had  been  unlawfully  registered,  were  for  their  arrest  if  they 
offered  to  vote  at  that  election  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  as  1  understand  you,  these  warrants  would  have  been  exe- 
cuted against  such  persons  if  they  had  voted  for  State  officers  alone, 
the  same  as  if  they  had  voted  for  members  of  Congress  ! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
I  think  the  language  of  the  statute  is  in  substance  that  the  ballot  of  a 
voter  at  an  election  at  which  a  member  of  Congress  is  voted  for  is  to 
be  presumed  to  have  upon  it  the  name  of  a  candidate  for  Congress. 

Q.  So  that  their  voting  for  State  officers  alone  would  have  made  these 
men  liable  to  arrest? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  the  State  officers  and  Congressmen  were  voted  for  on  the  same 
tickets,  on  the  same  day,  and  before  the  same  election  officers,  there 
could  have  been  no  distinction  between  them  so  far  as  concerned  tbe 
action  of  the  election  officers,  and  therefore  the  execution  of  the  Federal 
law  with  reference  to  members  of  Congress  necessarily  interfered  with 
and  affected  the  State  election  as  well  ? — A.  The  law  requires  the  elec- 
tion officers  to  scrutinize  every  ballot  that  is  cast. 

Q.  The  election  officer  is  required  to  take  special  cognizance  of  ballots 
cast  for  members  of  Congress ;  but  as  all  the  ballots  contained  also  tbe 
names  of  the  candidates  for  State  and  local  offices,  there  was  necessarily 
involved  a  scrutiny  of  the  State  election  as  well  as  of  the  Congressional 
election? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  my  instructions  to  the  supervisors  were  to 
count  and  report  the  vote  for  the  two  candidates  for  governor,  so  that 
by  comparing  with  that  the  vote  for  member  of  Congress  I  might  have 
an  evidence  of  the  correctness  of  their  count. 

Q.  Y"ou  had  to  have  before  you  the  result  of  the  State  as  well  as  of 
the  Congressional  election  in  order  to  furnish  you  with  the  necessary 
information  as  to  whether  the  law  had  been  executed? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  fact,  then,  the  Federal  supervision  extends  as  well  over  State 
elections  as  over  Congressional  -elections  in  this  State  ? — A.  You  must 
draw  your  own  inference  from  it. 

Q.  Is  not  that  the  fact? — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Q.  Where  is  the  distinction  ? — A.  The  supervision  is  over  the  election 
of  a  member  of  Congress,  but  it  necessarily  acts  upon  the  State  elec- 
tion and  insists  upon  purifying  that  as  well  as  the  Congressional  election. 
I  am  only  speaking  of  it  as  a  matter  of  purification.  I  do  not  look  at  it 
from  a  political  point  of  view. 

Q.  And  I  am  looking  at  it  with  reference  to  how  far  the  Federal  law 
lays  its  hand  upon  the  State  authorities  in  the  ballots  cast  by  the  elect- 
ors for  State  officers. — A.  I  can  only  answer  the  question  by  saying 
there  never  has  been  the  least  conflict  between  the  Duited  States  and 
State  officers  in  the  city  of  Boston;  that  everything  has  been  harmoni- 
ous. And  I  should  judge  from  that  there  need  be  no  complaint  of  inter- 
ference at  all. 

Q.  It  may  or  may  not  be  a  very  good  thing  at  present  for  the  Federal 
Government  to  take  entire  control  of  the  elections  in  this  State,  but  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  Massachusetts  would  make  some  objection  to  that. 
Now  you  undertook  to  purify  the  registry  which  the  State  had  provided. 
I  will  ask  you  whether  every  man  of  the  eleven  hundred  whose  names 
you  noted  for  challenge  was  not  to  be  challenged  if  he  offered  to  vote 
for  State  officers  the  same  as  if  he  offered  to  vote  for  members  of  Con- 
gress ?— A.  The  law  makes  no  distinction. 
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Q.  Thiit  is  true.     So  that  therefore  he  was  to  be  challenged  Rt  that 

elwiion  if  he  oft'ered  to  vote,  whether  he  offered  to  vote  specifically  for 

meral)ers  of  Congress  or  not  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  At  any  election  in  this  State  at  which  members  of  Congress  are 
not  elected,  your  machinery  is  not  at  work  and  you  have  then  nothing 
rodo  with  the  election  f — A.  We  have  then  nothing  to  do  with  the 
eWtion. 

Q.  Consequently  all  these  persons  who  you  have  spotted  for  chal- 
lenge in  the  investigations  you  have  made  would  vote  at  the  State  elec- 
rioH8  when  members  of  Congress  are  not  voted  for,  or,  if  challenged, 
wonid  be  challenged  by  electors  of  the  State  or  by  State  authority.  So 
rbat  if  there  was  a  special  election  in  this  State  for  governor,  for  in- 
stance (if  the  law  made  provision  for  that  in  case  ol  a  vacancy),  all  these 
mea  who  you  have  undertaken  to  winnow  out  from  among  the  quali- 
fied voters  would  then  be  voting  under  the  laws  of  the  State  without 
any  aid  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government  to  assist  the  State  in 
making  her  elections.  1  ask  you  now  whether  under  the  plea  of  secur- 
ing a  fair  administration  of  State  laws  in  regard  to  the  qualitications  of 
voters  in  elections  of  members  of  Congress  (for  it  is  only  to  such  elec- 
tions that  this  Federal  machinery  is  supposed  to  be  applied,  though  we 
find  that  in  its  operations  and  effects  it  covers  a  great  deal  more  ground 
acconling  to  your  statement  about  it),  I  ask  you  whether  under  such  a 
plea  you  think  it  is  rigrht  for  the  Federal  Government  to  interfere  in  the 
elections  of  State  officers  and  to  influence  the  election  of  a  governor,  a 
lieutenant-governor,  or  members  of  a  legislature? — A.  That  is  a  grave 
(jQestion,  that  I  must  leave  to  wiser  heads  than  mine  to  settle.  1  can  only 
Kay  that  so  far  as  the  sn  per  visors'  law  is  concerned  it  has  worked  very 
well  in  Massachusetts,  and  no  complaints  about  it  have  been  made  that 
I  have  heard. 

Q.  1  am  not  impeaching  your  official  action,  but  am  merely  asking  fcH* 
jour  opinion.  You  would  not  for  a  moment  claim  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment could  pass  a  law  such  as  that  and  make  it  directly  applicable 
10  State  officers,  would  you  ? — A.  Of  course  not. 

Q.  Does  it  not,  then,  come  down  to  about  this,  the  remedy  of  the  old 
^'^irjtfinia  justice :  When  applied  to  for  a  search  warrant  for  a  turkey,  the 
jnstice  replied  that  he  could  not  tind  any  precedent  for  a  search  war- 
rant of  that  kind,  but  that  he  would  give  the  party  a  search  warrant 
tor  a  cow  and  while  he  was  looking  for  the  cow  he  might  tind  the 
inrkey.  is  not  this  case  about  on  a  level  with  that  one  ? — A.  You  muse 
also  pass  upon  that  question. 

Q.  I  notice  that  in  your  second  instructions  to  thie  supervisors,  those 
which  you  issued  for  their  guidance  on  electicm  day,  you  state  that  the 
law  authorizes  the  arrest,  without  warrant,  of  any  person  voting  or  at- 
tempting to  vote  illegally  in  the  presence  of  the  supervisors.  Do  the 
rei)orts  made  to  you  by  the  special  supervisors  give  you  information 
as  to  the  number  of  persons  so  arrested,  if  any,  at  the  last  election  ? — 
A.  All  persons  arrested  are  at  once  brought  before  me.  None  were 
arrested  without  a  warrant. 

Q.  But  the  law  authorized  an  arrest  without  warrant  where  the  act 
was  committed  in  the  presence  of  the  supervisor  ? — A.  !No  arrest  was 
made  without  warrant  in  this  district  at  the  election. 
Q.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  supervisors  to  make  report  to  you  of  what 

transpired  in  their  view,  and  what  they  did  on  the  election  day ;  those 

reports  you  have  there  before  you,  and  you  say  they  did  not  report  any 

Buniuiary  anests  of  that  class  t— A.  Yes,  sir. 

3  BOS 
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By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  The  two  separate  oifenses  which  it  is  the  object  of  the  law  to  pre- 
veut  are  illegal  registration  and  illegal  voting,  and  you  felt  authorized 
to  issue,  and  did  issue,  warrants  to  prevent  the  commission  of  these 
oifenses  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  illegal  registration  takes  place  before  the  illegal  voting !— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  not  the  United  States  have  the  right  to  punish  the  illegal 
registration  wherever  it  is  liable  to  lead  to  the  casting  of  an  illegal  vote 
for  a  national  officer? — ^A.  I  do  not  so  understand  it. 

Q.  Wherever  the  illegal  registration  takes  place  there  would  be  dan- 
ger of  an  illegal  vote  for  a  member  of  Congress  or  Presidential  electoral 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Therefore,  I  assume,  the  national  power  may  be  exerted  to  prevent 
an  illegal  registration  in  any  event  when  a  national  officer  is  to  be  chosen. 
Now,  to  proceed  further,  where  an  illegal  vote  is  to  be  cast  for  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress  or  for  an  elector  for  President  and  Vice-President,  you 
would  certainly  understand  it  to  be  within  the  scope  of  the  national 
power  for  the  United  States  to  make  the  arrest  for  illegal  voting,  and 
to  x^nnish  the  offender? — A.  That  is  the  very  question  I  have  been 
asked. 

Q.  By  no  means.  I  think  that  perhaps  in  the  way  the  question  was 
put  there  was  a  little  confusion  in  your  mind,  as  there  was  in  mine  at 
first  If  the  vote  cast  was  for  a  national  officer,  there  can  be  no  doabt 
in  your  judgment  as  to  the  power  of  the  national  authority  to  punish 
the  offense?— A.  1  think  I  would  rather  answer  that  1  execute  the  law 
as  I  find  it,  and  do  not  pass  upon  the  abstract  question  of  power. 

Q.  But  let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  further  point.  If  the  illegal 
vote  is  cast  under  State  law  and  for  a  State  officer,  that  would  not  be  a 
vote  of  which  the  United  States  would  have  jurisdiction? — A.  I  pre- 
sume not. 

Q.  Therefore  there  would  be  no  conflict  between  the  national  and 
State  authority  in  the  proper  execution  of  this  supervisors' law.  If  the 
proof  showed,  as  to  a  man  brought  before  you,  that  he  voted  only  for 
governor  or  any  other  State  officer,  you  would  not  undertake  to  hold 
him  under  this  law  for  a  violation  of  a  United  States  law,  but  you  would 
turn  him  over  to  the  State  authorities  ? — A.  I  should  not  arrest  any  man 
for  voting  illegally  at  a  State  election,  but  should  make  the  arrest  for 
illegal  voting  at  an  election  at  which  a  member  of  Congress  is  voted 
for,  because  the  statute  defines  that  at  an  election  ac  which  a  member 
of  Congress  shall  be  voted  for  the  ballot  of  the  voter  shall  be  presumed  to 
have  upon  it  the  name  of  a  candidate  for  Congress.   . 

Q.  Butwhen,  upon  yourtryingthecase,  the  proof  has  shown  thathehas 
not  voted  for  a  member  of  Congress  nor  for  any  national  officer,  that  pre- 
sumption would  be  rebutted,  would  it  not? — A.  I  could  not  answer  that 
question  without  reference  to  the  law.  I  have  not  the  words  of  the 
statute  in  my  mind. 

Q.  The  presumption  that  the  voter  has  voted  for  national  as  well  as 
State  officers  may  exist  from  the  natural  course  of  events,  yet  when  the 
proof  is  developed  on  the  trial  that  he  did  not  vote  for  a  national  officer 
as  well  as  a  State  officer,  it  follows  that  the  vote  is  illegal  because  a 
violation  of  a  State  law,  and  the  offense  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
United  States  court  to  punish.  I  think  you  will  find  such  to  be  the  law, 
and  that  the  case  would  be  dismissed  by  you  for  want  of  jurisdiction. — 
A.  I  should  refer  to  the  statute,  and  if  the  case  did  not  come  within  it 
should  discharge  the  accused.    I  will  say  in  brief  that  if  the  proof  showed 
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that  the  vote  had  not  been  given  for  a  national  office,  I  woald  order  the 

discbarge. 

Q.  I  thought  that  it  was  a  mere  piece  of  casuistry.  You  went  on  to  state 
farther  that  no  complaint  had  been  made  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
law  had  been  administered. — A.  No  complaint  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  law  had  been  administered  has  been  made. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  any  difficulty  or  disorder  at  the  polls  in  November,  1878, 
rejwrted  to  you  ? — A.  No  difficulty  or  disorder  of  any  kind.  Perfect 
order  and  harmony  prevailed  throughout  the  city. 

Q.  How  many  policemen  are  there  in  the  city  of  Boston  f — A.  I  am 
nnable  to  answer. 

Q.  You  have  a  large  police  force  here  ? — A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  Was  there  any  necessity  for  the  presence  of  marshals,  in  addition 
to  the  police  force,  to  preserve  the  peace  at  the  polls  in  the  city  of  Bos- 
ton at  the  last  election  ? — A.  There  was  no  necessity  for  their  acting, 
whether  there  was  a  necessity  for  their  being  appointed  or  not. 

Q.  Was  there  any  contest  that  required  the  arrest  of  a  single  indi- 
vidual in  November,  1878! — A.  1  had  one  hundred  and  sixty  warrants 
to  serve,  and  deputy  marshals  were  required  to  serve  those. 

Q.  They  served  how  many  on  election  day? — A.  I  could  not  tell  how 
many  they  served. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  serve? — A.  I  served  twenty. 

Q.  How  many  marshals  had  you  in  the  city  of  Boston  ? — A.  Two  hun- 
dred and  twenty-five,  I  tliink. 

Q.  They  served  twenty  warrants  on  election  day.  How  many  men 
were  convicted  nnderthem? — A.  I  could  not  tell  you  that;  there  are 
106  precincts. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question ;  I  want  results.  There  were  225  mar- 
shals and  20  arrests.  What  do  you  know  about  the  number  of  convic- 
tions under  those  arrests  ?  I  ask  for  a  mere  general  statement. — A.  I 
have  been  told  that  every  one  that  was  tried  was  convicted.  Now,  if 
yon  ask  me  how  many  were  tried,  I  would  have  to  say  I  did  not  know. 

Q.  Yon  do  not  know  how  many  were  tried  ? — A.  I  think  that  some 
eifrht  or  ten  were  tried.    Four  were  discharged  and  one  was  defaulted. 

Q.  So  far  as  the  supervisors  of  election  were  concerned,  was  there 
any  necessity  practically  for  their  presence  at  the  polls? — A.  That 
omes  back  to  the  whole  question. 

Q.  Certainly.  I  ask  you  the  question  again  whether  there  was  prac- 
tically any  necessity  for  the  presence  of  ihe  supervisors  at  the  polls  ? — 
A.  I  was  required  to  appoint  supervisors,  and  I  did  so. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  that. — A.  I  do  not  express  any  opinion  about  that. 

Q.  You  cannot  say  whether  there  was  or  "not? — A.  I  merely  did  my 
dnty  as  a  magistrate. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  the  officers  of  election  appointed  under  the 
aotbority  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  were  sufficient  to  conduct  an 
honest,  free,  and  pure  election  in  the  city  of  Boston  in  November,  1878? 
—A.  CJndoubtedly  the  city  of  Boston  has  the  power  to  enforce  an  hon- 
est and  pure  election  if  it  chooses  to  do  so ;  I  have  no  doubt  of  that. 
With  regard  to  the  appointment  of  deputy  marshals,  you  asked  whether 
there  was  a  necessity  for  them,  and  ray  reply  is  that  under  their  ap- 
pointment there  was  perfect  peace.  Whether  or  not  there  would  have 
heen  peace  without  them,  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.  They  did  not  arrest  anybody  for  illegal  voting,  except  as  they 
made  arrests  on  the  twenty  warrants  that  were  issued  before  the  eVec- 
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tion!— A.  What  would  have  happened  if  they  had  not  been  there  with 
their  badges  on,  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.  They  had  their  badges  on  f — A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  The  policemen  were  there  with  their  badges  also  ! — A.  I  think  so; 
I  was  not  about  the  polls. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  the  State  of  Massachusetts  is  able  to  enforce 
the  laws  and  maintain  the  peace  at  her  elections  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 
I  know  that  so  far  as  I  am  called  upon  as  supervisor  I  shall  enforce  the 
law. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Mr.  Dean  and  his  friends  applied  for  the  a|)pointment  of  these 
supervisors  at  the  election  in  the  first  instance! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

(Note. — On  the  following  day  the  witness  appeared  and  made  a  state- 
ment, as  follows :) 

1  am  now  prepared  to  answer  the  question  which  Senator  Blair  asked 
rae  yesterday  in  reference  to  the  number  and  political  sentiments  of  the 
deputy  marshals  appointed  in  November,  1878.  I  find  that  in  the  city 
of  Boston  there  were,  in  all,  216  appointed.  Of  these,  130  were  Eepub- 
licans,  58  were  Democrats,  18  were  members  of  the  Greenback  party, 
attd  10  called  themselves  Independents.  In  the  city  of  Lowell  7  Repub- 
licans and  0  Democrats  were  appointed  as  deputy  marshals.  I  make 
this  statement  from  the  records  on  tile  in  my  office. 

Adjourned. 


Boston,  Aiig.  14, 1879. 

The  chairman  submitted  in  evidence  Articles  111  and  XX  of  the  arti- 
cles of  amendment  of  the  original  constitution  of  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, and  sections  12, 13,  14,  15,  and  16  of  the  act  of  May  11,  1878 
(Statutes  of  Mass.),  in  relation  to  registration  and  elections  in  the  city 
of  Boston. 

These  are  as  follows : 

I'ROM  ARTICLES  OF    AMENDMENT   TO   CONSTITUTION. 

Art.  III.  Every  male  citizen  of  twenty-one  yeara  of  age  and  upwards  (except- 
ing paupers  and  persons  under  guardianship),  who  shall  have  resided  within  the  com- 
monwealth one  year,  and  within  the  town  or  district  in  which  he  may  claim  a  right  to 
vote,  six  calendar  months  next  preceding  any  election  of  governor,  lieutenant-gov- 
ernor, senators,  or  representatives,  and  who  shall  have  paid  by  himnelf,  or  his  parent, 
master,  or  guardian,  any  State  or  county  tax  which  shall  within  two  years  next  pre- 
ceding such  election  have  been  assessed  upon  hiiu,  in  any  t-own  or  district  of  this  com- 
monwealth, and  also  every  citizen  who  shall  be  by  law  exempted  from  taxation,  and 
who  shall  be  in  all  other  respects  (jnalitied  as  above  mentioned,  shall  have  a  right  to 
vote  in  such  election  of  governor,  lieutenant-governor,  seuators^and  representatives, 
and  no  other  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  such  elections. 

Art.  XX.  No  person  shall  have  the  right  to  vote,  or  be  eligible  t<)  office  under  the 
constitution  of  this  commonwealth,  who  shall  not  be  able  to  read  the  constitution  in 
the  English  language  and  write  his  name:  Provided.,  however^  That  the  provisions  of 
this  amendment  shall  not  apply  to  any  person  prevented  by  a  physical  disability  from 
complying  with  its  requisitions,  nor  to  any  persou  who  now  has  the  right  to  vote,  nor 
to  any  persons  who  shall  be  sixty  years  of  age,  or  upwards,  at  the  time  this  amend- 
ment shall  take  eliect. 

[Note. — The  foregoing  Art.  XX  took  ett'ect  May  1,  1857.  | 

from  the   acts  and   resolves   of    MASSACHUSETTS.      ACT  OF   MAY  11,  1678,  ENTITLED 
*'AN  ACT    IN   RELATION  TO  REGISTRATION   AND    ELECTIONS     IN    THE   CITY     OF  BOSTON." 

Sec.  12.  The  city  registrar  shall,  on  the  first  day  of  every  month,  and,  also,  two 
days  before  every  election,  send  to  the  registrars  of  voters  a  list  by  wards  of  male  per- 
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SOBS  over  twenty-one  years  of  age  deceased  within  the  preceding  month,  or  since  the 
bjt time  of  sending  such  list;  and  the  names  of  such  persons  foand  upon  the  voting 
ii^  ^ball  be  erased  therefrom. 

Sec.  i:i.  If  the  name  of  a  qnalified  voter  shall  he  erroneonsly  erased  from  the 
pnbiiiibed  voting  list,  he  may  apply  to  the  registrars  of  voters  at  any  time  before  the 
cIosJDg  of  the  polls  for  its  restoration ;  and  if  he  shall  prove  that  his  claim  be  valid , 
b»  oame  shall  be  restored  to  the  voting  list,  and  he  shall  be  given  a  certificate 
ihereuf,  if  such  restoration  is  made  on  the  day  of  election  ;  on  presentation  of  which 
to  the  ofiiceri}  of  the  precinct  in  which  he  was  entitled  to  be  registered,  he  shall  be  al- 
lored  to  vote  therein  ;  and  the  certificate  shall  be  returned  and  preserved  in  like 
maoner  with  the  ballots  cast  in  said  precinct. 

Sec.  14.  On  complaint  in  writing,  nnder  oath,  made  by  any  voter  of  the  city  at 
least  seven  days  prior  to  an  election,  setting  forth  that  he  has  reason  to  believe,  and 
do«i  believe,  that  any  one  whose  name  is  on  the  voting  list  has  not  the  legal  quali- 
tcatioDs  of  a  voter,  and  setting  forth  the  nature  of  tbe  alleged  disqualihcation,  it 
tfhali  be  the  duty  of  the  registrars,  if  they  shall  be  satisfied  that  there  is  reasonable 
^Qod  for  such  compUiint,  to  summon  such  person  to  appear  before  them  at  a  time 
and  place  named,  and  to  examine  him  under  oath  in  regard  to  the  matter  set  forth  in 
tbe  complaint,  and  if  satisfied  that  he  is  not  a  qualified  voter,  his  name  shall  be 
siriokeu  from  the  list.  '• 

8ec\  15.  If  the  registrars  are  not  satisfied  as  to  the  identity  or  qualifications  of 
aa  applicant  for  registration,  they  may  make  such  examination  of  said  applicant  under 
Mth  as  they  may  consider  necessary  or  proper  to  verify  the  fact  that  he  is  possessed  of 
tbe  eoDstitutional  requirements  of  a  voter,  and  said  registrars,  as  soon  after  the  second 
day  of  September  in  each  year  as  may  be  necessary,  shall  hold  evening  sessions  in  or 
Dear  each  ward  for  the  performance  of  any  and  all  the  duties  imposed  upon  them  by 
th€  provisions  of  this  act :  Providedj  however^  That  they  shall  hold  not  less  than  ten 
eTfDiug  sessions  prior  to  the  annual  State  or  municipal  election. 

Sue.  16.  The  registration  of  voters  shall  cease  at  10  o'clock  in  the  evening  of  the 
fourteenth  day  preceding  the  day  of  any  election,  and  no  name  shall  thereafter  be  en- 
tered on  the  voting-lists  except  as  provided  in  section  ten,  chapter  three  hundred  and 
ttveuty-six,  of  the  acts  of  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-four,  or  to  restore  a 
Dame  erroneously  stricken  off  as  hereinbefore  provided. 

The  Chairman.  Article  XX  of  the  articles  of  amendment  to  the  Cpn- 
stitQtioQ  took  effect  upon  May  1, 1857. 

Joseph  M.  Wightman  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Qoestion.  State  your  official  position  with  regard  to  the  elections  in 
the  city  of  Boston. — Answer.  1  am  now,  and  have  been  for  two  years, 
cbairman  of  the  board  of  registrars  of  voters  of  the  city  of  Boston. 

Q.  You  were  mayor  of  the  city  at  one  time? — A.  I  was;  in  1861-'62. 
I  became  connected  with  the  board  of  registry  two  years  ago  last  April. 

Q.  Of  how  many  members  does  that  board  consist  f — A.  The  num- 
ber established  by  law  is  three.  There  are  but  two  registrars  in  office 
at  present  (Mr.  L.  E.  Pearson  and  myself) ;  the  term  of  office  of  one  of 
tbe  registrars  having  expired  on  the  first  Monday  of  last  April,  and  the 
vacancy  not  having  yet  been  filled.  The  members  serve  for  three  years; 
ooe  lieing  appointed  annually  by  the  mayor,  and  the  appointments  being 
confirmed  by  the  board  of  aldermen. 

Q.  Specify  the  duties  under  the  statutes  of  Massachusetts  of  this 
boanl  of  registry. — A.  The  duties  are,  in  brief,  under  statute  law,  to 
prepare  a  correct  list  of  the  qualified  voters  of  the  city  of  Boston.  Va- 
noQ8  statutes  have  been  passed  in  pursuance  of  that,  and  they  appear, 
M  far  as  our  judgment  is  concerned,  to  meet  every  exigency  that  may 
arise.  We  act  entirely  under  statute  law,  not  under  any  of  the  ordi- 
oances  of  the  city,  but  our  appointment,  our  salaries,  and  appropriations 
are  made  by  the  city  council  of  the  city  of  Boston. 

Q.  Have  you  any  pamphlet  copy  of  the  statutes,  gathered  together, 
relating  to  the  subject-matter  of  the  registration  at  elections  ! — A.  We 
liave  uot. 
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Q.  Whence  come  the  data  upon  which  yon  base  the  voting-list !— A, 
Early  in  the  year,  perhaps  in  the  month  of  March,  we  send  to  and  re- 
ceive from  the  collector  of  taxes  certain  books  containing  the  names  of 
persons  who  have  legally  qualified  themselves  for  voting  by  paying  a 
tax.  Our  clerks,  taking  those  books  and  the  voting-list  of  the  year  be- 
fore, which  is  printed  and  has  been  prepared  carefully,  compare  every 
name  on  the  printed  voting  list  with  the  list  of  payments  furnished  from 
the  collector's  office.  In  every  case  of  such  payment  being  shown,  the 
name  is  checked  on  the  voting  list.  The  names  of  voters  appearing  as 
having  been  duly  qualified  in  the  year  previous  remain  on  the  list,  as 
the  fact  that  they  complied  with  the  law  and  paid  their  taxes  in  the  pre- 
vious year  continues  their  qualification  for  the  next  year.  This  proceeds 
until  about  the  1st  of  May,  on  which  day,  as  required  by  law,  the  as- 
sessors proceed  to  visit  every  block,  every  house,  and  every  tenement  iu 
the  city  of  Boston,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  number  of  as- 
sessublfe  polls  (that  is,  males  over  tweutyone  years  of  age),  without  re- 
gard to  their  being  voters.  There  are  in  the  city  of  Boston  about  ninety 
thonsand  assessable  polls.  The  assessors,  with  their  several  clerks,  go 
around  nominally  every  day  from  the  1st  of  May  until  the  15th  of  July, 
when  they  complete  their  work.  The  assessments  are  made  by  three 
assessors  of  different  grades  and  their  clerks,  assignments  being  made 
to  the  different  wards.  We  arrange  in  the  beginning  with  the  princi- 
pals to  have  the  clerk  of  the  ward  assessors  in  each  ward  prepare  lor  ns 
a  carefully-drawn  list  of  the  whole  assessed  vote.  The  form  for  the  list 
is  supplied  by  us,  and  is  identical  with  that  which  I  now  hold 
in  my  hand,  having  letters  on  the  margin.  Each  day's  work  of  the 
clerks  of  the  assessors  is  transmitted  to  us,  and  is  required  to 
pass  through  the  collector's  office.  Our  clerks,  therefore,  are  con- 
tinually examining  these  names,  ascertaining  who  have  changed 
their  residences,  where  such  parties  have  removed,  and  what  the 
business  of  the  party  is  in  each  case,  so  that  we  are  able  to  identify  each 
individual.  The  entry  which  is  made  upon  our  books  is  in  this  form: 
If,  for  instance,  the  individual  is  in  ward  one  and  upon  page  18  of  the 
assessor's  book,  we  encer  the  name  upon  our  book  under  the  letters, 
"  ward  number  one,  page  18."  Then  it  the  name  of  the  man  is  the  first 
upon  the  page  it  is  marked  "A";  if  the  third  on  the  page,  it  is  ''C, 
and  so  on.  The  name  is  carried  out  in  full,  the  residence  of  the 
party  in  the  previous  year  being  given,  with  his  business  or  occupation. 
These  sheets  as  they  come  in,  being  in  a  loose  form  like  that  to  which  I 
now  call  your  attention,  are  given  to  the  clerks,  by  whom  a  comparison 
is  made  of  these  names  with  those  upon  the  voting-list  for  the  previous 
year;  and,  after  careful  examination,  if  found  to  be  correct,  a  second 
check  (the  assessor's  check)  is  made  upon  the  list.  This  portion  of  the 
work  in  correcting  the  names  is  the  portion  upon  which  we  are  now  en- 
gaged, and  have  been  since  the  15th  of  July.  We  have  a  telephone 
connecting  our  office  with  the  office  of  the  assessor::?,  which  facilitates 
the  labor  of  making  corrections.  If  the  initials  of  a  name  which  appear, 
for  instance,  on  the  voting-list  of  last  year  as  *' J.  L."  are  reported  by  the 
assessors  **  J.  T.,"  we  immediately  send  over  to  the  assessor's  office  the 
original  record  and  have  the  correction  made.  That  is  the  process  up 
to  that  point.  In  that  way,  of  the  sixty  thousand  names  which  we  have 
upon  our  voting  list,  about  fifty  to  fittyfive  per  cent,  remaiu  over  year 
after  year,  without  any  change  and  without  any  trouble,  but  with  the 
privilege  of  recour^se  to  us  or  to  the  assessor  for  correction. 

Q.  Up  to  the  15th  of  July,  you  have  then  the  original  pay-list  of  the 
previous  year  with  the  checks  of  the  tax  collector,  next  the  check  of  the 
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2gsessoTj  who  has  gone  around  the  ward,  investigated  as  to  whether  the 
nma  lives  there,  and  whose  check  is  made  after  an  actual  inspection  by 
him  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Those  reports  come  to  you  in  the  registrar  department,  und  you 
check  and  correct  the  names  on  the  voting  list  in  accordance  with  the 
reports  of  the  assessors  and  collectors! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  that  way,  by  comparison  with  the  list  as  it  was  before  and  by 
these  cheeks,  you  have  the  list  purged  by  the  15th  of  July  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir.  The  assessor's  list  this  year  closed  on  July  .15,  and,  at  this  time, 
we  have  not  yet  entirely  completed  this  preliminary  work. 

Q.  Give  the  steps  from  that  forward. — A.  That  completes  the  prepara- 
tioQ  of  the  registry-list  for  printing.  The  law  requires  the  registrars  to 
have  posted  in  all  the  precincts  of  the  city  of  Boston  previous  to  an 
election — twenty-four  days  previous  is  the  specified  time — printed  copies 
of  all  the  names  of  qualified  voters  found  by  them  up  to  that  time. 
Those  who  have  not  become  qualified  by  paying  their  taxes  are  not  con- 
tained in  that  list  because  they  have  not  at  that  time  completed  the 
qualification  r#*quired.  Having  posted  the  lists,  we  advertise  in  all  the 
dailies  the  fact  that  we  have  complied  with  the  law  in  posting  the  lists, 
and  accompany  this  with  a  request  to  the  citizens  to  examine  those  lists, 
to  see  whatever  omissions  or  errors  there  are  in  them  ;  and,  if  any,  to 
have  them  corrected  at  the  registrar's  office  at  their  earliest  convenience. 
This  process  of  correction  goes  on  from  the  time  of  the  posting  of  the 
list5  until  the  close  of  the  registration,  which  occurs  fourteen  days  be- 
fore the  election. 

[The  contents  of  a  book  of  official  election  records  of  1878,  including 
the  notice  to  voters,  &c.,  were  here  exhibited  by  the  witness,  who  added 
that  of  the  total  of  53,853  registered  voters  in  the  wards  and  precincts  of 
Boston,  47,890  voted ;  the  total  number  of  polls  being  87,979.] 

Q.  Are  the  names  of  all  citizens  whose  right  to  vote  has  been  deter- 
mioed  after  examination  by  you,  posted  publicly  throughout  the  wards  ? 
—A.  Yes,  sir;  and  the  residence  of  each.  The  public  attention  having 
ia  this  way  been  called  to  the  names,  those  who  intend  to  vote  or  are  in- 
terested in  seeing  that  others  vote,  examine  the  lists  which  are  posted 
prominently  in  public  places  in  every  precinct  upon  boards  that  are 
sbieldeil  from  the  weather.  If  a  man  finds  that  the  name  of  some  one 
ioteuding  to  vote  is  not  there  he  goes  to  him  and  inquires  why  it  is,  and 
iearus  that  the  party  has  not  paid  his  tax  and  has  been  dropped  off. 
Consequently  they  then  go  to  the  assessor,  get  the  tax-bill,  go  to  the  col- 
lector and  pay  it,  and  bring  the  bill  to  our  office,  when,  upon  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  paid  bill,  we  restore  the  omitted  name  to  the  list  of 
voters. 

Q.  Up  to  what  day  does  that  process  continue  f — A.  That  goes  on 
until  fourteen  days  previous  to  the  election,  when  the  registry  closes. 
As  affording  a  good  idea  of  the  extent  of  this  work  I  may  mention  that 
in  round  numbers  about  15,000  names  were  added  last  year  after  the 
original  printed  lists  had  been  posted. 

Q.  Of  men  who  had  not  paid  their  taxes  I — A.  Of  men  who  had  not 
paid  their  taxes,  or  who  did  not  occupy  their  former  residences  and 

vhose  names  bad  been  left  off  in  consequence  of  removals  from  one  ward 

to  the  other  or  from  one  precinct  to  the  other.    These  also  included  a 

third  class,  namely,  those  who  having  come  of  age  or  having  moved  into 

the  city  were  to  be  qualified  as  new  voters,  and  finally  those  who  had 

r^ently  become  citizens  by  naturalization. 
Q.  Is  jour  office  open  continuously  until  the  close  of  registration  f — 

A.  It  is  open  continuously  all  the  year  round;  that  is  to  say,  there  are 
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always  in  attendance  three  registrars  and  a  permanent  clerk.    When 
pressed  we  employ  temporarily  a  force  of  from  four  to  fifteen  clerks. 

Q.  State  the  process  of  purging  these  lists  after  they  have  been  thus 
made  up.  When  an  allegation  is  made  from  any  source  that  a  name  is 
Improperly  upon  the  list,  what  is  the  process  by  which  that  name  is  ex- 
amined into? — A.  A  bill  which  we  had  intro^luced  in  the  legislature  io 
1878  proposed  to  give  us  the  power  to  administer  oaibs  to  individuals 
where  there  was  any  question  in  regard  to  the  proper  qualifications  of 
any  one  upon  or  proposed  to  be  put  upon  the  list.  Jt  provided  for  an 
examination  upon  the  representation  of  any  citizen  who  would  appear 
and  make  a  written  statement,  under  oath,  before  a  justice  of  the  peace, 
that  he  believed  or  had  reason  to  believe  that  a  certain  individual  upon 
the  voting-list,  describing  him,  was  not  properly  qualified.  That  bill 
would  have  given  to  our  board  a  certain  judicial  character.  The  process, 
however,  is  this  :  Upon  such  a  representation  being  made  to  us,  we  issue 
to  the  individual  referred  to  a  summons  and  proceed  to  examine  and  see 
if  he  is  qualified.  That  which  I  now  hold  in  my  hand  is  the  form  of 
j>rocess  made  use  of.  This  form  was  prepared  not  by  our  board  but  by 
Mr.  Chandler,  1  think,  for  the  bureau  of  inspection,  and  being  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  us  was  adopted  by  us.  The  file  of  papers  before  me  con- 
tains the  complaints  of  illegal  registration  which  were  made  by  tbe 
bureau  of  inspection.  Perhaps  it  would  be  well  for  me  to  read  one  of 
the  complaints  as  made  out,  in  order  that  the  committee  may  have  tbe 
form  before  them. 

[Note.  The  production  of  a  copy  of  the  blank  (printed)  form  of  com- 
plaint having  been  requested  by  the  chairman  for  insertion  in  the  rec- 
ord, the  form  of  complaint  read  from  by  the  witness  is  given  at  tbis 
point  not  only  as  a  portion  of  his  remarks  but  as  a  literal  transcript  of 
the  form  itself.  The  italics  indicate  the  portions  of  the  original  that  are 
in  writing.    It  is  as  follow^s  :J 

To  tbe  board  of  registrars  of  voters  of  tbe  city  of  Boston. 

COMPLAINT  UNDER  THE  GENERAL  LAWS   FOR  1878,  C.  243,  $   U. 

• 

Tbe  coniplaint  of  Samuel  Frost,  of  ward  eighty  precinct  ,  in  said  Boston,  a  legal 

voter  in  said  city,  states : 

That  be  has  reason  to  believe,  and  does  believe,  that  one  Rodney  P.  Wrighfy  /  /  Cam- 
bridge street,  whose  name  is  on  tbe  voting  lint  for  ward  20^  precinct  one,  has  not  the 
legal  qualifications  of  a  voter,  and  that  tbe  alleged  disqnalification  is  non-residenct. 

Wherefore  your  complainant  prays  that  said  Rodney  P.  Wright  be  summoned  to  ap- 
pear before  your  board,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  named,  which  time  shall  be  before 
the  election  next  ensuing,  and  that  he  be  examined,  under  oath,  in  regard  to  tbe  mat- 
ter set  forth  in  this  complaint,  and,  if  the  charge  be  sustained,  that  his  name  be 
stricken  from  the  list. 

(Sign^)  SAMUEL  FROST, 

Suffolk,  ss.,  Oct.  25, 1^78- 

Then  personally  appeared  the  above-named  Samuel  Frost  and  made  oath  that  the 
statements  in  the  above  complaint,  by  him  subscribed,  are  true. 
Before  me — 

BENJAMIN  KIMBdLL, 

Justice  of  the  Peace. 

The  Witness.  I  have  here  29  papers  like  the  one  I  have  just  read, 
all  of  which  were  prepared  by  the  bureau  of  inspection.  The  process 
in  all  such  cases  was  to  summon  before  us  the  party  and  to  examine 
into  and  ascertain  the  facts.  Take,  for  instance,  the  name  as  to  which 
the  complaint  1  have  Just  read  was  made.     We  would  find  that  upon 
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fbe  assessor's  list  the  name  of  Rodney  P.  Wright  had  been  returned  to 
Qsas  a  resident  of,  we  will  say,  No.  1  Stauiford  street.  Mr.  Wright 
was  summoned,  and  upon  investigation  it  appeared  that  when  the  com- 
mittee of  the  bureau  of  inspection  went  to  No.  1  dtaniford  street  in  Oc- 
tober, they  found  that  Mr.  Wright  did  not  live  there.  It  then  appeared 
that  Mr.  Wright  had  happened  to  remove  from  his  place  of  residence  at 
!so.  1  Staniford  street  to  a  residence  a  short  distance  away  on  Hancock 
street,  for  instance,  in  the  same  ward,  but  not  in  the  same  prei^inct. 
The  statute  requires  the  voter  to  vote  from  the  house  and  in  the  pre- 
dDct  in  which  he  resided  upon  the  first  of  May.  It  matters  not  where 
be  may  move  to  ad  interim  throughout  the  State ;  if  he  votCvS,  he  must 
go  liack  and  vote  in  the  ward  and  precinct  in  which  he  was  assessed  on 
the  first  of  May.  For  this  reason  the  complaint  as  to  Wriglit  was 
marked  "dismissed,"  as  he  had  not  moved  away  from  the  city,  hut  was 
entitled  to  go  back  to  the  precinct  in  which  he  resided  on  May  1st  and 
to  vote  from  No.  1  Staniford  street.  All  of  the  papers  in  the  tile  before 
me  (relating  to  the  disqualification  of  alleged  non-residents)  were  dis- 
posed of,  I  believe,  in  the  same  way.  Many  of  the  complaints  were  marked 
^dismissed  ^  liecause  of  errors  as  to  residence,  these  errors  arising  be- 
cause the  supervisors  who  went  around  in  October  had  not  found  itien 
residing  at  the  places  at  which  they  did  reside  when  assessed  in  May. 
A  large  amount  of  labor  necessarily  devolved  upon  us  under  the  law, 
aod  we  were  interrupted  by  these  complaints  when  making  final  cor- 
rections of  the  list,  but  being  desirous  of  gratifying  the  citizens  in  every 
vay,  we  complied  with  whatever  demands  were  made  upon  us  aside 
from  our  regular  duties. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  McDonald.)  A  change  of  residence  after  the  first  of  May 
do^  not  affect  the  right  of  the  individual  to  vot^e  at  the  place  at  which 
he  was  assessed  f — A.  No,  sir ;  and  we  have  no  right  to  change  the  resi- 
dence even  upon  notification.  If  a  man  notifies  us  that  he  has  moved, 
for  instance,  from  ward  I  to  ward  10,  the  fact  is  made  use  of  in  the  next 
Tear,  when  the  new  assessor's  list  is  made. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Full  opportunity  is  afforded  to  investigate  the  right  of  any  citizen 
to  be  upon  those  lists  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  political  parties  in  the  last  election  make  complaint  to  you 
of  iiersons  illegally  upon  the  lists  in  order  to  have  their  names  taken 
from  the  lists,  and  did  they  have  an  opportunity  to  ascertain  and  did 
tbey  ascertain  the  facts  in  regard  to  those  persons? — A.  They  did.    But 
the  only  investigations  that  were  brought  to  our  attention  were  these 
that  were  made  in  the  form   prepared   by  the  bureau  of  inspection. 
This  bureau  was  established  by  a  body  of  persons  who  called  themselves 
^* Young  Republicans,"  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  fraud.     As  we,  iu 
our  office,  are  de^sirous  of  preventing  every  kind  of  fraud,  we  not  only 
bare  no  objection  to,  but  are  happy  to  have  the  assistance  of  those 
gentlemen  and  of  every  one  else  in  that  direction. 
Q.  This  was  a  voluntary  organization  ! — A.  It  was. 
Q.  How  many  complaints  iu  regard  to  names  alleged  to  be  upon  the 
li»t  illegally  were  made  by  that  bureau  of  inspection  prior  to  the  elec- 
tion of  1878? — A.  They  attempted  to  carry  out  their  ideas  through  the 
appointment  of  a  certain  number  of  "Young  Republicans"  in  each  of 
the  wards,  whose  duty  it  was  to  go  around  and  ascertain,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  legal  qualifications  of  the  voters  within  their  several  bailiwicks 
or  precincts.    They  performed  the  duty  to  a  certain  extent,  but  it  was 
only  to  a  very  limited  extent.    I  think  that  some  twenty-nine  are  all  the 
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complaints  that  I  have  upon  record  from  them.  As  to  tho^e,  there  was 
but  oue,  or  at  the  most  two,  who  proved  to  be  riot  qualified  to  vote,  and 
who  had  not  voted.  As  to  all  the  others,  explanations  were  readily 
made. 

Q.  Does  the  power  to  purge  the  lists  and  take  off  improper  names 
exist  in  your  board  from  July  15th,  when  the  names  upon  the  lists  are 
posted,  until  fourteen  days  preceding  the  election  f — A.  Yes,  air.  There 
is  no  general  public  knowledge  of  the  voters  until  we  publish  the  names 
in  the  voting  lists  twenty-four  days  before  the  election. 

Q.  Until  the  day  of  election  they  have  twenty  four  days  for  the  purpose 
of  purging  the  lists  and  taking  from  it  illegal  names! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  the  contest  of  last  fall  a  heate<l  one  f — A.  It  was ;  very. 

Q.  This  bureau  of  inspection  organized  for  the  first  time  last  fall,  ia 
November? — A.  I  believe  it  was  organized  then.  It  might  have  existed 
before  under  other  forms,  but  it  existed  as  an  organization  at  that  time. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Chandler  connecteil  with  that  organization  f — A.  Who 
the  chairman  was  I  i\o  not  know.  We  knew  of  Mr.  Parker  C  Chandler 
as  having  authority  to  act  for  the  bureau  of  inspection. 

Q.  From  the  care  you  have  given  to  the  registry  list  and  the  oppor- 
tunity which  you  and  your  associates  have  had  to  purge  it,  state  your 
opinion  as  to  the  proportion  of  illegal  names,  if  any,  that  were  upon 
that  list  on  the  morning  of  the  election. — A.  My  opinion  is  that  tbo 
number  was  very  small.  Although  I  should  not  dare  to  say  there  were 
none,  at  the  same  time  I  can  present  to  your  committee  the  record, 
which  is  unchallenged,  and  which  will  show  you  exactly  what  I  have 
said  about  it,  and  that  is,  that  the  purity  of  our  lists  on  the  morning  of 
that  or  any  other  election,  when  they  have  been  presented  to  the  boanl, 
has  been  almost  perfect.  The  bureau  of  inspection  presented  to  us  for 
our  examination  899  cases  of  names  which  they  had  copied  from  the 
list  of  Commissioner  Eallett.  Under  the  law  these  cases  should  liave 
come  to  us  directly,  and  not  through  Judge  Ilallett's  court. 

Q.  Who  presented  those! — A,  They  were  presented  by  Mr.  Parker  C. 
Chandler  on  behalf  of  the  bureau  of  inspection,  and  were  very  volumi- 
nous, making  a  batch  like  that  which  I  have  here.     Upon  finding,  as  I 
did,  that  these  names  had  been  obtained  from  the  lists  of  Commissioner 
Hallett,  I  questioned  the  propriety  of  receiving  them,  for  the  reasou 
that  they  were  unaccompanied  by  any  allegation  of  personal  knowledge 
on  the  part  of  those  by  whom  they  were  submitted.     An  oath  that  the 
person  knows  the  things  alleged  is  required  in  such  cases;  but  as  these 
parties  did  not  personally  know  anything  about  the  names,  and  as  the 
list  was  a  copy,  it  was  questionable  whether  we  ought  to  take  the  names. 
I  finally,  however,  determined  to  go  through  the  list.     Ot  the  whole 
number  of  names  presented  (899),  there  had  already  been  erase(i  from 
the  voting  lists,  on  account  of  deaths  and  removals  from  the  city,  333. 
I  will  explain  as  to  that,  that  the  supervisors  and  marshals  in  the  sev- 
eral districts  or  precincts,  when  reporting  the  fact  of  a  death,  were  not 
aware  that,  under  our  statute,  the  registrar  of  births  and  deaths  sends 
to  our  office  weekly  a  statement  of  the  deaths  of  all  persons  over  twenty- 
one  years  ot  age.    By  means  of  these  statements  the  names  of  deceasetl 
persons  are  expunged  and  our  lists  in  that  particular  corrected  from 
week  to  week.    These  333  names  had,  therefore,  been  stricken  off  before 
they  were  presented  to  our  notice  in  the  manner  1  have  indicated. 

Q.  The  list  had  been  purged  of  those  by  the  operation  of  the  statute 
law  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  Of  the  remainder  of  those  899  names  there  were 
314  as  to  which  complaint  was  not  sustained ;  that  is  to  say,  in  that 
number  of  cases  (every  one  of  which  was  investigated)  the  parties  ap- 
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peared  and  the  charges  of  disqaalificatioD  by  reason  of  inability  to  read 
iod  write  or  other  reasons  were  not  sustained.    Sixty-nine  were  cases  of 
icath  reported  by  the  city  registrar.    Of  the  total,  there  were  upon  our 
list  hot  37  names  of  persons  disqualified,  and  of  those  37  which  were 
na^d  for  disqualification,  we  found  that,  so  far  as  our  list  was  concerned^ 
30  had  not  voted  within  four  years.    This  fact  we  ascertained  by  refer- 
eiM»  to  the  lists  which  were  in  use  in  the  several  precincts  at  the  elec- 
tions  in  the  preceding  four  years,  and  which  show,  by  the  appearance  or 
DOD  apiiearance  of  the  check-mark  ot  the  wardroom  inspector,  whether 
a  sum  whose  name  is  given  there  did  in  fact  vote  or  not — these  sheets 
iiariug  subsequently  been  bound  in  a  large  book  and  kept  for  reference. 
Tbere  were  116  names  as  to  which  the  parties  did  not  respond  to  our 
tQiumons.     As  no  capias  could  issue,  no  response  was  made  in  those 
eases.    In  order  to  keep  the  list  as  free  from  fraud  as  possible,  we 
Biarke<i  on  the  margin,  in  red  ink,  opposite  to  each  of  those  names,  the 
letter  ^*  C,^  the  meaning  of  which  is  that  the  party  is  complained  of  and 
has  not  responded.     We  then  sent  to  the  warden  of  the  precinct  in 
which  any  of  those  names  appeared  a  letter  or  circular  (this  acconipa- 
ojiogthe  voting-list,  which  is  sent  from  our  office  at  six  o'clock  on  the 
morning  of  the  election)  containing  a  list  of  the  names  marked  *'C,*^ 
»ilh  a  request  to  him,  before  receiving  their  votes,  to  carefully  examine 
for  himself  and  see  that  the  persons  so  indicated  are  qualified,  and,  if 
Dot  qualified,  not  to  receive  their  votes,  but  to  report  to  our  office^ 
From  that  source  we  received  no  complaint.    Therefore,  Mr.  Chairman, 
having  made  that  statement,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that,  with 
)4,000  voters  on  the  list;  with  the  scrutiny  which  was  exercised  by  the 
United  States  supervisors  and  Unite<l  States  marshals  ;  with  the  inde- 
fatigable industry  and  enthusiasm  which  naturally  characterized  the 
tfiorts  of  the  young  Republicans  in  an  election  that  was  so  excited  as 
ras  that  of  last  fall,  that,  with  all  the  complaints  that  were  made  at 
Dor  office,  there  were  really  and  absolutely  (with  the  e^^ception  of  a  few 
who  were  tried  and  bound  over  here)  but  two  out  of  the  seven  who 
coald  be  regarded  in  any  way  as  having  been  guilty  of  fraud.     I  say 
bat  two,  because  the  others  were  poor  ignorant  negroes,  freed  men  from 
the  South,  who  were  residing  by  themselves  in  ward  9,  who  had  voted 
for  the  first  time,  as  one  of  them  said,  when  General  Grant  was  nomi- 
Dated,  and  who  had  no  idea  of  the  years,  and  could  neither  read  nor 
write.     Those  four  poor  negroes  were  charged,  arrested,  and  brought 
bere,  but  were  as  innocent  of  a  fraudulent  intent^as  wculii  have  been  a 
ebild  three  years  old.     If  our  voting  list  for  the  city  of  Boston,  a  city 
of  350,001)  inhabitants,  is  so  correct  that,  with  all  this  thorough  scru- 
liny  and  all  this  effort  to  show  errors,  there  are  less  than  half  a  score 
of  Dames  as  to  which  there  is  a  charge  of  even  a  shadow  of  fraud,  I 
suggest  that  it  seems  entirely  unnecessary  to  have  any  particular  laws 
in  regard  to  it.     One  word   more,   Mr.  (Jhairman,  in  connection  with 
this.    I  will  say  that  we  are  rather  proud  of  the  character  of  the  regis- 
tration in  the  city  of  Boston.    It  is  the  only  city  of  the  commonwealth 
Iq  which  there  is  a  properly  organized  board  of  registration.     There- 
fore, if  the  city  of  Boston  is  to  be  held  up  at  all,  she  should  be  held 
npfor  example  and  emulation,  rather  than  for  censure  and  reproof. 

Q.  Your  opinion,  then,  is  that  the  laws  of  the  commonwealth  as  exe- 
cuted by  you  and  your  colleagues  are  sufficient  to  protect  the  purity 
and  honesty  of  the  ballot  in  the  city  of  Boston  f — A.  Entirely  better 
than  in  any  other  town  or  city  of  the  commonwealth. 

Q.  Of  the  899  names  that  came  to  you  trom  the  supervisors  or  mar- 
i,  how  many,  upon  careful  examination,  did  you  find  to  be  those 
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of  men  of  whom  any  suspicion  could  exist  f — A.  I  did  not  receive  any 
official  communication,  and  none  other  than  the  copy  which  was  sent 
by  the  bureau  of  inspection.    The  paper  I  have  now  here  is  the  copy. 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  the  committee  with  a  copy  of  that  1 — A.  1  will  be 
glad  to  do  so. 

Q.  What  is  the  political  complexion  of  the  board  of  registrars  f — A. 
It  is  at  this  time  composed  of  one  Kepublicau  and  one  Democrat ;  the 
term  of  the  late  member,  Mr.  Howard,  having  expired.  Mr.  Howard 
ranks  as  a  Republican,  but  there  are  no  politics  in  our  office  at  all. 

Q.  Does  the  statute  creating  the  board  make  ic  necet^sary  that  the 
members  should  be  of  different  political  parties  f — A.  The  statute  does 
not,  but  custom  does. 

Q.  Has  the  board  been  regarded  as  a  political  one! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  names  of  voters  or  persons  qualified  to  vote  in  the  city 
of  iioston  appeared  upon  your  lists  prior  to  the  election  in  November, 
18781 — A.  The  number  of  registered  voters  at  the  State  election  was 
53,853.  There  were  47,890  votes  polled,  showing  that  about  nine  per 
cent,  of  the  vote  was  not  polled. 

Q.  What  was  the  total  number  of  polls  or  males  over  21  years  ? — A. 
87,9V  9. 

Q.  That  is  the  total  of  males  alone  and  does  not  include  females 
owning  property  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  these  are  assessed  polls,  not  assessed 
tax-polls. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  McDonald.)  Does  your  law  assess  for  a  poll  tax  all  male^ 
over  the  age  of  21  years! — A.  All  over  twenty  and  without  any  limit 
as  to  age  above  that. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blaib.)  And  without  any  limitas  to  nativity  or  naturaliza- 
tion f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  The  citizen  is  required  to  pay  that  tax  before  he  can  vote? — A.  He 
is  obliged  to  pay  a  tax  within  two  years,  and  this  payment  may  be  made 
at  any  time  before  the  close  of  registration,  which  occurs  fourteen  days 
before  the  election.  He  can  go  to  the  assessor's  office,  pay  his  bill,  have 
the  bill  receipted,  and  then  come  to  our  office  (where  the  stamp  upon 
the  bill  is  taken  as  evidence)  and  have  his  name  restored  to  the  list, 
when  he  becomes  a  voter.  You  may  judge  how  extensive  that  was  at 
the  last  election,  when  out  of  the  fifteen  thousand  at  least  ten  thousand 
names  had  been  omitted  on  account  of  the  tax. 

Q.  At  your  November  election,  when  members  of  Congress  are  voted 
for,  your  most  important  State  officers  are  also  voted  for! — A.  Yes, 
sir;  at  what  we  call  our  State  election  we  vote  for  governor,  lieutenant- 
governor,  members  of  Congress,  and  members  of  the  legislature. 

Q.  So  that  all  these  safeguards  for  the  purity  of  the  ballot-box  and 
to  secure  a  perfect  registration  of  qualified  voters  and  none  others  which 
have  been  provided  for  your  State  elections  apply  equally  and  alike  to 
the  qualifications  of  voters  at  elections  of  members  of  Congress  and 
elections  for  State  officers  and  members  of  the  legislature? — A.  Yes>  sir. 

[The  witness  here  proceeded,  with  the  permission  of  the  committee,  to 
detail  the  process  of  qualifying  a  voter :  first  by  means  of  the  registra- 
tion, and  secondly  in  the  matterof  voting.  Premising  with  a  statement 
of  the  ordinary  requirements  of  a  residence  of  one  year  in  the  State  and 
six  months  in  the  cit^^,  he  continued  :]  We  will  suppose  that  the  appli- 
cant is  a  young  man  who  has  just  come  of  age.  He  appears  at  our  office 
and  as  a  prerequisite,  produces  his  tax  bill.    The  first  question  put  to 
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him  18,  *'  Have  you  voted  before  ?  "  He  answers,  "  I  have  not/'  The 
asnal  qaestious  are  then  put :  **Are  you  a  native  of  the  United  States  f" 
"  How  old  are  you  !"  "  Can  you  read  and  write  !''  His  answers  are  made 
matters  of  record  iu  our  books.  We  then  enter  his  name  in  a  record 
book  properly  bound,  making  the  entry  at  the  place  indicated  for  the 
vgrd  and  precinct  and  accompanying  it  with  the  number  which  belongs 
to  his  name  upon  the  assessor's  list.  We  then  turn  the  book  over  to 
bim  and  have  him  write  his  name  iu  the  next  column,  also  his  age,  birth- 
place, residence,  and  occupation      These  are  all  put  upon  one  line." 

Q.  He  has,  in  fact,  registered  himself! — A.  He  has,  in  fact,  registered 
himself.  We  then  comply  with  the  constitutional  requirement  that 
evtry  registered  voter  shall  be  able  to  read  the  constitution  of  the  State 
of  Massachusetts,  and  have  a  printed  copy  of  it  in  proper  fot  in.  As  the 
^ipplicant  has  demonstrated  that  he  can  write,  the  presumption  is  that 
he  can  read,  but  we  are  required  to  have  actual  evidence  of  the  f>ict; 
and  whether  he  is  a  doctor  of  laws  or  of  logic,  a  minister  or  a  lawyer, 
the  man  must  read  to  the  registrar  a  certain  clause  in  the  constitution. 
This  having  been  done,  we  enter  his  name  upon  our  registry  book  exactly 
a8  he  has  written  it,  giving  the  page  and  the  number  of  his  name  on  the 
ass^sor's  book  as  shown  by  his  tax  bill,  in  order  that  we  may  trace  him 
at  any  time.  That  is  the  process  in  the  case  of  a  native  of  the  State,  and 
it  is  the  same  as  to  citizens  who  have  moved  into  this  State  from  other 
States. 

Q.  It  has  been  suggested  here  that  parties  may  personate  others  who 
do  Dot  possess  the  educational  qualifications  to  enable  them  to  regis- 
ter.—A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  was  formerly  done;  I  have  strong 
doobts  whether  it  is  now  feasible,  and  I  am  not  aware  of  any  case  of  that 
kind  during  last  year.  The  establishment  of  this  board  of  registrars 
dates  only  from  the  year  1874.  Previous  to  that  time,  in  this  as  in  all 
other  cities  and  towns  of  the  commonwealth,  the  city  clerks  and  select- 
men exercised  the  privilege  of  preparing  the  lists  of  voters.  The  work 
was  done  with  extreme  carelessness  and  without  that  regard  for  its  im- 
portance which  would  naturally  arise  with  the  growth  of  population. 
Id  the  case  of  Boston,  for  instance,  we  have  annexed  in  the  last  ten 
years  the  towns  of  Charlestown,  Roxbury,  Dorchester;  West  Roxbury, 
aod  firighton,  in  all  of  which  places  (the  people  there  knowing  each 
other  in  a  friendly  way  and  not  being  very  particular)  there  was  always 
a  great  laxity  in  the  method  by  which  their  voting-lists  were  perfected. 
Their  list«  came  to  us  in  the  course  of  annexation.  In  fact,  no  one  of 
those  cases  of  disqualification  to  which  our  attention  wascalled  last  year 
oripnated  in  our  oflBce. 

Q.  Ua<i  any  of  them  originated  from  personating  in  the  manner  1  have 
suggested ! — A.  I  presume  there  were  a  very  few  that  did.  We  had 
koowledge  of  several. 

Q.  If  any  such  i>ersonation  took  place,  the  party  personated  would  be 
obliged  to  have  Irom  your  own  registry  all  the  qualifications  for  voting 
except  the  ability  to  read  and  write.  He  would  have  to  be  registered 
at  liis  real  place,  by  his  true  name,  with  his  exact  number  and  iu  his 
particular  ward,  so  that  if  he  lacked  any  qualification  at  all  it  would 
he  that  of  being  able  to  write  his  name  and  read  the  Constitution  f — A. 
Ves,  sir.  I  am  not  aware  of  a  single  instance  of  false  personation  of 
naDies.  With  your  permission  I  will  resume:  Having  described  the 
mauner  of  proceeding  with  new  voters,  I  will  now  say  something  of  the 
care  with  which  we  register  the  naturalized  citizen.  We  of  course  make 
doe  allowance  for  his  want  of  education.  As  a  general  thing,  the  most 
earuest  of  the  applicants  for  cUJzeusbip  are  train  among  our  foreign  po\)- 
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ulation.  He  appears  and  I  ask  him,  "  Bernard,  is  this  yonr  tax  paper!" 
"  It  is.''  "And  your  name  is  what?"  He  repeats  it.  **Thi8  is  your 
naturalization  paper  ?  "  "  Yes."  *^  What  is  your  name  t " — quick,  with- 
out any  chance  of  his  having  had  time  to  anticipate  the  question. 
'*  Where  were  you  born!  How  old  are  yout"  The  facts  as  to  those 
two  questions  we  take  from  the  naturalization  paper  which  has  been 
duly  passed  upon  by  the  court,  and  as  our  questions  are  in  the  nature 
of  a  cross-examination,  we  have  a  right  to  judge  from  the  paper  whether 
the  man  is  the  one  whom  it  represents.  Proceeding,  of  course,  as  cour- 
teously as  we  know  how,  our  duty  being  to  give  every  citizen  his  full 
rights,  we  ask,  **  Bernard,  can  you  read  and  write  !  "  "  Yes,  sir ;  some." 
"Let  me  see  if  you  can  read  this?"  Then  we  pass  to  him  our  printed 
constitution,  and  direct  his  attention  to  a  paragraph.  Perhaps  he  may 
spell  one  word,  still  he  reads,  and  with  care  could  read  the  whole. 
Having  read  that,  we  remark,  "  You  read  very  well ;  now,  can  you 
write?"  "Yes,  sir;  some."  "I  think  you  had  better  take  a  sheet  of 
paper  andjlet  me  see  if  yon  can  write."  So  I  give  him  a  sheet  of  paper, 
and  while  I  ain  attending  to  other  registration,  I  let  him  write  his  name. 
I  see  that  he  can  write,  and  then  turn  to  the  book,  and  the  process  goes 
right  on  with  the  entry  of  his  number,  page,  precinct,  &c.,  and  then  I 
write  his  name. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blaib.)  What  is  your  statement — that  you  write  his  name 
because  he  cannot? — A.  I  write  his  name  in  this  column  [indicating]; 
the  next  is  for  his  signature.  He  then  proceeds  to  write  his  name  in 
the  space  assigned  for  it.  I  would  be  pleased  if  the  committee  would 
take  the  trouble  to  look  at  those  books  and  observe  the  manner  in  which 
each  is  kept.  Now  these  men  may  be  charged  with  false  registration 
because  they  do  not  write  a  very  legible  or  very  beautiful  hand,  but 
there  are  many  of  our  most  eminent  men  who  cannot  write  very  beautiful 
hands,  nor  quite  as  legibly  as  our  poor  laborers ;  consequently,  that  is 
not  a  disqualification.  The  earnestness  with  which  those  poor  men  tried 
to  struggle  to  write  their  names  in  order  to  comply  with  the  constitu- 
tion was  evidence  to  my  mind  that  they  were  bona  fide  the  real  parties 
who  were  being  registered.  I  think  that  i)reviously  there  had  been 
some  cases  of  fraudulent  representation  in  our  office,  but  personally  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  any  single  instance  of  fraud  by  parties  through 
fraudulent  representations  of  themselves  or  others. 

The  witness  here  explained  that  under  the  former  system  of  voting  by 
wards,  in  consequence  of  the  overcrowded  condition  of  some  of  the 
wards  (particularly  of  ward  6  and  ward  7,  where  there  were  many  Irish 
laborers  and  others  who  had  but  little  time  to  spare  for  voting  on  the 
election  day  and  who,  in  their  anxiety  to  vote,  would  gather  in  crowds 
in  the  ward  rooms  at  the  dinner  hour),  it  became  very  difficult  for  the  elec- 
tion inspector  to  keep  his  record  of  the  voting  with  even  comparative 
accuracy.  These  inspectors  having  been  selected  not  by  reason  of  any 
special  aptness  for  their  places,  but  mainly  because  of  their  having  been 
good  politicians,  the  difficulty  in  the  way  of  preserving  a  reliable  record 
was  thereby  enhanced ;  the  rapidity  of  the  voting  rendering  it  almost 
impossible  for  the  officer,  unless  an  expert  bookkeeper,  to  check  all  the 
names  as  voted.  The  consequence  was  that,  as  to  these  overcrowded 
wards,  charges  were  frequently  made  that  the  number  of  votes  cast  was 
in  excess  of  the  number  of  names  checked  on  the  lists.  In  ward  6,  the 
total  of  names  on  the  voting  list  was  2,li00,  and  with  all  the  voters  vo^ 
ing  between  the  voting  hours  (from  eight  o'clock  a.  m.  to  four  o'clock  p. 
m,),  the  average  rate  of  voting  for  the  whole  time  would  be  four  or  five 
per iDiaate,  or,  ifiatervuls  occurred,  even  aam^iin^  »i%  ten  yer  minute. 
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The  impossibility  of  preserving  accuracy  in  the  process  of  checking  at 
the  polls  in  sach  a  case  was  manifest.    To  obviate  the  difficulty,  the 
witness,  after  an  investigation  of  the  New  York  system,  urged  at  the 
session  of   1878  the  enactment  of  a  law,  originally  prepared  by  Mr. 
Chandler,  providing  among  other  things  for  a  division  of  the  twenty- 
five  wards  of  the  city  into  106  voting  precincts,  with  a  warden,  clerk, 
two  inspectors,  and  one  ballot-box  for  each  precinct.    This  legislation 
wasenacted  in  1878.  •  Under  it,  the  mayorof  the  city  appoints  one  Dem- 
ocrat and  one  Republican  as  the  inspectors  for  each  precinct,  and  it  is 
their  duty  to  take  charge  of  the  voting  lists  and  jointly  to  scrutinizd 
tie  man  proposing  to  vote. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  That  makes  it  compulsory  upon  the  mayor  to 
make  the  appointments  from  the  different  political  parties? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  the  result  of  this  new  arrangement  has  been  to  prevent  any  con- 
fusion  in  our  wardrooms,  and  it  has,  I  believe,  given  universal  satisfac- 
tion to  both  parties. 

By  Mr.  MoBonald  : 

Q.  Can  yon  give  the  names  of  the  State  officers  who  were  voted  for  at 
the  election  of  1878! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not  the  list  here.  It  does  not 
come  within  the  purview  of  our  office. 

Q.  The  voting  in  this  city  is  by  ballot,  and  the  names  of  the  candi- 
dates and  the  offices  for  which  they  are  being  voted  for  are  printed 
npon  the  ballot? — A.  Yes,  sir^  the  names  may  be  written  afterwards  or 
changed. 

Q.  Upon  that  same  ballot  are  also  printed  the  names  of  candidates 
for  Congress  who  are  voted  for;  in  other  words,  the  names  of  the  State 
officers,  candidates  for  the  legislature,  and  candidates  for  Congress  are 
all  printed  npon  the  same  ticket  and  deposited  in  the  ballot-box  atone 
operation,  are  they  not? — A.  Yes,  sir;  at  one  operation. 

Q.  You  do  not  have  ballot-boxes  for  State  offices,  county  offices,  and 
members  of  Congress  separately,  but  you  have  but  one  ballot-b:>x  for 
all  ballots  and  but  one  set  of  election  officers,  who  scrutinize  the  voters 
and  receive  and  count  the  ballots  after  the  voting  is  overt — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  I  ask  you  whether  the  execution  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
through  the  medium  of  supervisors  of  election  and  deputy  marshals, 
acting  in  conjunction  with  the  supervisors  in  matters  of  the  election, 
is  necessary  to  secure  in,  the  city  of  Boston  a  free  and  fair  election  of 
members  of  Congress  t — A.  No,  sir;  it  is  not. 

Q.  I  ask  you  whether  in  the  practical  workings  of  those  laws,  so  far 
as  you  may  know  the  fact,  the  election  officers  derive  any  real  or  sub- 
stantial benefitfrom  the  action  ofany  of  those  Federal  officers  or  not? — 
A.  We  never  had  them  until  last  year.  Heretofore  the  supervisors 
▼ere  merely  present  at  the  election  in  each  ward,  not  at  the  registra- 
tion ;  they  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  qualifications  of  voters,  but  were 
merely  supervisors  as  to  the  number  of  votes  and  the  character  of  the 
votes  that  were  cast  in  the  various  wards. 

Q.  You  say  that  in  1876  the  supervisors  took  no  cognizance  whatever 
of  the  registration  or  of  the  purging  of  the  registration  f — A.  No,  sir; 
they  were  only  employed  one  day. 

Q.  And  that  was  to  see  that  the  vote  was  received  and  counted  after- 
wards f — A.  They  re-counted  the  votes  after  the  wardens  and  inspectors 
had  piled  them  out  in  piles  of  one  hundred,  going  carefully  over  and 
scrutinizing  them,  and  then  made  their  own  statement.  I  see  no  ob- 
jection "o  that.    I  say  that  where  the  supervisors  are  joined  with  the 
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city  oflBcials  in  the  wards  to  that  extent,  their  action  is  calculated  to 
^ive  confidence  to  the  community.  Formerly  one  Democrat  and  one 
Kepublican  was  appointed  by  the  court  for  each  of  the  twenty-five  wards; 
since  the  division  into  precincts,  there  lias  been  a  corresponding:  de- 
crease in  the  number  of  ballots  cast  at  each  of  the  one  hundred  and  six 
voting  precincts,  and  therefore  the  ballots  may  be  scrutinized  with  mnch 
greater  ease  than  they  could  have  been  formerly.  The  inspectors  ap- 
pointed by  the  board  of  aldermen  from  both  parties  stand  at  each  side 
of  the  ballot  box,  and  seem  to  answer  every  purpose  in  the  w^ay  of  pre 
venting  fraud;  therefore  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  essentially  neces 
sary  that  the  United  States  officials  should  be  present ;  but  that  is  a 
matter  for  the  committee  to  determine. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  your  board  of  supervisors  receive  no  praciical 
aid  or  assistance  from  the  United  States  officials f — A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  And  at  the  election  itself  your  State  has  all  the  requisite  division 
of  official  force  that  is  necessary  to  receive  and  count  fairly  the  ballots 
that  are  cast  at  the  elections! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that,  in  addition  to  that,  each  party  has  its  own  supprvis 
ion  over  the  election  by  its  challengers,  &c.,  who  are  present  as  extra- 
official,  and  for  the  purpose  of  watching! — A.  They  are  there  by  tbe 
statute  law. 

Q.  They  are  there  by  authority  and  for  the  purpose  of  watching!— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  1  will  say  that  even  with  all  the  care  and  vigilance  we  can 
exercise  we  may  make  some  error  in  the  spelling  of  the  name  of  an  in 
dividual,  in  consequence  of  which  the  warden  may  refuse  to  receive  tbe 
vote  of  that  individual.  In  every  such  case  the  question  is  referred 
by  the  warden  to  me,  and  the  correction  is  made  by  me  or  my  asso- 
ciates, my  custom  being  to  remain  at  the  office  of  the  registrars  for  that 
purpose  during  the  whole  time  for  which  the  polls  are  open.  Such  was 
the  correctness  of  our  list  at  the  election  last  vear  that  of  about  fiftv- 
four  thousand  names  there  were  but  thirty-five  errors,  and  not  one  voter 
was  deprived  of  his  right. 

Q.  The  errors  were  corrected  on  the  day  of  the  election  ?— A.  Yes, 
sir;  we  have  a  right  by  law  to  make  such  corrections,  and  that  duty  we 
perform. 

Q.  The  special  supervisors  who  were  present  at  the  election  polls  ou 
the  day  of  the  election  for  the  purpose  of  scrutinizing  and  canvassing 
the  vote  canvass  your  State  vote  as  well  as  the  Congressional  vote,  do 
they  not! — A.  They  naturally  would,  as  the  names  ot  the  candidates  iu 
each  instance  are  upon  the  same  ballot. 

Q.  Their  scrutiny  would  extend  to  the  one  as  well  as  the  other  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

The  Witness  (resuming  his  description  of  the  supervision  of  the  votirij? 
lists)  further  stated  that  the  election  polls  in  the  city  of  Boston  were 
kept  open  from  eight  a.  m.  until  four  or  iourand-a-half  o'clock  p.  ui., 
these  being  the  hours  fixed  by  the  board  of  aldermen  ;  that  the  board 
of  registrars  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  ballot-boxes  or  officers  of  the 
wards,  their  supervision  being  confined  on  the  election  day  to  the  correc- 
tion of  their  own  clerical  errors,  if  any  ;  that  the  voting  lists,  after  hav- 
ing been  checked,  are  sealed  up  immediately  after  the  close  of  the  polls 
and  taken  to  the  city  clerk's  office,  where  they  remain  for  sixty  days, 
when  they  are  taken  to  the  office  of  the  board  of  registrars;  that  the 
purpose  of  the  sixty  days'  detention  is  to  keep  them  in  statu  quo  in  case 
any  question  arises  as  to  the  legality  or  number  of  the  votes  cast  iu  auy 
ward;  that  upon  their  return  to  the  ^registrars  ithejistsiare  unseaieu, 
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takeo  from  the  frames  in  which  they  have  been  inclosed,  and  bound  np 
for  preservation  and  fnture  reference. 

[To  the  Chairman.]  The  voting  lists  as  actually  checked  by  the  inspect- 
ors in  the  ward  rooms  at  the  elections  for  three  or  four  years  past  have 
been  boond  and  can  be  furnished  by  us  at  anytime  in  the  form  in  which 
they  are  preserved. 

jTo  Mr.  McDonald.]  Previous  to  1878  all  the  voters  of  the  city  of  Bos- 
ton were  listed  in  twenty-five  wards,  the  wards  representing  from  1,500 
to 2,500  votera.  For  greater  convenience,  in  1878,  these  wards  were 
divided  into  precincts,  and  instead  of  voting  at  25  ward  points  the  votei's 
DOW  vote  at  106  voting  points. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Under  the  former  system  of  voting  by  wards  had  you  more  than 
one  boillotbox  in  which  to  receive  the  1,500  or  2,500  votes  of  the  ware  ? — 
A  We  had  five  and  had,  in  each  ward,  six  or  seven  inspectors,  a  ward 
aui  and  a  clerk. 
Q.  Yoa  omltiplied  the  boxes  and  increased  the  officers  in  attendance 
:  opoD  the  lK>xe8  without  increasing  the  polling  places,  the  boxes  being 
;  indieated  by  letters  and  the  arrangement  being  such  that  a  man  who 
I  voted  at  box  "A**  could  not  vote  at  either  box  *'B,"  box  "0,''  or  at  any 
other  box  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  UiHier  the  present  arrangement  a  ward  is  divided  into  how  many 
ilirtricts? — A.  From  three  to  five. 
Q.  The  boandaries  of  those  districts  are  marked  off  so  that  a  resident, 
for  instance,  of  ward  one,  district  one,  must  vote  in  that  ward  and  dis- 
trict and  cannot  vote  in  any  other  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  must  vote  in  that 
ward  and  district  upon  the  list  for  which  his  name  is  found. 

Q.  The  names  upon  the  list  for  ward  one,  district  one,  are  simpfy 
tlKMe  of  persons  living  within  that  district  who  have  been  properly  reg- 
istered T — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  those  whose  names  thus  appear  can  vote 
ooly  in  that  district. 
[     Q«  If  a  man  living  in  district  two  offers  to  vote  in  district  one  he  will 
'  he  debarred  by  the  fact  that  his  name  is  not  upon  the  list  for  that  dis- 
trict t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  about  the  size  of  these  districts  f — A.  They  have  been 
formed  by  the  assessors  so  as  to  comprise  as  nearly  as  possible  five  hun- 
dred voters. 

Q.  Is  there  a  provision  in  the  law  for  subdividing  the  district  if  the 
Dumber  increases  beyond  five  hundred  ? — A.  The  districts  may  be  sub- 
divided only  after  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  years.  We  are  not  per- 
mitted to  be  continually  altering  them. 

Q.  \"on  find  this  system  of  a  subdivision  iuto  districts  a  great  con- 
venience and  at  the  same  time  a  great  security  T — A.  It  is  a  great  con- 
venience to  citizens  and  at  the  same  time  a  security  for  the  ballot. 

Q.  May  not  that  system  of  a  subdivision  of  voting  districts  be  carried 
farther  and  to  snch  an  extent  that  the  voters  being  few,  and,  therefore, 
readily  ascertained  and  identified,  the  casting  of  an  illegal  vote  would 
be  almost  imiiossible  ? — A.  I  should  say  that  thatwould  be  probable,  and 
that  the  percentage  of  fraud  would  be  so  inappreciable  as  to  be  almost 
nothing. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

'        Q.  For  what  period  has^^this  board  of  registration  existed  ! — A.  It 
^A8  established  in  1874. 
Q.  It  exists  only  in  the  cityjof  Boston  ! — A.  It  exists  only  in  the  city 
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of  Boston  as  a  regalar  organization.    There  are  different  laws  in 
tion  to  registration  in  the  other  towns  of  the  State,  but  the  Boston  t 
is  specially  organized  for  the  city  of  Boston. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  connected  with  it  t — A.  Since  An 
1877.  The  vacancy  was  created  in  April,  but  I  did  not  accept  th< 
pointment  until  August. 

Q.  Yon  have  found  the  operations  of  this  board  to  be  of  very  j 
service  in  purifying  the  list  and  in  superintending  the  vote  itself! 
Yes,  sir;  the  board  has  organized  a  system  upon  what  was  origina 
mere  list  of  names  without  residences. 

Q.  1  judge  from  your  statements  that  that  which  you  have  fon 
must  be  a  very  efficient  organization.  I  would  like  to  have  you 
to  us  the  evils  existing  prior  to  the  establishment  of  this  b< 
and  the  extent  to  which  they  have  been  remedied,  so  that  we  ma 
the  efficiency  of  the  machine  in  practical  operation. — A.  Perhaps 
evils  were  not  of  a  distinctive  but  rather  of  a  general  character, 
the  city  of  Boston  increased  in  size  and  extent  the  necessity  for  gn 
stringency  and  precision  in  its  governmental  departments  t)ecame  i 
apparent,  and  this  was  specially  true  in  regard  to  elections.  Foro 
the  list  of  voters  was  made  up  from  the  assessors'  list;  the  asse 
marking,  according  to  their  judgment,  whether  a  man  was  a  forei] 
a  colored  or  a  white  man,  or  what  he  was ;  in  some  instances  the  a 
sor  would  assume  necessarily  that  a  man  with  a  foreign  name  was  ( 
eign-born  citizen,  and  in  this  way  names  were  often  erroneously  ma 
upon  the  assessors'  list  of  polls.  You  can  judge,  therefore,  froo 
absence  of  any  efficient  scrutiny  of  that  list  of  the  assessors,  whicl 
uec3ssarily  imperfect,  that  a  still  more  imperfect  list  would  be  mad 
the  city  clerk,  and  the  consequence  was  that  there  was  no  proper  sen 
about  the  work.  Mr.  McCleary,  who  was  the  city  clerk  of  Boston, 
his  father,  made  up  the  voting-lists  from  the  assessor's  lists.  In  : 
under  the  operation  of  what  we  called  the  ^^  Know-Nothing  Macl 
an  amendment  was  made  to  the  constitution  by  which  an  educati 
qualification  was  imposed  upon  voters,  and  every  man  who  offerc 
vote  was  obliged  to  be  able  to  read  and  write,  this  applying  alii 
naturalized  citizens  and  others.  The  preparation  of  the  list  beiuj 
der  the  charge  of  Mr.  McCleary,  the  parties  applying  to  be  put 
the  list  were  required  to  come  to  him,  and  the  consequence  was 
crowds  would  be  in  attendance  for  the  purpose  and,  in  the  pressu 
accommodate  them,  the  lists  would  be  made  up  necessarily  wit 
that  scrutiny  which  they  should  have  received  and  would  be  mo 
less  erroneous,  though  this  would  not  be  the  result  of  any  fraudi 
intent.  This  went  on  until  the  annexation  had  increased  the  terr 
and  number  of  inhabitants  of  the  city  of  Boston  to  such  an  extent 
Mr.  McCleary  could  not  possibly  attend  personally  to  the  duty  imj: 
upon  him,  and  it  became  apparent  that  his  endeavors  to  keep  up  th 
as  it  ought  to  be  kept  up  were  fruitless.  Another  source  of  comp 
at  that  time  was  the  hardship  to  which  many  of  our  citizens  in 
Boston,  South  Boston,  and  Boxbury  were  subjected  in  being  oblig 
leave  their  business  to  come  down  to  the  city  hall  to  be  regist 
The  law  required  Mr.  McCleary  personally  to  superintend  the  registe 
and  this  hardship  or  inconvenience  to  citizens,  therefore,  was  one 
could  not  be  avoided  except  by  a  change  of  the  law.  Mr.  McCl 
volunteered  to  sit  two  evenings  in  a  week  in  each  of  those  sectio 
the  city  to  enable  the  parties,  especially  those  of  the  poor  luboriug  c 
to  present  their  bills  and  register,  without  being  compelled  to  lose 
a  day  in  coming  to  his  office.    However,  as  I  say,  the  duties  of  th 


rNTI3iIDATI0N   AND   FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSETTS.  51 

sitioQ  finally  became  so  arduoas  that  the  impossibility  of  dischargiug 
them  was  obvious*  I  then  strongly  urged  some  measure  of  relief.  You 
Till  recognize  the  necessity  that  existed  for  some  new  arrangement,  not 
only  as  a  matter  of  convenience  to  the  citizens,  but  with  a  view  to  a 
more  correct  list.  We  finally  obtained  authority  by  statute  law  to  ap- 
point, and  did  appoint,  in  all  the  outer  precincts  what  were  called  two 
assistant  registrars  of  voters,  one  from  each  party;  these  to  have  charge 
of  the  registration  from  five  o'clock  until  ten  o'clock  in  the  evening,  for 
foorteeu  days  prior  to  the  election.  These  are  at  present  in  existence, 
as  appointees  of  the  board  of  registration.  They  have  limited  powers, 
being  furnished  with  explicit  and  rigid  instructions  (of  which  I  will 
faniish  the  committee  a  copy)  in  regard  to  tlie  process  of  registration, 
and  being  compelled  to  report  every  moruing  to  our  office  in  detail  all 
the  eases  passed  upon,  and  also  to  refer  to  the  principal  office,  at  Pem- 
berton  S<|aare,  any  question  arising  in  regard  t?  the  qualification  of  a 
Toter.  By  this  means  wo  have  cured  an  evil  which  resulted  from  haste, 
overwork,  and  the  increase  of  population  and  territory,  without  having 
been  due  to  an  intentional  fraud. 

Q.  Is  it,  in  your  opinion,  manifest  that  something  answering  the  pur- 
poses of  your  board,  of  similar  construction  and  similar  machinery,  is 
necessary  in  all  the  larger  places  of  the  country? — A.  I  could  not  give 
a  proper  answer  to  that,  because  I  have  not  the  information.  In 
towns 

Q.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  smaller  towns,  but  of  cities  which  are 
arrowing  and  aggregating  great  populations.  Is  it  not  necessary  that 
there  should  be  some  sort  of  machinery  operating  to  produce  the  same 
resalts  which  your  board  of  registration  accomplishes  here! — A.  I  do 
Qot  know  that  it  is  necessary',  further  than  the  laws  provide. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  laws  speak  for  themselves.  In  the 
Torking  of  our  institutions,  and  in  the  taking  of  the  suffrage  in  these 
larger  places,  some  form  of  machinery  to  accomplish  the  ends  which 
yonr  board  of  registration  accomplishes  is  necessary! — A.  Decidedly. 

Q.  Here  in  Massachusetts  they  have,  under  State  law,  established 
soch  a  l>oard  only  so  recently  as  the  year  1874.  The  election  laws  of  the 
United  States  were  enacted  somewhat  earlier  than  that,  were  they 
uot  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  that  under  the  operation  of  your  board  of  registration 
in  this  city  you  have  come  as  near  as  any  city  could  come  to  securing 
an  absolutely  pure  exercise  of  the  suffrage,  do  you  ! — A.  I  do. 

Q.  The  election  laws  of  the  United  States,  so  far  as  registration  is 
concerned,  were  never  put  in  operation  in  the  city  of  Boston  until  the 
last  C3oDgres8ional  election,  were  they  i — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  you  have  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  United  States  elec- 
tion laws,  so  far  as  the  city  of  Boston  is  concerned  ! — A.  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  them. 

Q.  That  machinery  was  set  in  operation  here  last  year  upon  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Dean  and  some  of  his  friends,  was  it  not ! — A.  I  do  not 
know  really  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  You  did  not  hear  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Hallett  in  regard  to  that? — 
A.  I  only  know  from  what  Judge  Hallett  told  me  at  an  interview  which 
we  had  subsequently. 

Q.  Does  it  not  seem,  so  far  as  your  knowledge  and  observation  goes, 
to  have  been  unnecessary  then  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  that  it  did  no  good  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  spoke  of  a  law  which  divided  the  wards,  and  which  was 
enacted  in  1878;  does  that  law  relate  exclusively  to  the  city  of  Bos- 
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ton! — A.  Yes,  sir;  we  are  acting  under  special  laws,  not  under  gener 
laws  at  all. 

Q.  It  does  not  undertake  to  divide  into  voting  precinct^s  the  wards 
cities  other  than  Boston  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Who  was  the  author  of  that  law;  was  it  Mr.  Pillsbury,  who  w: 
at  the  time  a  member  of  the  legislature! — A.  The  only  information 
have  in  regard  to  that  is  the  fact  of  the  bill  having  been  introduce 
We  modified  the  bill  as  originally  introduced,  and,  as  far  as  I  am  awar 
it  was  presented  by  Mr.  Parkburst  E.  Chandler  and  Mr.  Charles  Alle 

Q.  Ton  do  not  recollect  who  introduced  the  bill  into  the  legislatQ 
and  had  charge  of  it  there ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  There  were  upon  your  registry  list  at  the  State  and  Congression 
election  of  last  autumn  some  six  thousand  names  of  persons  who  did  m 
vote  ! — A.  About  six  thousand. 

Q.  You  have  no  means  of  determining  how  large  a  proportion  of  tl 
six  thousand  who  were  entitled  to  vote  were  prevented  from  exercisit 
the  right  by  a  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  if  they  attempted  to  vo 
they  would  be  liable  to  arrest ! — A.  No,  sir ;  there  could  not  have  be< 
form  my  record  over  116. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  to  what  class  generally  those  six  thousand  persoi 
belonged  ! — A.  Those  are  gentlemen  who  did  not  take  the  trouble  i 
vote. 

Q.  You  cannot  determine  that,  can  you! — A.  We  have  a  record  i 
our  office  by  which  I  could  determine  it. 

Q.  You  have  made  no  examination  in  regard  to  that  matter  ! — i 
No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  many  of  those  may  be  names  in  the  clai 
known  as  "  gentlemen  who  do  not  take  the  trouble  to  vote"  and  how  mar 
may  be  those  of  laborers  ! — A.  We  could  tell  that,  because  we  have 
record  of  every  man  who  votes. 

Q.  But  you  have  not  as  yet  made  any  such  examination  ! — A.  N 
sir. 

Q.  You  are  not  able  to  say  at  this  time  how  many  attempts  at  frant 
ulent  voting  may  have  been  prevented  by  a  knowledge  of  the  fact  ths 
there  were  warrants  existing  for  the  arrest  of  whoever  might  attempt  i 
vote  contrary  to  law  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  cannot  tell  that,  can  you  ? — A.  No,  sir;  there  is  no  positi^ 
method  of  telling  it. 

Q.  A  man  who  is  allowed  to  vote  must  be  able  to  pass  a  certain  ed 
cational  test  here;  he  must  be  able  to  read  and  write.  You  have  d 
scribed  fully  the  test  to  which  you  subject  the  applicant  for  registr; 
tion,  have  you  !— A.  I  have. 

Q.  Do3^ou  think  that  a  capacity  to  read  in  the  way  you  have  descrilK 
and  to  write  in  the  way  you  have  described  is  really  a  necessary  qualil 
cation  for  a  voter! — A.  That  is,  you  ask  my  opinion  of  the  coustiti 
tional  qualification  ! 

Q.  Yes;  and  I  ask  you  if  you  think  that  an  educational  test  no  moi 
severe  than  the  one  you  have  described  is  necessary  to  the  exercise  i 
the  right  of  suffrage  ? — A.  I  have  hardly  formed  an  opinion  upon  it. 

Q.  1  refer  lo  your  description.  Do  you  think  that  a  man  who  ca 
read  and  write  only  to  the  extent  you  have  described  is  likely  to  be  muc 
better  qualified  to  understand  public  questions  and  to  vote  intelligent! 
than  if  he  could  not  read  or  write  at  all  f — A.  That  class  of  men  ai 
pretty  good  politicians. 

A.  What  do  you  mean  by  "  pretty  good  politicians  "  ! — A.  What 
meiin  is  that  they  do  take  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  public  matters. 
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Q.  Do  yoo  uot  find  many  men  who  are  not  able  to  read  or  write  at 
lU  who  manage  business  matters  just  as  thoroughly  as  you  do  f — ^A. 

Q.  Do  yoa  think  that  this  educational  test  amounts  to  much  ? — A.  I 
JD  ia  fayor  of  it  for  this  reason,  that  we  in  Massachusetts  estimate 
lighly  every  efficient  means  for  the  education  of  the  people,  and  this 
tqalrement  does  to  a  certain  extent  compel  a  man  to  read  and  write  if 
16 desires  to  vote,  and  thereby  is  in  the  interest  of  the  cause  of  educa- 
iloQ.  For  that  reason  I  am  in  favor  of  it.  How  far  it  would  affect  the 
votio^  system  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 
Q.  You  are  in  favor  of  it  because  it  has  a  generally  good  effect  in  ed- 
Qcational  matters  ? — A.  Yes ;  because  it  has  a  tendency  to  cause  the 
voting  iK>pulation  to  read  and  write. 

Q.  But  here  comes  a  man  from  the  old  country,  who  is  40  or  50  years 
of  age,  who  has  never  had  any  opportunity  to  learn  to  read  and  write,  and 
yet,  although  he  may  have  been  unfortunate  in  business,  he  is  as  sharp 
asyoar  best  business  men  in  the  city  of  Boston;  there  are  cases  such  as 
that  ?— A.  Yes ;  I  have  known  such  cases. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  a  just  thing  to  exclude  such  a  man  from  the  exer- 
m  of  the  suffrage,  in  order  that  you  may  require  the  mass  of  men  to 
write  their  names  in  the  labored  way  you  speak  of,  and  to  read  the  con- 
stitatiou  in  a  way  in  which  they  have  to  spell  most  of  the  ordinary  words 
in  order  to  get  on  at  all  f — A.  I  have  known  in  my  experience  for  the 
last  few  years  actually  but  two  cases  that  bear  a  parellel  to  those  you 
speak  of.  I  will  answer  that  question  by  stating  this :  If  there  is  any 
physical  disability  in  the  way  which  prevents  a  man  from  reading  and 
writiug,  our  laws  provide  that  we  may  excuse  the  inability.  We  have 
adult  schools,  and  the  friends  of  a  candidate  or  of  a  party  will  be  very 
apt  to  foster  these  schools,  and  in  that  way  teach  men  of  all  ages  who 
wish  to  vote  how  to  read  and  write.  I  say  they  will  be  apt  to  send  such 
men  to  school,  and  in  that  way  the  constitutional  requirement  will  prove 
of  practical  benefit  to  the  masses. 

Q,  Is  not  that  merely  a  sham  to  evade  this  constitutional  qualifica- 
tiou!— A.  I  think  it  is  a  benefit  to  the  men  to  learn  them  to  read  and 
write. 

Q.  I  understand  you,  then,  that  you  get  around  this  constitutional 
rcqairement  by  establishing  these  evening  schools  as  the  means  of  en- 
abling certain  men,  with  great  labor,  to  write  their  names,  and  perhaps 
Dot  more  than  that.  As  to  the  matter  of  reading,  I  suppose  that,  in 
these  schools,  they  select  certain  passages  of  the  constitution  for  such 
men  to  practice  upon  ? — A.  We  do  not  select  any  particular  passages. 
Q.  But  if  a  man  with  great  labor  becomes  able  to  spell  out  a  word 
in  the  constitution,  yon  think  him  qualified! — A.  No;  not  if  he  spells 
with  great  labor.  For  instance,  a  man  applying  to  register  may  find  it 
necessary  to  spell  such  a  word  as  *^  inalienable."  Then,  too,  a  man 
might  be  able  to  read  the  Boston  Herald,  for  instance,  and  yet  not  be 
able  to  read  the  constitution  fairly.    I  had  a  case  of  that  kind. 

Q.  If  a  man  can  read  the  Boston  Herald,  then  certainly  he  can  read. 
If  a  man  can  read  the  newspapers,  it  seems  to  me  that  he  ought  to  be 
considered  as  qualified  on  that  score. — A.  But  the  constitution  requires 
that  he  mnst  read  the  constitution  in  the  English  language,  and  a  Ger- 
inan  or  a  Frenchman  who  cannot  speak  English  fiuently  mnst  comply 
^ith  that  requirement.  In  regard  to  another  matter  I  would  like  to  say 
^word,  and  that  islthis:  Some  of  the  statements  that  I  have  made  may 
appear  to  contradict  something  that  has  been  stated  by  Judge  Ha\leU| 
<^  at  least  may  show  some  dUfyrence  ofopiDion  between  us.    Upon  that 
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point  I  wish  to  say  that  every  movement  which  was  made  by  that 
gentleman  was  known  to  me  at  the  time,  and  I,  of  course,  had  no  fault 
to  find  with  him  in  the  very  difficult  position  in  which  he  was  placed,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  law  under  which  he  acted  did  not  apply  to  the 
acts  of  the  board  of  registrars  or  to  our  own  city.  I  find  no  occasion  to 
complain  of  any  act  of  Judge  Hallett's,  and  there  was  the  utmost  kind- 
ness and  harmony  of  feeling  existing  between  us. 

Q.  Against  whom  is  the  poll  tax  of  which  you  have  spoken  assessed  !— 
A.  Against  all  male  inhabitants  of  twenty  years  and  upwards. 

Q.  That  is,  all  male  inhabitants  who  receive  the  protection  of  the 
law8,  or  whether  naturalized,  unnaturalized,  or  native  born! — A.  Yes ;  it 
makes  no  difference.  The  assessment,  however,  is  very  rarely  made  until 
the  person  is  twenty-one  years  of  age. 

Q.  This  poll-tax  must  be  paid  before  the  right  of  voting  is  exercised?— 
A.  That  is  one  qualification. 

Q.  How  long  before  the  election  is  the  tax  required  to  be  paid  ! — A 
Fourteen  days.  The  last  day  of  the  registration  closes  at  10  o^clock  p. 
m.  on  the  fourteenth  day  previous  to  the  election.  Then  the  doors  are 
shut,  and  no  one,  not  even  the  governor  of  the  commonwealth,  can  have 
his  name  entered  upon  our  list  after  that.  The  tax  is  paid  as  a  prere- 
quisite to  registration. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact  are  any  of  these  taxes  largely  paid  by  persons 
other  than  the  voters  themselves  f — A.  We  have  no  means  of  knowing 
as  to  that. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know,  not  as  a  registrar  but  as  a  citizen,  that  that  is 
the  case  t — A.  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  there  are  men  who 
state  their  inability  to  pay  the  tax  and  who  have  friends  pay  it  for  them. 

Q.  That  practice  exists  to  a  very  large  extent  f — A.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  it  does  among  a  certain  class.  It  might  be  confined  simply  to  cer- 
tain localities.  I  have  no  doubt  that,  as  to  the  two  parties,  as  much  of 
it  is  done  on  one  side  as  on  the  other. 

Q.  State  whether  the  registration  of  those  men  who  vote  upon  the 
payment  of  their  poll-tax  is  not  apt  to  be  crowded  into  the  very  last 
days  or  hours,  perhaps,  of  the  time  permitted  for  registration  ? — A.  I 
think,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  register  a  larger  number  in  the  last  five 
or  six  days  than  in  the  first  five  or  six  days,  or  perhaps  weeks. 

Q.  Prior  to  the  establishment  of  your  office,  was  there  not  great  con- 
fusion and  difficulty  attending  the  registration  of  that  class  of  voters!— 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  was  decidedly. 

Q.  And  the  evil  continued  to  some  extent  until  the  enactment  of  the 
law  of  last  year  dividing  the  wards  into  precincts  t — A.  Understand  that 
I  do  not  think  that  the  registration  was  affected  by  it. 

Q.  You  had  plenty  of  time  to  make  an  examination  of  every  case  !— 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  there  many  names  on  your  list  as  it  now  stands  in  this  city 
that  have  come  down  to  you  from  former  years,  and  which  have  not 
been  scrutinized  by  the  board  at  all  ? — A.  There  are  many  names  that 
have  come  down  to  us,  but,  as  you  may  have  observed  from  what  has 
been  stated,  our  scrutiny  is  more  or  less  directed  to  them  every  year. 

Q.  You  have  not  perhaps  observed  the  point  of  my  question.  It 
is  this:  Are  there  or  not  names  on  the  list  that  you  have  never  scru- 
tinized at  all! — A.  That  I  cannot  say,  because  the  board  was  three 
years  in  operation  before  I  went  into  it.  I  should  say  that  undoubt- 
edly there  are  names  there  that  will  gradually  be  eliminated  from  the 
list  by  further  and  continued  scrutiny.  From  my  own  observation  of 
the  list,  I  cannot  give  you  any  other  answer  than  that  simply  I  have 
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rea^o  to  believe  there  are  sach  names  now  upon  the  list,  though  small 

in  oamber  proportionately. 
Q.  YoQ  cannot  tell  how  long  it  will  take  you,  under  your  system,  to 

reach  all  of  those  names T — A.  No,  sir;  I  can  only  judge  from  last  year's 

scrutiny. 
Q.  Suppose  you  were'to  commence  anew  and  proceed  to  register  from 

an  actual  examination  as  to  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  city,  do  you  not 
[  think  you  would  be  more  likely  to  get  a  correct  registration  of  the  citi- 
f  zensor  voters  of  Boston  than  you  would  get  in  any  other  way? — A.  I 
^  do  not. 

^  Q.  Supi>ose  that  those  who  you  appoint  for  the  purpose  should  go 
^  from  house  to  house  and  get  the  names,  and  that  a  list  should  be  made 
[  np  in  that  way  independent  of  all  outside  influences,  do  you  not  think 
\  Toa  would  get  a  more  perfect  list  than  you  would  get  in  any  other 

waj!~A.  I  do  not  think  we  could  get  a  more  perfect  list  than  that 

ihich  we  now  get  from  the  assessors.    They  have  a  moneyed  object  in 
I  view,  and  that  incites  them  to  get  the  names  as  accurately  as  possible. 
Q.  But  they  take  many  names  that  you  have  not  on  your  list? — A. 

They  take  the  names  as  a  matter  of  business,  and  we  take  our  names 

from  them. 

(By  the  Chairman  :) 

Q.  A  citizen  of  Boston  who  is  a  taxpayer,  and  whoso  name  was  not 
on  the  list  in  the  year  before  last,  would  very  naturally  get  upon  the 
list,  would  he  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  the  assessor  had  no  business  to  take  him  off,  the  same  name 
most  come  there  as  a  necessary  consequence  as  it  did  in  the  first  place? — 
A-  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  checks  by  which  your  list  is  verified  are,  first,  that  of  the  as- 
sessor; secondly,  that  of  the  collector;  thirdly,  the  comparison  of  your 
ht  with  the  list  of  the  previous  year.  Then  follows  the  publication  of 
the  list  in  every  precinct,  the  liability  to  challenge  by  the  political  par- 
ties and  the  people  of  the  neighborhood,  and,  finally,  the  correction  by 
striking  off  improi>er  names  and  putting  on  names  improperly  left  off. 
That  is  the  system  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  system. 


Edward  J.  Howard  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Boston  ?— Answer.  About 
thirty  six  years. 

Q.  Have  you  lived  here  all  your  lifetime? — A.  I  have,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  about  the  first  two  years  of  my  life. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  connected  with  the  board  of  registration 
of  the  city  of  Boston  ?— A.  From  May,  1874,  up  to  April,  1879,  offi- 
cially. 

Q.  Describe,  as  briefly  as  you  can,  the  process  of  securing  a  correct 
list  of  the  voters  of  the  city  of  Boston,  as  also  the  experience  you  have 
had  in  regard  to  the  best  method  of  obtaining  correct  lists,  your  inquiry 
on  the  subject  in  other  States,  and  what  you  have  done  in  order  to  make 
the  list  accurate  and  to  test  the  capacities  of  voters?— A.  The  voting 
list  of  1879  varies  largely  from  the  list  as  it  was  in  1874.  The  list  trans- 
mitted to  the  board  of  registration  in  1874  contained  some  seventy-four 
thousand  names  of  voters.    After  one  year's  service  of  the  board  of 
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registrars  the  list  was  reduced  to  thirty-two  thousand  names.  The  ex- 
planation of  the  reduction  is  this.  It  had  been  the  custom  of  those 
whose  duty  it  was  to  make  the  voting-list,  prior  to  the  formation  of  this 
board,  to  publish  a  list  of  persons  as  qualified  voters  in  every  ward. 
On  the  night  prior  to  the  election  the  lists  were  compared  with  the  tax- 
collector's  books,  and  against  the  name  of  every  person  thereon  who 
was  found  not  to  have  paid  a  tax  within  two  years  were  placed  two 
dots.  The  consequence  of  that  was,  that  although  there  were  seventy- 
four  thousand  names  of  voters,  so-called,  upon  the  lists,  the  aggregate 
vote  in  the  city  of  Boston  in  1874  was  only  about  thirty-two  thousand. 
Many  thousands  of  names  were  thus  published  without  being  entitled 
to  appear  as  those  of  the  names  of  voters.  On  the  election  day,  wbea 
he  went  to  the  polls  to  vote  and  called  his  name,  a  party  offering  to  vote 
was  informed  by  the  election  oflBcer  that  there  were  dots  opi>osite  his 
name  because  of  his  not  having  paid  his  tax.  Under  the  new  r^giine^ 
therefore,  publication  was  made  not  only  of  the  names  of  those  who 
were  apparently  qualified  voters,  but  of  those  who  the  ward  officers  had 
been  able  to  ascertain  were  in  fact  qualified  voters.  There  was  no 
other  resource  at  the  time  but  to  perpetuate  that  system  with  a  vie^ 
to  improving  upon  it.  In  the  second  year  of  the  existence  of  the  board, 
in  the  first  publication  that  we  made,  we  dropped  eighteen  thousand 
names  of  those  who  had  previously  been  published  as  registered  voters, 
inasmuch  as  they  bad  not  paid  a  tax.  The  law  reads  in  the  past  tense, 
^^  Who  shall  have  paid  a  tax,"  and  the  evidence  not  appearing  that  a 
tax  had  been  paid  by  these  persons,  their  names  were  accordingly 
dropped.  In  that  year  we  dropped,  I  think,  altogether,  in  round  figures, 
twenty  seven  thousand  names — eighteen  thousand  at  one  election  and 
nine  thousand  at  another — so  that  when  we  published  a  list  of  qualified 
voters,  that  list  represented  bona  fide  actual,  qualified  voters  only ;  these 
being,  first,  those  who  had  an  actual  residence  in  Boston,  as  certified  to 
by  the  assessors ;  and,  second,  those  who  had  paid  a  tax  within  two 
years,  as  certified  to  by  the  tax  collector.  Of  course,  this  action  on  the 
part  of  the  board  created  a  great  deal  of  commotion  at  the  time,  as  nine- 
teen thousand  persons  who  found  that  their  names  were  off  were  obliged 
to  pay  their  taxes  in  order  to  get  upon  the  list,  which  they  did  before 
the  election  day  (the  whole  nineteen  thousand  having  voted  in  the  next 
year,  and  the  city  treasury  being  benefited  by  the  tax  payments)  and  the 
list  has  gradually  grown  until  it  represents,  as  it  did  at  the  last  election, 
fifty-three  thousand  registered  voters.  The  method  of  making  the  vot- 
ing-list is  very  simple.  It  is  this :  In  the  month  of  May  the  board  of 
assessors  commence  assessing  the  streets,  the  city  being  divided  into 
thirty-three  districts.  After  the  first  of  May  the  returns  of  the  assess- 
ors are  made  to  the  registrars,  daily,  for  the  forty-five  days  during  which 
period  the  assessors  are  assessing  upon  the  streets. 

Q.  The  assessors  are  allowed  forty-five  days  in  which  to  make  the 
assessments  of  the  city? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  after  the  assessment  upon 
the  streets  is  closed,  persons  qualified  can  be  assessed.  These  latter 
are  termed  supplementary  assessments  and  continue  until  the  1st  of 
September,  when,  by  law,  the  assessment  for  men  ceases.  The  assess- 
ment for  women  continues  until  the  15th  of  September.  The  method  of 
compiling  the  list  is  to  take  the  voting-list  of  the  last  year,  precinct  by 
precinct,  and  compare  it  with  the  assessors'  return  of  each  precinct  for 
this  year.  In  every  instance  in  which  a  person  is  found  to  have  been  a 
resident  of  Boston,  for  instance,  in  May,  1879,  the  number  of  the  page 
upon  which  the  name  appears  on  the  tax-assessor's  book  is  placed  against 
his  name  as  printed  in  the  voting-list  of  1878.    That  settles  the  cousti- 
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tatiooal  reqairement,  wbich  establishes  his  residence  in  tbe  city  of  Boston 
8ii  months  prior  to  tbe  election.  That  being  completed  tbe  twenty-five 
irard  collectors'  books  are  also  compared  with  the  lists  of  voters  of  tbe 
previous  year,  and  every  man  wbo  has  made  payment  of  a  tax  is  cred- 
ited with  having  paid  his  tax.  During  tbe  last  week  in  August  every 
name  npon  that  list  which  does  not  have  opposite  to  it  tbe  page  of  the 
a^essmeut  of  1879  and  the  check  representing  tbe  payment  of  a  tax 
within  two  years  is  erased  from  tbe  list,  and  the  names  remaining  are 
pablished  as  those  of  tbe  qualified  voters  of  tbe  city  on  the  day  of  pub- 
iKation.  Sab-offices  are  then  kept  open  in  every  ward  from  five  until 
ten  o'clock  p.  m.  for  tbe  registry  of  sncb  persons  as  are  not  upon  tbe  list 
aod  desire  to  be  there.  Of  the  parties  applying  for  registration,  a  person 
fiio  is  on  the  voting-list  for  last  year  wbo  has  been  assessed  this  year, 
lod  wbo  has  been  dropped  for  non-payment  of  tax  has  bis  name 
restored  to  tbe  voting-list  npon  presentation  of  his  receipted  tax-bill.  His 
name  appearing  once  on  the  voting-list  as  qualified,  consequently  he  is 
always  qnalified  so  far  as  tbe  constitutional  requirements  of  a  reading  and 
writing  capacity  are  concerned;  that  is,  he  is  not  requalified  as  to  those. 
Ihose  requirements  are  insisted  upon  for  all  persons  who  never  have 
Toted  in  the  city  of  Boston  prior  to  making  their  application  to  us.  All 
nataralized  citizens  have  to  produce  a  certificate  as  proof  of  naturaliza- 
tbn,  are  obliged  to  read  the  Constitation  of  the  United  States,  and  write 
their  names,  so  that  "tbe  voting-list,"  as  we  term  it,  represents  three 
classes :  old  voters,  new  voters,  and  naturalized  voters. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  they  are  arranged  in  separate  lists  t — A.  No, 
hit',  they  are  simply  known  by  us  as  such  upon  our  records.    Tbe  new 
roters  sign  their  autographs  in  a  book  marked  "  New  voters,"  the  natur- 
alized in  a  book  called  "  Naturalized  voters,"  and  the  old  voters  who 
appear  and  go  upon  record  are  entered  upon  our  office  books,  but  are 
not  required  to  give  autographs.    All  these  go  upon  the  lists,  no  dis- 
tinctiou  being  made  on  tbe  lists  as  to  tbe  classes  I  have  named.    When 
Boston  was  a  small  city  of  twelve  wards,  the  manner  of  distinguishing 
names  on  the  voting-lists  with  reference  to  duplicates  was  by  printing 
iQ  italics  the  occupation  of  a  man  after  his  name.    If  there  were  three 
John  Browns,  one  John  Brown  would  be  marked  a  baker,  tbe  second  a 
laborer,  and  the  tbird  a  cooper,  but  with  tbe  influx  of  immigration  and 
the  increased  growth  of  the  city,  there  naturally  followed  an  increase  of 
doplicate  names,  so  that  today  the  Boston  directory  will  show, in  some 
inatancea,  two,  tbree,  and  five  pages  of  a  duplication  of  the  same  name. 
The  simple  addition  of  tbe  statement  of  a  man's  occupation  ceased  to  be 
an  effective  means  of  identification,  because  where  five  Jobn  Browns 
would  be  assessed  on  tbe  same  street  and  five  Jobn  Browns  on  another 
street  and  all  alike  laborers,  tbe  distinction  as  to  individuality  was  lost. 
In  order  to  remedy  that  difficulty  I  devoted  some  time  to  an  investiga- 
tion of  the  registration  systems  of  other  communities,  and  visited  the 
cities  of  Pbiladelphia,  New  York,  and  Brooklyn.    I  found  that  the  lists 
in  use  there  were  not  available  inasmuch  as  they  were  not  based  upon 
an  assessment  similar  to  ours.    It  is  only  where  the  payment  of  taxes  is 
a  prerequisite  of  voting,  and  the  other  peculiarities  here  accompany  it, 
that  the  system  could  be  of  any  use  here.    Our  board  of  registrars  made 
tbe  subject  a  study  for  many  months  and  finally  devised  the  system  that 
is  now  in  use,  namely,  of  paging  every  page  of  an  assessor's  book  and 
of  indicating  every  line  on  each  page,  beginning  with  tbe  first  letter  of 
the  alpbabet  at  the  top  of  the  page  and  running  down.    In  this  way 
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*  '.^  ,  '>-  '.^  t.!**^  zicz*:  i:*-«i  ▼ij*a  -I  i^ct^-Aj^  tx»i  Tir*  jt^ier  c^f  the  line  and 

•  \'^  zzT,'>^  *A  '^^  z^^z^  >  tria^^^*rr»^L  v  Uj*  :ai  :'Z  <c^  ii»*  party  paying 
L  *  •AT.  f^,*:  >*ti  ^".^^  zif^fT-*:  :t  - 1.*-  r^r^'-Tir*  k:i«i  T'^bwd  or^rioate  to  the 
:^iu«^  t:;»v2i  *--t»r  r*-^*rrrT  .  <.  Tik::  j^-ue^L'^i  -iii^  •earre  rr-jKible,  90  that 
./ 1^*?7  2£-i3i  7i  ^ir-  -t^-TT  -'vf  i>:f»;::a  ▼!:§  t;lii»*4  J>ii^  S^iih  there  wonld 
:,'A  :>»:  •"**"  ^^1.^1*'*^*  ty'.^tz-^'.^  zii  tj.**-  cit*  «^a.:>:*i:  c<^  Eiaines  npon  the 
;  rr.^ur*!  _*t.%  *A  t^k^-tk  a*  ii>*-  jr-T.-tr  *zA  xm':**?  w-xi.d  preserve  the 
y^it^Aj  (A  ei*tb.  We  '«~.II  *r::c«>*«!-  li-i:  li*  cx-^o:o  is  raised  in  my 
•^yTta  ei*«5r  wi^«^  I  '^^'CL^  :/>  T>:it.  l-^  -i^ c-a-  :^>  T-r:'Te  kt  i^^ialifications,  I 
♦*^*fr  »r  2xatzf>e  atr.d  r«cr*t'-^  slt  -Ai-r.*_L  iLiri  li..-*^  liTt#^-  taken  in  connec- 
:  ^/rj  wi:ii  ti>e  k-iTuer  ai.1  t.  jinl^-r  sp*:^  \z.^  rer^^try.  w~-l]  ai  ooce  prove  or 
o  *7'Tore  av  v3^iii:*T.  Mj  v-yr'ix  j^oe«:>?a  i*  E'^'^i^^er  ooe,  ward  eight 
lb#r  r»"f3wl  of  tb*r  a^'se****^^'*  l«»£  w>^4  re-A*!,  -  ^Vj^-i  e^gtit,  page  forty- 
OL<<5r.  j.D^  IL*  wlA  by  icn^inz  to  :i>e  j-lfceie  :L-l^-r*A:«i  ev  assessment  would 
r/e  ifniA^  In  the  v»>i:Lg  >^>r  tbe  eiitry  wA-.d  t>»  -  E  4L.  Howard,  Ed- 
ward J-*  If  I  p#re««ient  a  tax-VIi  icait*iii  -  K  ST.*  iben  I  certainly  do  not 
\(fxfu  l/TJt  the  w^df^  wi]]  ria:>ri::Iy  waii  nrriil  a  iai-1»:11  is  presented  on 
wbKrh  apyiear*  **  K  41."  1:  iVovw*^  tha:  if  tb#-  ei^tfre  wanl  ei^t  consisted 
olKJTiard  J.  Howards  I  c»:2.d  neT«-  l«e  defrauded  of  my  vote  by  rea- 
M>n  of  any  JDherent  defect  in  the  re2rl>try-]i<t. 

Q-  Tbii*  fsy^tem  prevenis  any  per*onai:«>n  f — A-  Wliolly.  It  is  abso- 
lutely in  the  intere^ft  of  the  voter.  It  is  r<*>is:t»'e  for  fraad  to  be  com- 
milVbd  by  parties  assamin?  the  names  of  others.  That  we  have  tried 
to  prevent  as  far  as  we  ooald.  1  will  give  yoa  an  instance  in  which  an 
attempt  at  frand  in  this  way  was  detected  in  oar  o^ce  by  me.  A  party 
^ving  the  name  of  **'  Samuel.*  when  a>ked  to  s:^  his  name,  wrote,  from 
the  force  of  habit,  "  George."    That  party  we  have  prosecuted. 

Q.  Bat  nnder  3'oar  system  of  register! Dg  the  party  wonld  not  only  be 
comfielled  to  personate  a  name  bat  woald  be  obliged  to  forge  the  tax- 
bill  f — A«  That  is  tme ;  be  mast  possess  the  genaine  number  on  the 
taX'bilL  We  have  known  of  parties  who  would  loan  their  tax-bills  for 
the  parpose.  I  now  recollect  an  instance  in  which  a  man,  native  bom, 
presented  a  naturalization  paper  before  me  in  order  to  get  registered. 
Casuallj  running  my  eye  down  over  the  paper,  I  noticed  that  the  date 
of  St  was  ^^  1872.^  I  asked  him  how  long  it  had  been  since  he  took  that 
paper  out,  and  he  answered,  ^  Two  years.'  I  prompily  told  him  that  his 
bill  under  the  statute  would  be  f  90,  t30for  each  false  answer:  first^in  stat- 
ing that  the  name  on  the  paper  was  his  own;  second,  that  the  paper  was 
his  own ;  third,  that  he  was  the  individual  to  whom  the  bill  had  been 
issued.  He  immediately  fell  upon  his  knees  in  great  fright  and  declared, 
^^  Before  God  I  am  innocent;^  that  he  had  happened  to  drop  into  his 
club,  when  the  president  told  him  he  must  take  those  papers,  assume  to 
be  the  i>arty,  and  be  put  throagh.  I  am  not  much  of  a  jadge  of  politi- 
cal clubs  as  a  whole,  but  we  have  been  rather  careful  of  club  iustrac- 
tions  since  then. 

Q.  You  were  able,  then,  from  the  list  you  had  and  the  scrutiny  yoa 
were  in  the  habit  of  observing,  to  detect  that  man  ? — A.  I  took  it  that  a 
paper  dated  in  1872  must  have  been  taken  out  more  than  two  years 
prior  to  1878.  But  the  attempts  at  fraads  were  not  confined  to  natur- 
alization papers  by  any  means.  There  is  a  systematic  dodging  of  an- 
swers npori  other  matters.  Indeed  the  most  careful  discrimination  is 
recjuired  in  various  ways  Many  parties,  after  being  asse^ed  in  the  city 
of  Boston  on  the  Ist  of  May,  leave  here  in  consequence  of  friends  being 
taken  sick,  or  for  other  reasons,  and  go  to  ^ew  York  or  elsewhere,  get- 
ting back  to  Boston  about  three  weeks  before  the  election,  when  they 
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call  in  upon  as  to  see  if  tbey  are  all  right  od  the  list.  Of  course,  in 
sach  cases,  the  question  of  domicile  arises,  and  sometimes  it  is  a  very 
delicate  and  difficult  question  to  decide.  The  legal  coastruction  is  that 
a  man^s  domicile  is  a  matter  of  iutent.  Iq  regard  to  that  question  of 
domicile  alone  we  have  probably  on  aa  average  from  one  hundred  to 
three  hundred  hearings  prior  to  an  election.  The  questions,  for  in- 
stance, as  to  when  the  party  had  moved  to  KewYork,  when  he  came 
back,  whether  he  had  simply  gone  on  a  mere  trip,  or  with  the  intention 
of  abiding  there,  are  all  considerations  to  be  takeu  into  account  in  deter- 
mining  the  rights  involved. 

Q.  From  your  experience  in  managing  the  registry  lists,  and  in  help- 
ing to  make  them,  state  whether  they  are  not  as  accurate  and  perfect 
as  tbey  could  be  made  in  a  great  city  like  this. — A.  Under  the  present 
statute  laws  they  are.    I  speak  of  the  city  of  Boston. 

Q.  Are  they  as  nearly  as  possible  correspondent  with  the  statutes  of 
Massachusetts  ? — ^A.  Yes ;  we  try  to  adhere  to  the  statute  as  closely  as 
we  can,  and  endeavor  to  give  the  citizen  all  the  rights  to  which  he  is 
entitled  under  the  law. 

Q.  You  have  heard  or  read  the  testimony  of  the  chief  supervisor. 
What  do  you  know  about  the  number  of  names  that  were  checked  by 
the  supervisors  last  fall  as  those  of  persons  not  entitled  to  vote  ? — A. 
1  judge  that  the  list  was  as  good  a  one  as  a  body  of  men  called  super- 
visors, who  were  wholly  inexperienced  in  the  work,  and  knew  nothing 
abont  it,  could  present.    There  are  ten  thousand  cases  in  which  report 
might  be  made,  and  as  to  which  the  complaint  in  but  very  few  could  be 
groonded  in  any  sense  of  right    The  question  of  domicile,  as  I  was 
going  on  to  say,  is  a  very  confusing  one.    John  Smith  may  be  assessed 
on  the  first  of  May  in  ward  one,  precinct  one.    He  has  an  absolute  right 
Qoder  the  statute  law  to  remove  from  there  subsequent  to  the  day  of 
his  assessment,  and  to  reside  in  any  one  of  the  other  one  hundred  and 
six  precincts  of  the  twenty-five  wards  or  in  all.    Now  it  is  quite  likely 
that  some  one  may  go  to  the  house  of  John  Smith  on  the  first  of  June  and 
find  it  vacant.    Many  cases  such  as  that  were  returned  to  us  as  cases 
of  illegal  registration.     The  complaints  were  absolutely  and  wholly 
thrown  out  simply  because  it  is  not  made  conditional,  when  the  man  is 
assessed,  that  he  shall  reside  in  the  house  in  which  he  is  assessed  until 
the  election  day,  but  he  is  left  entirely  free  to  live  where  he  chooses,  pro- 
Tided  that  he  votes  in  the  ward  and  precinct  in  which  he  was  assessed 
on  election  day.    The  law  provides  that  a  man  shall  vote  in  the  ward 
and  precinct  in  which  he  was  assessed,  and  in  none  other.    We  decided 
in  that  connection  many  cases  of  men  who  are  professional  drummers 
of  mercantile  houses.    A  person  sent  to  the  house,  upon  asking  if  Mr. 
Smith  lived  there,  would  be  informed  that  he  was  in  Cincinnati,  when 
the  fact  was  merely  that  he  was  in  Cincinnati  temporarily  on  business  ; 
and  in  thase  cases  the  parties  temporarily  absent  turned  up  on  election 
day,  proved  their  residences,  and,  where  we  had  stricken  off  their  names^ 
npon  an  investigation  and  report,  had  their  names  restored  to  the 

list. 
Q.  Practically,  in  the  purging  of  these  lists  were  the  lists  that  were 

ffla<le  by  the  supervisors  of  any  value  to  the  registrars  I — A.  In  one 

sense,  some  were  of  value.    There  is  no  question  about  it. 
Q.  About  thirteen  hundred  of  the  names  were  checked  off.    What 

proportion  of  those  checks  were  found  by  the  registrars  to  have  been 

correctly  made  ! — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say. 
Q.  Was  any  large  proportion  of  them  so  found  1 — A.  I  think  not.    I 

tbink  the  proportion  was  small.    It  is  some  months  since  I  have  given 
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that  matter  much  consideration,  and  therefore   cannot  answer  posi- 
tively. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  number  of  those  1,300  not  entitled  to  vote  was 
small! — A.  Yes.  Errors  would  occur  in  this  way:  A  return  would  be 
made  that  a  man  lived,  for  instance,  at  98  Wilberforce  street,  when  no 
such  man  lived  there,  but  it  would  be  afterwards  found  that  the  nam- 
ber  of  the  man's  house  was  96  instead  of  98,  and  that  the  error  had 
occurred  in  the  return.  On  election  day  many  men  came  to  us  and 
stated  that  they  had  been  denied  the  right  of  voting  because  the  num- 
bers of  their  residences  on  the  voting-list  had  not  been  correctly  given. 
This  I  hold  to  have  been  a  wrong  upon  the  voter,  as  the  law  did  not  re- 
quire that  the  street  and  number  of  a  man's  residence  should  be  at>so- 
lutely  correct  upon  the  list,  though  it  did  require  that  his  name  should 
be  correct.  The  omission  of  an  initial  in  his  name  would  be  sufficient 
to  deprive  the  man  of  his  vote. 

Q.  What  is  your  opinion  as  to  the  number  of  illegal  names  upon  the 
registry  of  last  year  f  It  has  been  stated  here  at  from  thirty-live  hun- 
dred to  five  thousand  names. — A.  I  should  say  that  the  statement  was 
a  great  exaggeration.  I  would  not  admit  that.  I  was  surprised  to  see 
the  statement  in  print.  It  must  be  a  surmise  at  best,  and  I  should  say 
that  it  is  an  exaggerated  surmise.  If  it  is  perfectly  fair  to  say  that  there 
were  thousands  and  thousands  of  illegal  names  upon  that  list,  it  is  just 
as  fair  to  say  that  there  were  none,  as  mere  assertion  on  the  one  side 
would  be  entitled  to  the  same  weight  as  if  made  on  the  other  side.  I 
can  only  say  that  since  1871  the  most  constant  and  assiduous  care  and 
oversight  have  been  given  to  the  registration.  We  had  a  statute  passed 
which  gives  the  right  to  every  citizen  who  sees  a  name  upon  that  list 
which  he  knows  to  be  that  of  a  man  who  lacks  the  qualifications  of  a 
voter,  to  make  complaint  of  that  man  ;  and  as  the  lists  are  published  in 
October,  lull  opportunity  is  allowed  for  all  names  to  be  known. 

Q.  That  statute  is  one  under  which  any  illegal  name  on  the  registry- 
list  can  be  purged  from  the  list  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  if  you  see  a  name  upon 
that  list  and  know  that  the  party  whom  that  name  represents  does  not 
possess  the  requisite  qualifications,  and  you  make  return  to  us,  we  are 
by  statute  law  obliged  to  summon  the  party  complained  of  before  us  and 
to  examine  him. 

Q.  What  number  of  cases  were  presented  last  year  before  you  t — A. 
I  think  some  nine  hundred  altogether. 

Q.  They  came  from  the  supervisors  ! — A.  Largely  from  them,  and 
from  the  bureau  of  inspection.  A  very  small  number  came  from  private 
parties.  • 

Q.  The  bureau  of  inspection  was  a  Eepublican  organization  ? — A.  I 
do  not  know  its  politics. 

Q.  Was  it  under  the  control  of  a  gentleman  who  was  connected  with 
the  Eepublican  organization? — A.  1  know  that  a  gentleman  connected 
with  the  Republican  organization  was  interested  in  it ;  still  we  never 
question  the  politics  of  any  visitor  to  our  office,  and  never  allow  politics 
to  be  mentioned  if  possible. 

Q.  Is  it  necessary,  from  your  experience  with  the  supervision  of  elec- 
tions, under  the  laws  of  Massachusetts,  for  the  Federal  Government  to 
intervene  with  its  machinery  ! — A.  I  might  answer  with  reference  to 
the  supervision  of  registration,  but  as  to  the  matter  of  the  supervision 
of  elections,  that  is  one  with  which  I  have  nothing  to  do.  1  judge  that 
a  body  of  men  who  knew  the  statutes  thoroughly  and  were  thoroughly 
instructed  as  to  their  duties  might  possibly  be  a  great  help. 

Q.  Is  it  possible  for  the  State  of  Massachusetts  of  itself  to  secure  i)er- 
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tij  bonest  elections  t — A.  I  should  judge  that  if  the  right  sort  of  a 
tute  was  passed  there  would  be  an  honest  voting  list.  I  hold  that 
ry  statute  law  in  aid  of  an  honest  registration  should  not  only  secure 
citizen  in  his  rights,  but  should  be  a  terror  to  the  evil-doer. 
\.  What  aid  to  you,  in  your  judgment,  was  the  present  Federal  super- 
on  of  elections,  in  the  discharge  of  your  duties  last  year ! — A.  It 
I  an  aid  in  this  sense:  I  think  that  the  board  of  registrars,  since  its 
nation,  have  inwardly  believed  that  the  city  of  Boston  would  be 
lefited  by  an  entirely  new  registration.  The  board,  individually  and 
actively,  have  tried  to  impress  that  view  upon  this  community,  though 
x>nrse  it  is  not  an  easy  matter  to  do  it.  It  was  with  this  view  that  I 
led  the  appointment  of  supervisors  with  sincere  satisfaction,  because 
cpected  that  the  result  would  be  just  that  which  has  followed  from 
n  showing  serious  defects  in  the  law,  and  what  opportunities  there 
for  evil-doers,  if  so  disposed,  to  exercise  their  will  in  defeating,  so 
as  they  are  able  to  defeat  it,  an  honest  election.  It  developed  that 
ikness.  Now,  if  what  the  supervisors  did  would  awaken  the  com- 
oity  to  an  appreciation  of  the  importance  of  such  a  statute  law  as 
lid  render  the  making  of  an  honest  voting  list  an  easy  and  simple 
k,  I  judge  that  so  far  their  presence  has  been  a  benefit.    But  I  cannot 

that  the  body  of  inexperienced  men  who  acted  as  supervisors  were 
any  direct  benefit.  With  regard  to  registration,  I  should  be  hardly 
ling  to  say  that  they  were  specially  of  any  valuable  help.  They  were 
Q  the  majority  of  whom,  so  far  as  I  could  see,  had  never  known  any- 
ag  of  registration.  They  did  not  even  know  the  A,  B,  0  of  the 
tutes  in  reference  to  it.  Some  of  them  were  very  efficient,  and  did 
8t  excellent  work,  so  far  as  their  work  itself  was  concerned,  but  their 
rk  only  helped  to  show  some  of  the  defects  of  registration,  all  of 
ich  could  be  remedied  by  an  effective  statute  law. 
I.  Has  there  been  in  Boston,  since  your  connection  with  official  posi- 
1, any  organized  or  large  system  ot  false  voting! — A.  Never,  to  my 
)wledge. 

J.  Has  there  been  here,  since  1878,  any  large  or  organized  system  of 
eating  t — A.  Never,  to  my  knowledge.  Repeating  would  be  a  matter 
which  I  would  have  no  knowledge.     When  we  turn  over  the  lists  to 

election  officers  on  the  election  morning,  our  duties  in  connection 
:h  the  election  en  that  day  cease. 

).  Is  there  here,  in  Boston,  under  the  laws  of  Massachusetts,  any 
Hematic  attempt  to  vote  upon  illegal  naturalization  papers  ? — A.  Not 
my  knowledge.  We  ask  every  person  presenting  a  paper,  first,  if  that 
bis  paper;  second,  if  it  is  his  name;  and  third,  if  ^e  is  the  person, 
at  is  all  that  by  law  we  can  do.  He  may  make  a  false  answer,  but 
8  paper  is  before  us. 

Q.  The  paper  is  always  before  you  when  examining  the  voter  ! — A. 
ways.  And  no  man  ever  registers  without  presenting  his  receipted 
X  bill. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  have  official  information  from  the  assessors  that  the  pei*sons 
m  place  upon,  or  suffer  to  remain  upon,  the  registry  are  residents 
the  particular  ward  or  distirict  in  which  the  assessment  has  returned 
em  on  the  first  day  of  May  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  For  instance,  the  paper 
hich  I  have  before  me,  we  will  say,  is  the  voting  list  of  1879.  The 
odus  operandi  is  simply  this.  The  assessor  opens  the  page  of  the  as- 
ssoFs  book,  and  comes  to  "  Charles  L.  Wilson,  No.  1  Wilberforce 
reet.''    He  turns  to  the  names  under ''  W,'^  upon  this  voting  list,  which 
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is  gotten  up  in  book  form,  and  marks  beside  the  name  on  this  voting 
list  simply  "A,  1."  Now  the  proof  of  the  correctness  of  that  name, 
as  it  appears  upon  the  pablished  list,  is  to  be  found  on  the  assessor's 
book,  page  1,  letter  A — the  letter  indicating  the  line  of  the  page  of  the 
book.  There  will  be  found  our  authority  for  the  entry  of  the  name,  be- 
cause the  assessor  has  returned  the  name  to  us  as  that  of  a  citizen  on 
the  first  day  of  May,  or  six  months  before  the  election.  That  process 
was  gone  through  with  as  to  every  name  last  year. 

Q.  That  was  gone  through  with  in  reference  to  taxation  more  partic- 
ularly?— A.  It  was  gone  through  with  in  reference  to  taxation,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  it  furnishes  the  evidence  of  a  compliance  with  the  con- 
stitutional requirement  for  a  six  months'  residence.  The  only  evidence 
of  that  is  the  return  of  the  assessor. 

Q.  This  fact  of  the  residence  of  a  man  in  a  given  locality  on  the  1st 
of  May  is  ascertained  for  a  twofold  purpose;  one  being  in  connection 
with  the  assessment  of  taxes,  which  the  citizen  is  required  to  pay  under 
your  law,  and  the  other  in  connection  with  the  registry,  as  enabling  the 
board  of  registrars  to  correct  and  complete  their  lists? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  any  names  that  are  added  to  the  names  thus  obtained,  npon 
the  application  of  persons,  are  added  by  the  board,  after  an  examina- 
tion of  such  persons  or  of  those  who  present  themselves  as  the  per- 
sons ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  A  person  presenting  himself  after  the  publication 
of  this  list,  on  the  1st  of  October,  may  not  have  been  assessed  this  year 
but  may  have  been  assessed  last  year.  We  put  his  name  on  the  list 
upon  the  presentation  of  a  tax  bill  for  either  1879  or  1878 ;  the  consti- 
tution saying  that  the  voter  '^  shall  have  paid  "  a  tax  within  two  years. 
But,  of  course,  there  are  thousands  of  names  throughout  the  city  that 
are  returned  to  us  that  we  do  not  touch.  For  instance,  if  we  did  not 
find  '*  Charles  Wilson  ^  upon  this  assessor's  list  we  crossed  his  name  off 
the  voting  list,  and  he  is  not  thereby  denied  his  right  to  vote,  but  he 
must  make  good  his  right. 

Q.  In  arriving  at  your  data  from  which  you  make  up  the  registry  list 
in  this  way,  how  do  the  special  surpervisors  furnish  any  particular  aid 
to  the  board  of  registrars  in  the  performance  of  their  work  ? — A.  In 
this  way  some  help  was  furnished :  A  party  would  be  returned  as  re- 
siding at  a  certain  house  (the  assessors  making  but  one  return),  and 
the  supervisors  in  going  around  in  the  month  before  the  election  go  to 
that  house  and  ascertain  that  the  entire  family  left  it  on  the  1st  day  of 
June,  and  went  west  or  south.  They,  therefore,  are  the  medium  by 
which  we  receive  the  information  that  the  citizen  or  citizens  residing 
in  that  house  are  disqualified. 

Q.  That  is^  you  learn  from  them  that  the  voter  in  that  house  has  gone 
away  ? — A.  We  learn  that  he  has  gone  away,  but  we  never  would  have 
ascertained  that  fact  in  many  cases  except  In  that  manner. 

Q.  But  that  fact  would  have  been  ascertained  on  election  day  ? — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  What  particular  advantage  is  it  for  you  to  learn  that  a  man,  after 
he  has  been  put  upon  the  list  as  a  qualified  voter,  has  moved  away  f— 
A.  Because  we  send  that  list  to  the  polls  as  a  list  of  qualified  voters  of 
the  ward  in  which  that  man  is  represented  to  reside,  and  if  it  contains 
the  names  of  ten  voters  in  Leadville,  for  instance,  who  have  given  up 
their  residences  in  Leadville,  those  names  have  no  right  to  be  there. 

Q.  But  these  ten  voters  in  Leadville  may  not  come  to  vote. — A.  But 
it  holds  out  ten  inducements  for  illegal  voting. 

Q.  Would  they  not  have  to  furnish  a  tax  receipt,  in  each  case,  in  order 
to  vote,  and  to  make  the  necessary  proof  at  the  polls  ? — A.  If  the  warden 
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asks  the  question  they  would;  but  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  warden 
knows  whether  every  man  representing  himself  as  John  Smith,  of  K 
street,  is  that  particular  John  Smith  or  not. 

Q.  Then  yon  think  that  the  only  benefit  to  the  registrars  from  these 
sopervisors  consists  in  what  they  may  do  in  hunting  up  men  who  are 
away  ? — A.  I  say  that  would  be  a  help.  They  could  possibly  be  of  some 
benefit  in  other  ways. 

Q.  They  have  no  official  relations  with  you  ? — A.  Not  a  particle. 

Q.  Whatever  they  do,  if  anything,  they  make  report  of  to  another 
soQFce  and  not  to  you  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  were  there,  as  far  as  your  board  was  concerned,  just  as  any 
other  citizens  were  there  ? — A.  They  were  behind  the  counter ;  if  they 
chose  to  challenge  a  man  who  was  being  registered,  they  made  their  re- 
port; bat  if  I  considered  the  man  entitled  to  be  registered,  notwith- 
standing that  they  objected  to  him,  I  registered  the  man,  and  made  a 
note  of  their  objection.  I  did  not  consider  that  under  the  State  law 
they  could  set  aside  registration,  though  they  might  object  to  it,  as  we 
were  the  constituted  State  officers  for  judging  of  the  qualifications  of 
electors. 

Q.  So  far  as  concerned  persons  voting  for  State  officers,  they  had  noth- 
ing at  all  to  do  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  But  all  these  elections  are  held  at  the  same  time,  all  the  candidates 
are  voted  for  on  the  same  ticket  and  before  the  same  officers  ? — A. 
Their  objection  would  hold  at  the  polls,  I  presume. 

Q.  And  it  would  reach  the  votes  that  might  be  cast  for  officers  of  the 
State  as  well  as  for  members  of  Congress  ! — A.  Every  vote.  The  voter 
may  put  in  a  ticket  with  a  dozen  different  officers  upon  it,  it  is  counted 
for  all  of  them. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  the  presence  of  the  216  special  deputy  marshals 
in  all,  and  the  two  supervisors  at  each  poll,  who  were  acting  at  the  last 
election  at  which  members  of  Congress  were  elected  in  this  State,  had 
any  tendency  at  all  to  secure  a  free  and  fair  election  here  ? — A.  I  could 
Dot  say  that.  We  of  the  registrar's  office  are  closely  confined  on  elec- 
tion days,  never  leaving  the  office,  and  what  is  really  done  at  the  polls 
we  do  not  know  of. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  anything  you  did,  so  far  as  you  know,  resulted 
in  the  striking  off  of  any  registered  voters  who  were  actually  illegally 
registered  ? — A.  We  had  no  complaints  afterwards  from  those  who  were 
stricken  off,  though  there  may  have  been  complaints  from  two  or  three ; 
I  do  not  remember  that  there  were  any  in  that  connection;  I  should 
jttdge  that  if  they  debarred  any  one  from  the  right  to  vote,  we  would 
have  heard  of  it,  inasmuch  as  the  persons  so  debarred  would  have  come 
to  Qs  for  information. 

Q.  Did  they  debar  any  one  ! — A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Did  you  strike  off  from  your  list  any  number,  and,  if  so,  what 
Domber,  at  the  instance  of  or  upon  information  furnished  by  the  special 
supervisors  ? — A.  I  think  the  number  was  some  thirty-five  or  fortj' ;  Mr. 
Wightman  spoke  of  it  this  morning;  I  have  forgotten  the  number,  but 
it  was  less  than  fifty.  That  was  a  result  of  the  services  of  the  super- 
visors. 

Q.  It  was  less  than  fifty  t — A.  I  cannot  say  positively.  In  regard  to 
the  qaestiou  of  deaths,  I  wish  to  say  that  a  list  is  returned  to  us  by  the 
registrar  of  births  and  deaths  of  those  only  who  die  within  the  city 
limits,  and  of  whose  death  he  can  take  official  notice.  The  death  of  one 
of  the  aldermen  of  the  city  was  not  returned  to  us  by  the  registrar,  for 
the  reason  that  the  decease  occurred  away  from  the  city  and  no  certifi- 
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cate  of  death  was  considered  necessary  by  the  registrar;  so,  too,  persons 
may  die  in  the  hospitals  of  whose  death  we  receive  no  evidence. 

Q.  You  do  not  continae  upon  the  registry  the  name  of  any  man  after 
you  have  satisfactory  evidence  of  his  death  t — A.  At  onr  own  expense 
we  reinvestigated  all  those  death  cases ;  but  every  return  that  the  regis- 
trar makes  to  us  we  receive  as  his  certificate  of  death  and  hold  as  an 
evidence  of  the  authority  under  which  we  act.  We  do  not  take  hear- 
say evidence  of  a  death,  but  would  have  to  investigate  in  any  sach 
case. 

Q.  But  where  you  have  satisfactory  evidence  that  a  man  whose  name 
is  on  the  registry  has  died,  you  strike  off  his  name  f^  A.  Yes.  Once  in 
a  while  we  kill  a  live  man,  but  try  not  to.  It  is  our  province  to  restore 
him  on  the  day  of  election  if  he  turns  up. 

Q.  You  do  not  regard  your  record  on  that  subject  as  imparting  abso- 
lute verity,  so  that  if  a  man  is  actually  alive  you  would  not  consider 
that  the  record  established  his  death  t — A.  Not  at  all.  Between  the 
time  of  our  sending  that  record  out  to  the  polls  and  the  opening  of  tbe 
polls,  it  may  happen  that  several  voters,  whose  names  are  upon  it,  may 
die.  We  endeavor  to  make  the  act  of  getting  upon  the  voting  list  a 
very  conscientious  one  and  endeavor  to  make  it  about  as  hard  for  a 
man  to  get  off  after  he  is  on. 

Q.  You  have  no  doubt  that  there  is  abundant  power  under  your  State 
laws  and  constitution  to  conduct  the  elections  of  this  State,  so  far  as 
the  city  of*  Boston  is  concerned,  without  any  outside  aid  or  interfer- 
ence?— A.  That  may  be,  but,  as  I  said  before,  if  the  Federal  officers 
were  men  of  sufficient  calil)er  and  education,  I  would  consider  that  they 
might  be  a  grciit  aid  to  us. 

Q.  Still  the  elections  could  be  carried  on  well  without  them !— A. 
They  have  been  carried  on  without  them  for  a  great  many  years. 

Q.  You  elected  members  of  Congress  tolerably  fairly  before  this  Fed- 
eral election  law  was  passed  ? — A.  I  have  heard  so. 

By  Mr.  Blair: 

Q.  I  understood  you  that  at  the  time  your  board  was  established 
there  were  very  great  abuses  attending  the  registration  of  voters  in  this 
city  f — A.  I  have  heard  so. 

Q.  You  fouLd  a  very   imperfect  list  ? — A.  We  found    a  peculiar 
method. 

Q.  You  found  a  list  with  twice  as  many  names  upon  it  as  belonged 
there? — A.  It  was  a  list  which  was  published  prior  to  the  election,  bat 
not  on  the  day  of  election.  What  I  tried  to  obviate  at  first,  and  what 
I  thought  was  a  hardship,  was  this:  that  a  man  whose  name  appeared 
upon  the  list  as  a  qualified  voter  was  thereby  lulled  into  a  sense  of 
security  as  to  his  right  to  vote,  when  in  fact  the  appearance  of  his 
name  was  no  indication  that  he  would  be  entitled  to  vote.  Suppose,  for 
instance,  that  your  own  name  and  residence  appeared  upon  the  list 
You  would  therefore  naturally  feel  confident  that  you  would  be  able  to 
vote  without  impediment.  When  you  went  to  vote  at  the  election  two 
weeks  afterwards,  you  are  told  that  you  could  not  vote,  as  there  are 
dots  against  your  name  upon  the  list.  If  you  ask  an  explanation,  yon 
are  informed  that  the  meaning  of  those  dots  is  that  you  have  not  paid 
a  tax  within  two  years.  You  at  once  propose  to  pay  the  tax,  but  you 
cannot  pay  it  as  the  time  for  payment  with  reference  to  voting  has  gone 
by.  The  consequence  of  that  is,  that  there  is  a  loss  to  the  city  of  Bos- 
ton in  the  non-payment  of  taxes  and  an  injustice  to  the  voter  who  has 
been  lulled  into  a  sense  of  security,  when  otherwise  he  would  have  taken 
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Steps  to  have  assured  himself  of  his  right.  That  was  the  condition 
formerly.  The  claim  that  I  m^ke  is  this :  that  when  the  city  of  Boston 
Miblisbes  the  name  of  the  man  as  that  of  a  qualitied  voter,  such  a  man 
hould  be  in  fact  qnalifitHl  at  the  time  of  publication.  Therefore  we 
ewfMi  down  the  list  twenty  two  thousand,  and  this  created  a  great  deal 
f  talk.  The  talk,  however,  amounted  to  nothing,  because  the  tweut.\'- 
wo  thousand  who  were  thus  left  off  the  list  qualitied  themselves  in 
ime  for  the  next  election  and  the  list  then  commenced  to  increase. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  your  list  is  more  perfect  than  was  the  list 
Brbieh  existed  before  the  organization  of  your  board  ? — A.  It  is  decidedly 
Bore  f>erfect. 

Q.  Wherein! — A.  Because  the  facilities  for  perfecting  it  have  been 
irgel^'  increased.  Before  the  board  was  created  the  voting  list  was 
ompilecl  by  the  city  clerk,  who,  having  a  multiplicity  of  other  duties  to 
lerform,  could  not  give  his  attention  to  registration  except  at  certain 
leriods  of  the  year.  Under  the  new  system  the  three  members  of  the 
K»rd  have  nothing  to  do  but  to  devote  their  entire  time  to  the  work, 
md  it  follows  necessarily  that  their  list  would  be  a  more  perfect  one. 

Q.  But  is  not  your  list  an  imperfect  one  ? — A.  I  have  said  that  there 
ras  a  great  deal  that  was  imperfect  in  its  method  of  preparation. 

Q.  You  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  prior  to  the  organiza- 
tiou  of  your  board  the  voting  list  as  actually  voted  upon  was  very  im- 
peitect? — A.  As  actually  voted  upon,  I  think  it  was  a  good  list ;  but  it 
vas  only  a  good  list  at  the  expense  of  the  citizens.  I  mean  to  say  that 
tbe  persons  whose  names  were  represented  there,  and  who  did  vote  on 
tbe  day  of  the  election,  were  entitled  to  vote. 

Q.  Is  there  as  much  danger  of  fraud  under  your  list  as  there  was 
QiHier  tbe  list  made  use  of  prior  to  the  establishment  of  your  board  in 
1874! — A.  I  think  there  is  not  as  much. 

Q.  Is  there  any  essential  difference  ? — A.  I  should  say  there  was, 
simply  because  more  time  is  given  to  an  examination  of  the  list  than  was 
pveu  to  it  before. 

Q.  But  there  would  be  very  little  occasion  for  this  board  of  yours  un- 
less it  did  some  good  ? — A.  The  statute  laws  on  the  subject  have  been 
almost  entirely  changed  since  we  took  charge. 

Q.  lias  that  change  been  for  the  better  ? — A.  I  think  so. 

y.  What  are  some  of  the  evils  which  existed  under  the  former  method 
of  rpgist ration,  and  which  your  board  of  registration  has  obviated  in  the 
interest  of  an  honest  ballot? — A.  Not  having  been  in  politics,  nor  con- 
vei-sant  with  the  details  of  the  method  of  detecting  errors  prior  to  the 
orjiauizatiou  of  the  board,  I  cannot  answer  as  to  that. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  election  returns  so  as  to  be  able  to  say 
whether  or  not  a  larger  number  of  votes  are  cast  in  proportion  to  the 
IwpuUition  than  formerly  f — A.  The  largest  vote  cast  under  Mr.  Mc- 
Clearys  list  was,  I  think,  32,000  or  34,000  out  of  a  total  of  perhaps 
T4,0UO  names.  Last  year  there  were  upon  the  published  list  53,000 
names,  of  whom  47,000  voted. 

Q.  Did  this  increase  of  the  vote  result  from  the  annexation  of  adja- 
cent towns  ? — A.  The  board  was  formed  subsequent  to  the  annexation. 
Ko  annexation  has  occurred  since. 

Q.  lias  the  population  of  the  city  increased  to  an  extent  such  as  is 
indicated  by  that  increase  in  the  vote  ! — A.  i^o,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  account  for  that  increase  of  the  vote  t — A.  I  account 

for  it  by  the  fact  that  the  former  list  included  the  names  of  many  thou- 

*»nd<j  who  were  not  qualified,  and  who  therefore  did  not  vote,  and  the 
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cons^uence  of  the  pn1>Iication  of  their  naiu^s.  as  I  hare  stated,  was  that 
these  citizens  irere  lulled  into  a  false  secnrity  a>  to  their  right,  and  were 
DOt  apprisced  that  thev  could  not  vote  until  iuforiDed  of  the  fact  at  the 
elect  ion  polls.  This  detect  m  the  method  i>  obriaied  by  the  publica- 
tion, as  at  present,  oi  the  names  of  qualities  votersw  this  being  virtually 
a  notice  to  these  whose  names  do  not  api»ear  to  qaahfy  bv  paying  their 
taxes  in  order  to  gft  npon  the  list.  Under  the  tonner  practice  the 
dots  set  opposite  the  name  of  a  citizen  to  in<licate  that  be  had  not 
paid  his  tax  did  not  api^^ar  upon  the  i»al»'.i>Lrd  list,  but  were  made  by 
the  ward  officers  on  the  ni^ht  before  the  election.  This  practice  was 
|>er]>^tnated  by  the  present  board  in  the  tirst  year  of  its  organization^ 
bat,  n|K>n  being  informed,  as  they  were,  on  tue  moruuig  after  an  elec- 
tion in  that  vear,  that  s^me  fortv-four  names  in  one  ward  which  had 
been  dotted  were  tbose  of  men  who  had  aerualiy  i^^id  their  taxes,  the 
practice  was  discontinued.  The  preseut  system  siru)»l:de«l  and  made 
more  effective  the  campaign  work  of  the  |K»Uiieal  parties  by  enabliog 
them  to  gft  out  a  larger  vote  on  eit!ier  side  than  they  would  otherwise 
get  out,  as  it  furnished  the  names  of  those  who  were  actual  voters  only, 
and  the  active  workers  of  either  party  then  brou;:ht  forwanl  those  not 
upon  the  list  whom  they  knew  to  be  eutiileil  to  be  there. 

Q.  Then  under  the  former  metb«)<l  it  was  not  the  voter  but  the  politi- 
cal parties  who  were  lulled  into  a  false  security  as  to  their  votes  by  the 
indiscriminate  publication  of  the  names  of  those  who  had  and  those  who 
had  not  paid  their  taxes  ? — A.  Exactly  so.  The  constitution  says  that 
we  shall  publish  a  list,  not  of  chose  whon^  we  presume  will  pay  a  tax,  bat 
of  those  who  have  paid  a  tax.  { 

Q.  I  concede  that,  in  my  opinion,  that  is  a  very  great  improvement. 
Are  you  acquaintcil  with  the  present  methoil  of  registration  throughout 
thp  State? — A.  I  am,  siimewhat. 

Q.  What  other  evils  have  you  found  in  couiiectiou  with  registratiou 
in  ditferent  |>ortions  of  the  State  ?— A.  I  have  found  that  the  constitu- 
tional requirement  of  a  reading  and  writing  qualitieation  has  not  been 
general 'y  insisteil  u\h)u,    A  selectman  of  a  town  who  had  just  purchased 
a  sec  of  registratiou  books,  havinjj  oceasiou  to  pay  me  a  visit,  remarked 
to  me  that  for  once  his  town  should  have  an  honest  registration.     A  few 
days  afterwanls,  n|)on  his  calling  upon  me  again,  he  described  his  effort 
as  having  resulted  most  deplorably.     The  first  case  which  he  had  beea 
called  upon  to  dispose  of  had  been  that  of  his  brother  in-law,  and  he  re- 
marked to  me,  '"  You  wouldn't  ex|>ect  me  to  make  my  brolheriu-law  read 
and  write.^     He  had  found  that  he  could  not  enforce  the  law  even  as  to 
his  own  family.    There  are  other  instances  that  I  might  refer  to  as  show- 
ing that  the  constitutional  requirement  is  not  enforceil.    I  remember 
having  heard  the  city  clerk  of  a  large  and  |>opulous  city  of  Masssachu- 
setts  state,  in  the  presentee  of  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, two  years  ago,  that  presuming  that  Bill  or  Jim  Smith,  of  the  board 
of  aldermen  of  his  city,  handed  him  a  foolscap  sheet  with  a  dozen  or  any 
other  number  of  names  U|)on  it,  he  could  not  go  back  on  the  board  of 
aldermen  but  would  have  to  put  the  names  on.    In  another  city  where  it 
was  presumed  that  the  selectmen  had  said  that  the  meu  iu  question 
were  all  right  the  names  were  put  on, 

Q.  No  i)ersonal    application,  then,  is  required  in  some  localities,  it 
seems  ? 
— A.  It  would  seem  not, 

Q.  But  all  the  names  were  put  on  that  some  one  in  authority  wanted 
to  have  on  ? — A.  If  a  member  of  the  city  council  or  any  one  in  authority 
gave  the  names  they  were  put  on. 
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Q.  Doyoa  thiDk  that  this  looseness  iu  registration  exists  systeuiati- 
Uly  tbrouj|:boat  the  State!— A..  The  city  of  Worcester,  I  think,  has  a 
Mfd  of  registration  consisting  of  the  chairman  of  the  board  of  assessors, 
e  city  clerk,  and  one  citizen  elected  at  large.  The  cities  of  Worcester 
id  Boston  are,  1  think,  the  only  cities  in  which  the  voting  lists  are  not 
mpiled  by  the  city  clerk.  In  the  towns  the  compilation  is  made  by 
e  town  clerk,  but  as  every  voter  there  is  known  to  almost  every  other 
Iter,  and  as  the  lists  are  put  up  publicly,  there  is  very  little  liability  to 
and. 

Q.  But  in  cities  where  there  are  forty  or  sixty  thousand  inhabitants 
me  special  provision,  in  your  opinion,  is  necessary? — A.  I  think  that 
ere  should  be  a  special  officer  of  registration  in  a  city.  With  regard 
the  educational  qualification,  I  have  always  claimed  that  it  was  not 
forced  in  Massachusetts,  and  the  fact  that  it  has  not  been  has  often 
en  demonstrated  in  my  experience.  In  some  instances  when  gentle- 
Ml  who  had  lived  in  the  State  came  to  register  in  Boston,  upon  my 
king,  **  Sir,  will  you  please  read,"  the  answer  was,  "  Is  it  necessary 
at  I  should  i*eadf  Well,  I  have  voted  at  such  and  such  a  place  for 
rty  odd  years  and  I  never  knew  before  that  1  had  to  read,"  yet  we  had 
>ted  under  the  same  constitution.  In  the  matter  of  autographs  of  the 
en  assessed  a  like  condition  of  things  exist  iu  the  cities  and  towns  of 
le  State  generally,  and  if  you  ask  to  see  the  autographs  you  will  find 
liy  a  comparatively  few, 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  they  cannot  have  an  honest  regis- 
ation  in  those  cities  and  towns  f — A.  I  do  not  say  that  they  cannot 
ive  an  honest  registration.  I  do  not  say  that  a  man  who  is  not  called 
|X)u  to  read  l>ecause  he  is  the  brother  in  law  of  a  registrar  is  a  fraud- 
lent  voter,  but  I  speak  of  it  as  one  illustration  of  the  necessity  for  a 
vision  of  the  registration  system. 

Q.  Nevertheless,  in  many  cases,  the  man,  if  he  votes  at  all  under  such 
reomstances,  would  vote  without  a  legal  right? — A.  I  judge  so. 
Q.  Are  there  many  evils,  so  far  as  registration  is  concerned,  growing 
It  of  the  use  of  fraudulent  naturalization  papers  f — A.  We  have  not 
served  it  to  any  great  extent.  I  think  that  the  system  is  open  to 
lad  in  that  respect. 

Q.  Explain  wherein. — A.  In  the  matter  of  witnesses.  I  remember  in 
e  instance,  in  which  a  party  was  arrested  and  tried  as  a  false  witness, 
at  the  facts  which  were  developed  in  the  trial  rather  surprised  me, 
It  I  have  not  learned  of  many  cases  of  false  registration,  and  I  do  not 
low  that  in  our  experience  we  ever  detected  a  false  naturalization 
per.  If  I  remember  the  form,  it  is  this,  that  each  applicant  is  required 
produce  two  witnesses  who  have  known  him  for  a  certain  number  of 
ars. 

Q.  That  is  in  obtaining  the  original  papers! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  flow  is  it  in  getting  his  name  upon  the  registration  f — A.  He  must 
>pear  in  person  with  the  paper  and  answer  that  he  is  the  person,  and 
nst  read  and  write. 

Q.  What  evidence  have  you  that  he  is  the  person  to  whom  the  paper 
roi»erly  belongs! — A.  Simply  his  word.  Under  the  ruling  of  the  city 
)Ucitor,  if  a  citizen  states  that  that  which  he  produces  is  his  natural- 
nation  paper,  we  cannot  doubt  his  statement  unless  we  have  absolute 
roof  to  the  contrary. 

Q.  Suppose  that  he  tells  a  falsehood  !— A.  The  burden  is  upon  him. 
^f  that  class  ninety  nine  cases  in  every  hundred  of  those  who  come  be- 
oro  as  may  be  fraudulent,  but  we  cannot  prove  it  if  such  is  the  fact. 
Q.  Do  von  not  think  that  in  such  cases  it  would  be  better  to  reouire 
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some  ontside  evidence.  Qi)on  the  principle  which  obtains  in  a  bank  in 
requiring  a  stranger  demanding  payment  to  be  identified  ? — A.  We  do 
not  require  evidence  as  to  a  tax  bill  which  may  be  presented. 

Q.  That  comes  from  an  extraneous  source  and  is  based  upon  the  rec- 
ord of  the  assessor? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  there  you  have  evidence  of  a  very  strong  character  which 
does  not  depend  upon  tbe  statement  of  tbe  stranger  at  all.  But  the 
man  with  a  naturalization  paper  may  bave  come  into  possession  of  it  by 
having  bad  it  given  to  him  by  a  friend  at  home;  yet,  when  he  comes 
before  you,  you  take  his  word  as  to  the  all-imporiant  question  of  identity, 
do  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  say  that,  for  all  you  know,  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  every 
hundred  may  be  fraudulent,  but.  under  the  ruling,  you  have  no  right  to 
inquire  into  the  facts,  but  must  take  tbe  word  of  the  party  ! — A.  We 
have  to  take  his  word.  I  do  not  say  that  I  have  any  idea  that  ninety- 
nine  cases  out  of  every  hundred  are  fraudulent,  but  what  I  me^iD  to 
say  is  that  I  cannot  prove  that  a  stranger  who  appears  before  me  is  the 
man  whom  he  claims  to  be  or  not. 

Q.  If  you  thought  that  ninetyniue  out  of  every  hundred  easps  were 
fraudulent  you  would  make  some  inquiry  in  regard  to  them,  would  yoa 
nott — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  There  is  not,  then,  the  ordinary  safeguard  around  the  exercise  of 
the  ballot  in  that  respect  that  obtains  in  common  business  affairs  f— A. 
How  could  you  more  safely  guai-d  it  f 

Q.  Could  you  not  require  the  man  to  produce  witnesses  ? — A.  I  shonld 
not  know  his  witnesses. 

Q.  Exactly,  but  if  three  men  swear  to  the  same  thing,  there  would  be 
all  the  less  probability  of  falsehood  ? — A.  But  we  do  not  swear  every 
applicant  tor  registration, 

Q.  You  are  required  to,  unless  you  are  perfectly  satisfied  T — A.  O,  if 
we  have  any  doubt,  we  swear  tbe  man.  We  do  in  some  instances  swear 
parties. 

Q.  Tbe  question,  however,  is  not  as  to  what  satisfies  you,  but  as  to 
what  is  the  opportunity  for  imposition  upon  you.  Do  you  thiuk 
really  that  there  are  here  such  strong  safeguards  thrown  around  the  exer- 
cise of  tbe  suffrage  in  this  respect  as  there  ought  to  be! — A.  1  hardly 
know  how  you  would  improve  it. 

Q.  The  man  is  obliged  to  make  oath  in  court  in  the  first  instance. 
Might  be  not,  in  tbe  same  way,  be  obliged  to  produce  witnesses  to  prove 
that  be  is  the  same  Dennis  McCarthy  who  is  mentioned  in  the  natural- 
ization paper,  and  that  they  bave  known  him  to  be  in  possession  of  it 
for  a  certain  length  of  time? — A.  Wb^t  would  you,  as  a  registrar,  do 
if  I  came  in  and  represented  myself  as  having  alwavs  lived  in  Spring- 
field ? 

Q.  If  tbe  law  required  additional  proof  it  would  be  incumbent  upon 
you  to  produce  witnesses  from  Springfield. — A.  That  would  be  such  a 
hindrance  to  registration,  if  followed  to  any  great  extent,  that  it  would 
be  scarcely  practical  to  require  that. 

Q.  Why  not  require  tbe  man  to  produce  eviilence  from  the  records 
that  he  had  exercised  the  suffrage  there  f — A.  But  suppose  that  his  rep- 
resentation was  a  false  one  and  he  had  never  voted  there  ? 

Q.  Then  he  will  have  lied  to  you  in  averring  it, — A.  1  do  not  care  if  a 
man  has  been  qualified  in  every  city  and  town  in  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, when  becomes  before  me  he  must  qualify  before  me. 

Q.  But  it  seems  that  you  do  not  require  proof  at  all  if  you  happen  to 
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tbiok  that  he  is  a  good  fellow  and  does  not  tell  a  long  story. — A.  There 

are  very  few  of  whom  we  require  proof. 
Q.  I  anderstand  that  under  the  law  as  it  is  you  may  require  a  man  to 

make  his  statement  under  penalty! — A.  A  statute  law  requiring  that  all 

persons  shall  be  sworn  would  cover  it. 

Q.  The  statute  law  dees  now  require  it,  in  your  discretion  ? — A.  Where 
vebave  any  doubt,  it  does. 

Q.  Of  course  iu  the  great  mass  of  cases  you  would  be  all  right ;  but  is 
there  not  a  looseness  of  practice  iu  the  law  itself,  and  a  looseness  in  the 
terms  of  the  law  itself,  by  reason  of  which  you  are  liable  to  great  abuses 
where  you  have  the  applications  of  men  who  fraudulently  possess  natural- 
ization papers? 

—A.  Certainly,  as  there  may  be  also  in  the  cases  of  native  citizens  who 
possess  tHX  papers. 

Q.  Bat  the  tax  paper  is  extraneous  evidence  as  to  which  you  do  not 
require  proof.  1  suppose  that,  with  your  very  extensive  acquaintance 
with  the  operation  of  the  suffrage  laws  of  the  country,  you  are,  of  course, 
aware  that  the  most  gigantic  frauds  against  the  laws  of  the  country  have 
^owii  out  of  this  same  looseness  to  which  I  now  call  your  attention  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whether  fraud  is  actually  occurring  in  this  loose  practice  as  to 
naturalization  papers,  you  cannot  say  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is 
any. 

Q.  It  is  very  evident  that  the  board  of  registrars  which  you  have  in 
thiacity  is  an  extremely  efficient  one,  but  it  may  not  always  be  the  good 
fortune  of  a  city  or  town  to  have  as  registrars  gentlemen  who  are  as  hon- 
orable, capable,  and  efficient  as  are  the  members  of  your  board.  There- 
fore, under  the  present  condition  of  the  law,  do  you  not  think  that  a 
stricter  application  to  their  duties  on  the  part  of  the  registrars  should 
be  insisted  upon  by  the  law  ? — A.  It  may  be  that  it  should  be. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  wholly  safe  to  leave  it  discretionary  with  these 
officers  whether  they  shall  apply  tests  or  not  ?  You  have  observed  the 
looseness  in  that  res|>ect  in  the  instances  .vou  have  mentioned,  particu- 
larly in  that  of  a  dozen  or  more  names  being  placed  upon  the  list  by  a 
town  clerk,  or  city  clerk,  at  the  suggestion  of  others  in  authority,  with- 
out any  questions  being  asked  ? — A.  In  other  parts  of  the  State,  you 
mean  ?  I  should  like  to  see  a  statute  like  that  of  the  city  of  Boston  en- 
forced in  every  town  and  city  of  Massachusetts.  I  suppose,  however, 
itisntterly  impossible  to  have  a  registration  without  a  certain  amount 
of  fraod. 

Q.  Yon  think  there  is  some  fraud  in  the  registration  in  this  city! — 
A.  I  do  not  question  but  that  there  is. 

Q.  The  object  ot  the  requirement  of  these  tests  is  the  prevention  of 
fraud? — A.  That  is  what  we  aim  at.  In  that  connection,  I  may  say  that 
fault  has  often  been  found  with  the  board  upon  pretexts  that  were  not 
jnstifiable;  in  other  words,  fault  has  been  found  that  we  do  not  treat 
fvery  man  who  comes  into  the  office  as  a  condemned  felon  ;  but  I  have 
Dot,  in  a  period  of  ten  years,  seen  enough  of  fraud  to  destroy  my  con- 
fidence iu  any  individual.  Ineffectual  attempts  in  that  direction  are 
made  from  time  to  time.  At  the  very  last  election,  there  was  an  at- 
tempt of  that  kind.  The  man  in  that  case  looked  to  be  honest  enough 
and  I  asked  him  several  questions,  when  he  seemed  somewhat  confused  ; 
and  when  I  was  about  to  ask  him  another  question,  I  saw  his  coat-tails 
going  through  the  door. 

Q.  But  if  you  were  a  dishonest  registrar  a  man  who  had  uo  r\g\it  to 
bave  his  name  on  the  list  could  get  it  there  f— A.  Even  if  I  had  been 
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persoDally  aud  inteDtionally  dishonest,  in  that  case,  for  instance,  the 
name  of  the  man  would  be  published,  and  you  as  a  citizen,  or  any  other, 
ii^onld  have  the  right  to  make  complaint  that  that  man  was  not  a  voter. 

Q.  But  you  have  admitted  his  name! — A.  Yes;  but  it  is  subject  to 
public  inspection  and  liable  to  be  stricken  off  upon  investi^tion. 

Q.  If  that  man  had  been  placed  under  oath  and  bad  succeeded  by 
swearing  falsely  in  having  his  name  entered,  he  would  have  soon  beeu 
locked  up  in  the  city  prison  I — A.  Certainly.  In  the  matter  of  the  read- 
ing and  writing  qualification,  my  own  ideas  and  those  of  Judge  Hallett 
differ  considerably.  I  passed  certain  men  last  fall  whose  writing  looked 
like  the  crawling  of  a  fl}'  across  a  page,  bnt  I  hold  that  there  is  as  great 
a  diversity  in  the  degree  of  proficiency  in  that  respect  as  there  is  in  any 
other  accomplishment.  I  hold  that,  if  no  one  had  written  nor  read  bet- 
ter than  another,  there  would  never  have  been  any  necessity  for  profes- 
sors of  writing  or  of  elocution. 

Q.  But  you  are  appointed  specially  to  do  this  work,  and  the  citizens 
generally  who  may  be  relied  upon  to  make  exposures  of  improper  names 
may  not  busy  themselves  in  that  regard  as  they  have  other  matters  to 
engage  their  attention  and  are  about  their  own  business.  They  are  not 
going  to  pay  very  much  attention  to  the  voting  lists? — A.  They  pay  jnst 
enough  attention  to  them  to  come  in  and  tell  us  our  lists  are  over- 
whelmed with  fniud.  Therefore  I  look  upon  outside  advice  as  some- 
what trivial  indeed. 

Q.  So  that  this  publication  of  the  list  to  the  world  at  large  really 
helps  you  but  very  little  ? — A.  It  serves  largely  to  notify  those  who 
are  off  the  list  of  the  fact  that  they  are  off*  and  the  necessity  for  getting 
upon  it. 

Q.  And  stirs  up  the  political  workers  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  may  add  tbat 
I  consider  the  right  of  suffrage  under  a  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment as  one  of  the  most  sacred  things,  and  one  which  I  do  not  think 
can  be  too  safely  guarded. 

Q.  But  my  questions  have  been  directed  to  ascertaining  whether 
under  your  law  that  right  is  as  carefully  guarded  as  it  might  be  or  as  it 
ought  to  bef — A.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is.  I  do  not  think  that  there 
ought  to  be  by  law  any  hinderance  to  honest  registration,  but  I  think 
that  the  way  of  an  evil  minded  man  might  be  made  more  difficult  than 
it  is  at  present. 

Q.  I  have  seldom  found  a  gentleman  who  understood  this  matter  of 
registration  as  well  as  you  do,  and  I  would  like  to  hare,  for  the  use  of 
the  committee,  any  suggestions  that  occur  to  you  with  a  view  to  the  im- 
provement either  of  the  United  States  law  or  of  the  State  law,  so  far  as 
it  may  bear  upon  registration, — A.  I  do  not  consider  myself  comi)etent 
to  speak  so  far  as  the  United  States  law  is  concerned,  but  with  reference 
to  the  State  law,  I  think  that  a  new  registration  throughout  the  State 
would  be  beneficial. 

Q.  Explain  what  you  mean  by  a  new  registration.— A.  I  would  have 
a  new  voting  list  iit  the  municipal  election  of  the  coming  year. 

Q.  Who  should  make  this  new  list  ?— A.  There  should  be  constituted 
authorities  in  every  city  and  town  to  make  such  a  list.  I  would  have 
every  citizen  in  the  city  of  Boston  newly  registered  and  requalified.  I 
for  one  should  be  obliged  to  read  and  write  over  again.  An  attempt  in 
this  direction  was  made  in  the  legislature  this  year ;  but  it  was  an  invid- 
ious proposition,  as  the  city  of  Boston,  in  which  this  constitutional  re- 
quirement is  most  persistently  enforced,  was  singled  out  for  a  new  re- 
vision.   I  would  suggest  that  the  law  should  be  made  applicable  to  the 
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entire  State,  and  carried  out  with  like  efficiency  tbronghout  the  comniocf- 
wealth. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  sufrgestion  developed  by  your  experience  which 
now  occors  to  you  ? — A.  I  don't  think  it  would  be  a  bad  plan  to  have  . 
this  idea  of  paging  and  lettering  carried  out  throughout  the  State.  It 
would  prove  not  only  a  great  help  to  honest  registration,  but  a  benefit 
to  that  class  of  citizens  who  are  subjected  to  inconvenience  by  the  less- 
efficient  plan.     It  is  absolutely  in  the  interest  of  the  voter. 

Q.  But  if  in  making  a  new  registration  you  cast  aside  the  work  of 
the  assessors,  this  plan  of  paging  and  lettering  woiild  not  be  applica- 
ble—A.  We  still  want  to  have  the  asSsessors,  Jis  iheir  list  would  be 
necessary  to  show  that  voters  resided  in  the  State  six  months  before  the 
election. 

The  Witness  (in  answer  to  Mr.  Blair)  further  su;:gested,  as  an  effi- 
cieut  means  of  perfecting  a  reliable  registration  system,  the  creation  by 
the  State  of  a  new  office,  to  be  known  as  that  of  the  supervisor  of  reg- 
istration, the  business  of  which  would  be  to  teach  the  method  of  regis- 
tration, with  a  view  to  extending  a  uniform  system  throughout  the  en-  ' 
tire  State,  Referring  again  to  the  practice  of  voting  upon  tnx-biils 
wbicb  had  been  paid  by  persons  other  than  the  voters  themselves,  he 
said  that  the  practice  was  a  common  one  ;  that  those  whose  taxes  were 
thus  paid  could  be  numbered  by  thousands:  yet  the  right  of  such  men 
to  vote  was  exercised  honestly ;  that  the  influence  of  the  practice  in 
point  of  morality  was  pernicious,  as  the  voter  practically  sold  his  vote 
for  two  dollars  to  whoever  had  paid  the  tax  for  him. 

Q.  Does  your  statement  apply  to  cities  of  the  State  other  than  Bos- 
ton ?— A.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  town  or  city  of  the  State  that  is  an 
cxci»prion. 

Q.  Stiite  wliether  your  lists,  as  corrected  since  1871,  do  not  contain 
many  names  that  have  come  down  to  you  from  former  generations,  you 
might  say — that  is,  from  previous  years — which  have  never  been  scruti- 
nizeil  by  your  board  at  all. — A.  You  mean  names  of  which  we  have  no 
proof?  Certainly  there  are.  They  are  those  which  were  handed  down 
to  ns  by  Mr.  McCleary.  A  new  registration  would  completely  wipe 
those  our. 

Q.  How  many  do  you  think  would  there  be  of  those  ? — A.  I  could  not 
tell. 

Q.  Could  3'ou  fix  a  minimum  ? — A.  I  could  not,  for  the  reason  that  in 
the  tive  years  I  have  been  in  the  office  we  have  registered  perhaps 
15(i,(KH)  {)eople,  including  those  who  have  removed  from  one  place  to  an- 
other and  have  been  newly  registere<l,  and  have,  I  suppose,  50,000  auto- 
graphs. It  would  be  impossible  to  distinguish  among  these  the  old 
voters. 

Q.  Can  yon  state  the  number  of  names  that  are  wrongfully  upon  the 
list  ?— A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  that  the  list  is  perfect  ?— A.  I  think  it  is  as  near 
l>ertect  as  it  is  possible  for  us  to  make  it.  If  at  any  time  any  question 
is  raised  in  regard  to  any  names  upon  the  list,  we  at  once  make  an  ex- 
simination  as  to  those  names. 

Q.  Have  you  to  day  no  estimate  of  what  names  upon  the  list  are 
those  of  men  who  have  been  tested  and  qualified  ? — A.  It  is  impossible 
to  Ret  at  the  number.  I  think  in  is  verv  small.  As  compared  with 
Judge  Uallett's  figures  of  from  3,500  to  5,000,  I  should  give  the  other 
wtreme.  , 

Q.  Do  you  think  there  can  be  as  many  as  from  1,000  to  1,500  ?— A..  1 
<louot  think  there  can  be  more  tlian  a  tboiismuU  yet  there  may  be.     A. 
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mao  comes  in  and  when  questioned  may  state  that  he  was  born  in  Chi- 
cago. I  put  him  on  as  a  native-')oru  voter ;  yet  he  may  have  been  born 
in  Spain. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  there  are  an^  illegal  voters  upon  the  list?— 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  there  are  auv,  they  will  be  removed  upon  being  discovered  ?— A. 
Yes. 

Q.  The  only  reason  why  you  state  that  there  may  be  some  is  that  do 
work  of  that  kind  can  be  entirely  |>erfectf — A.  1  know  that  it  cannot 
be  perfect,  because  of  the  intense  partisan  heat  of  an  election  and  the 
earnestness  of  the  efforts  on  both  sides  to  increase  the  list.  I  think  that 
within  the  two  months  preceding  an  election  a  very  large  quantity  of 
conscience  is  swallowed  in  the  city  of  Boston. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  the  most  effective  remedy  for  illegal  voting 
is  small  election  districts? — A.  Yes.  It  was  for  that  reason  that  I  ad- 
vocated the  precinct  bill  which  was  proposed  two  years  ago.  In  my  in- 
vestigation of  that  subject,  I  visited  all  the  large  cities,  and  found  that 
the  average  number  of  voters  to  a  precinct  in  New  York  was  about  two 
hundred  and  forty-eight,  and  in  Philadelphia  two  hundred  and  fifty. 
In  New  York  there  are  some  two  hundred  and  odd  polling  places,  while 
Philadelphia  has,  I  think,  over  three  hundred.  In  the  city  of  Brooklyn, 
after  the  revolution  in  the  condition  of  things  which  took  place  with 
reference  to  the  famous  McLaughlin  ring,  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
legislature,  and  the  citizens  succeeded  in  securing  what  is  known  as  the 
Brooklyn  registration  law,  which  is  one  of  the  best  laws  on  the  subject 
in  the  country.  Some  of  the  features  of  the  system  in  New  York  and 
other  places  might  be  made  of  incalculable  benefit  in  this  city,  and  it 
would  be  well  worth  the  time  if  an  investigation  could  be  made  with  the 
view  of  utilizing  some  of  their  features.  Asa  whole,  however,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  apply  them  here  because  of  the  difference  in  the  time 
by  which  we  are  reqnired  to  have  our  registration — six  mouths  before 
the  election,  and  other  peculiarities  in  our  registration. 

Q.  This  i»oll-tax  qualification  to  vote,  you  think,  introduces  a  corrupt 
use  of  money  in  elections  in  this  city  ? — A.  I  think  it  does  largely;  be- 
cause if  it  was  not  used  in  that  way  the  tendency  to  use  it  in  other  ways 
would  not  be  so  great. 

Q,  They  use  money  to  pay  a  man's  poll  tax  and  they  give  him  more 
monev  before  they  get  through  with  the  election  ? — A.  There  is  no  doubt 
of  it. 

Q.  In  registering,  does  a  foreign -born  citizen  have  to  produce  a  tax 
receipt  in  addition  to  his  naturalization  papers? — A.  Ever}' applicant 
for  registration  is  required  to  furnish  a  tax  receipt. 

Q.  Then  he  must  produce  that  much  more  of  proof  than  is  produced 
of  the  native-born  citizen,  who  presents  merely  a  tax  receipt  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  So  that  you  have  more  docunientary  proof  before  you  in  reganl 
to  the  naturalized  citizen,  as  to  his  identity,  than  you  have  in  the  case 
of  a  native  born  citizen  ? — A.  Certainly.  We  have  all  that  a  native- 
born  citizen  is  required  to  produce  and  a  naturalization  paper  in  addi- 
tion. 

Q.  The  naturalization  papers,  of  course,  prove  one  fact? — A.  They 
prove  that  somebody  has  been  naturalized,  but  not  that  the  individual 
presenting  them  has  been  naturalized. 

Q.  And  the  tax  receipt  proves  that  some  one  has  paid  a  tax  ? — A. 
Yes. 
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Q.  With  both  of  these  papers  together,  aud  your  own  opportunities 
ofabservation  of  men,  do  you  think  you  have  often  been  deceived  ? — A. 
I  do  not  think  that  we  have.  I  think  that  deception  has  been  practiced 
as  to  every  class  of  voters,  but  not  as  to  the  naturalized  voter  particu- 
larly. 

Q.  Take  the  case  of  the  man  of  whom  you  have  spoken,  who  came 
\ritbtbe  naturalization  paper  and  made  a  mistake  in  giving  the  date  of 
his  naturalization  ! — A.  He  betrayed  himself  in  this  way.  He  had  not 
looked  at  the  date  of  the  paper  and  did  not  know  that  1  was  looking  at 
it  I  looked  at  it  casually,  because  I  suspected  him  from  his  appear- 
ance. 

Q.  A  man  nndertaking  to  personate  a  naturalized  citizen  entitled  to 
vote  would  then  have  a  double  task  to  perform  in  this,  that  he  would 
have  to  be  correct,  not  only  as  to  the  date  on  which  he  paid  his  tax  and 
^t  his  receipt,  but  also  as  to  the  particulars  of  his  naturalization 
papers? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  the  fact  that  in  other  parts  of  the  State  regis- 
tration is  more  loosely  performed  than  it  is  here  in  respect  to  reading 
and  writing  ? — A.  The  evidence  that  we  have  had  of  that  consists  of  in- 
formation given  us  by  citizens  coming  here  and  applying  to  be  regis- 
teretl.  They  have  stated  that  the  tests  had  not  been  required  formerly 
of  them. 

Q.  Still  the  persons  who  have  raised  that  objection  were  men  whom 
you  yourself  thought  qualified  to  read  aud  write  ? — A.  I  doubt  every 
man  who  comes  before  me  until  he  has  demonstrated  his  capacity. 

Q.  Bat  that  is  not  the  rule  in  Massachusetts! — A.  It  is  in  our  office. 
If  yon,  sir,  had  never  voted  in  Boston,  and  applied  for  registration,  I 
wonld  not  perhaps  doubt  your  qualifications,  but  I  would  require  you 
to  furnish  evidence  of  them. 

Q.  But  as  a  general  rule  a  majority  of  the  people  of  ^Massachusetts 
who  apply  to  be  registered  can  read  and  write  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  that 
we  reject  five  cases  in  one  hundred  for  the  reason  that  the  party  can- 
not read  or  write. 

Q.  As  compared  with  those  who  can  read  and  write  sufficiently  to 
<inalify  them  to  vote,  the  percentage  of  those  who  cannot  read  or  write 
their  names  is  very  small  indeed,  is  it  not! — A.  I  judge  so. 

Q.  Therefore,  applying  the  principle  that  the  hx^'  applies  in  such  cases, 
the  presumption  would  be  that  the  party  applying  could  read  and  write  ! 
—A.  Yes,  sir. 

Adjourned. 


Boston,  August,  15,  1879. 
George  G.  Crocker  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ! — Answer.  In  Boston. 

Q.  What  was  your  connection  with  the  Republican  committee  for  the 
State  of  Massachusetts  in  the  Congressional  campaign  of  1878? — A. 
^  was  secretary  ot  the  Republican  State  committee. 

Q-  As  such,  did  you  keep  the  records  and  minutes  of  the  committee  I 
*-A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  chairman  of  that  committee! — A.  Adin  Thayer,  of 
Bristol. 

Q-  Of  how  many  members  is  the  com mitte^^  constituted  ! — A.  T\iet^ 
*re  forty  mewbers  of  the  committee. 
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Q.  Were  they  distributed  throughout  the  State  generally  ? — A.  Yes^ 
61  r. 

Q.  How  many  resided  in  Boston  f — A.  Eight. 

Q.  How  many  in  the  county  of  Worcester! — A..  Fire. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  the  latter  ?  A.  Adin  Thayer,  Arthur  G.  Bis- 
coe,  Chester  C.  Corbin,  George  Whitney,  David  H.  Merriam. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  those  resident  in  Boston  ! — A.  Samuel  P.  Ten- 
ney,  Eugene  L.  Norton,  Alfred  A.  Clatur,  William  E.  Perkins.  George 
H.  Bond,  Calvin  M.  Winch,  Christopher  J.  Spenceley,  George  R.  Fow- 
ler. 

Q.  Was  there  an  executive  committee  of  the  State  committee,  and, 
if  so,  of  how  many  members  did  it  consist! — A.  There  was.  It  con- 
sisted of  the  chairman,  ej?o^cio,  the  treasurer,  and  twelve  other  mem- 
bers. 

Q.  Give  their  names? — A.  The  chairman  was  Adin  Thayer;  the 
treasurer,  S.  B.  Stebbins.  The  other  members  were  William  E.  Per- 
kins, Lewis  N.  Tappan,  A.  D.  Fessendeu,  George  Whitney,  Frank  A. 
Hobart,  Charles  T.  Bonney,  Samuel  Snow,  John  D,  Long,  Charles  R. 
Ladd,  Richard  Kingman,  Richanl  Goodman,  L.  J.  Gunn. 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  gentlemen,  either  of  the  general  committee  or  of 
the  executive  committee,  connected  with  official  place  under  the  Fede- 
ral government? — A.  No,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Can  you  give  me  generally,  without  details,  the  powers  of  the  ex- 
ecutive committee  ? — A.  They  have  full  power  to  act  in  the  absence 
of  the  general  committee,  and  would  call  the  general  committee  together 
for  any  special  matter  that  requiretl  their  consideration. 

Q.  And  generally  to  conduct  and  control  the  campaign  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  meetings  of  the  executive  committee  there 
were  after  the  organization  ? — A.  No  ;  I  do  not  remember.  There  was 
a  meeting  at  least  once  a  week  after  the  convention,  and  sometime^ 
oftener  than  that. 

Q.  Was  there  any  general  delegation  of  power  to  the  chairman  au*t 
treasurer? — A.  1  think  not. 

Q.  Who  conducted  the  campaign  practically  ? — A.  The  executive  com- 
mittee. 

Q.  Who  was  in  charge  of  the  headquarters  ? — A.  The  chairman  and 
secretary  and  their  agents. 

Q.  Mr.  Thayer  and  yourself,  and  his  and  your  agents? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
The  assistant  secretary  was  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  meetings  of  the  executive  committee  whicb 
were  called  in  other  sections  of  the  State  than  Boston  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  meetings  called  in  other  sections  of  the  State, 
of  leading  citizens,  at  which  Mr.  Thayer  was  present  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Have  you  no  record  of  any  such  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  no  order  for  any  such  meetings  ? — A.  No.  Of  course  tho 
convention  at  Worcester. 

Q.  I  do  not  speak  of  that.  I  speak  of  the  conduct  of  the  campaign^ 
whether  there  was  or  not  any  delegation  of  power  to  Mr.  Thayer  and 
whether  in  pursuance  of  such  delegation  of  power,  there  were  meeting* 
held  of  leadingcitizens  at  diftVrent  points  throughout  the  State  during  th& 
campaign  ?— A.  I  never  heard  of  any  in  connection  with  the  Republican 
State  committee. 

Q.  What  is  your  knowledge  of  them  with  reference  to  conducting  the^ 
canvass,  whether  there  were  or  were  not  such  meetings? — A.  Ther& 
were  meetings  all  over  the  State,  of  course,  but  no  meetings  in  connec- 
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tion  with  the  Republican  State  committee.    Of  course  there  were  meet- 
ings called  in  all  the  towns,  and  they  were  called  by  Republicans. 

Q.  Certainly,  I  do  not  speak  of  the  general  campaign  ;  1  speak  of  pri- 
vate meetings  with  leading  individuals  throughout  the  State  in  different 
sections  of  the  State.  Have  you  no  record  of  any  such  or  no  knowl- 
edg:eof  any  such  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  fund  in  that  campaign,  any  part  of  it^ 
was  raised  by  contributions  from  Federal  officials! — A.  I  think  not.  I 
know  tbere  was  a  very  decided  feeling  in  the  committee  that  it  should 
be  raised  outside,  and  I  believe  that  it  was  entirely  raised  outside. 

Q  Was  no  contribution  made  by  either  the  customhouse,  the  post- 
office,  the  United  States  officers,  or  the  collectors  of  internal  revenue,  and 
80  forth,  in  Boston,  in  aid  of  the  conduct  of  the  campaign  ? — A.  I  cannot 
s«.v  that  there  was  not,  because  I  did  not  receive  the  money.  I  never 
beard  of  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  treasurer  of  the  committee  f— A.  Mr.  Sol- 
omoD  6.  Stebbins. 

Q.  Bave  you  a  record  or  copy  of  the  circulars  issued  by  the  commit- 
tee daring  the  campaign  ? — A.  Yes;  I  instructed  one  of  the  clerks  in 
theoflSce  to  paste  in  a  book  a  copy  of  every  circular  that  was  issued  by 
the  Republican  State  committee. 

Q,  Can  you  present  them  to  the  committee  ? — A.  They  are  in  the 
book  which  I  hold  in  my  hand. 

Q.  We  do  not  wish  to  inspect  the  contents  of  your  book  as  to  any  pri- 
vate matter  it  may  contain  ! — A.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any  private 
matter  in  this  book,  or  anything  to  which  it  refers  in  the  whole  cam- 
paigu  that  we  should  not  be  willing  to  make  public. 

Q.  You  may,  then,  refer  the  stenographer  to  the  circulars  that  were  is- 
sued and  he  will  take  copies  of  them  f — A.  Would  you  like  to  have  any 
of  these  circulars  read  ? 

The  Chairman  (after  referring  to  the  book  handed  to  the  committee). 
Some  of  them  are  doubtless  of  such  routine  character  that  it  would  not 
be  necessary  for  us  to  refer  to  them  ;  our  attention,  however,  having 
been  called  to  the  circulars,  we  will  take  the  liberty  of  casually  looking 
over  the  book  to  see  what  they  are. 

The  Witness  (after  informally  directing  the  attention  of  the  chair- 
man to  the  contents  of  particular  pages,  and  being  requested  to  read 
from  page  68,  read  a  circular  as  follows,  the  form  of  the  same  being  here 
given  iu  full): 

Rkpl'umcan  State  Committf.k  of  Massachusetts, 

headqcaktejis,  37g  washington  street, 

liosion,  Sepitmber  19,  187H. 

AdixTuvyer,  Chairman. 
8.  B.  Stebbins,  rreasorer. 
George  G.  Crocker,  Secretary. 

Dear  Sir:  A  desperate  attempt  is  being  made,  under  a  hypocritical  pretenfeof 
State  rtform,  to  deliver  Massachusetts  over  to  the  Repiidiationists,  Greeubackers,  and 
Commanist^. 

Thi«  attempt  should  excite  the  alarm  and  indignation  of  every  Christian  citizen,  and 
fall  forth  the  active,  earnest,  and  persistent  opposition  of  every  lover  of  the  fair  fame 
of  Massachusetts. 

It  must  be  met  defiantly  and  vigorously  at  once  by  private  and  public  appeal  to  the 
intflligence,  honor,  and  conscience  of  Massachusetts. 

The  Stale  ticket  nominated  by  the  Republican  party  stands  for  public  and  private- 
honesty  aud  national  good  faith. 
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We  earnestly  inyoke  yonr  active  aid  in  secnring  its  election,  and  thus  saviu^r  the 
**  old  commonwealth ''  from  the  control  of  unscrupulous  and  self-seeking  demagogaea. 
Pfsr  order  of  the  Republican  State  Committee. 

ADIN  THAYER, 

Chairman. 
George  6.  Crocker, 

Secretary,     . 

The  Witness  (tnruing  to  p^ge  81  of  the  book).  One  week  later,  on 

September  26,  as  I  fiud  upou  the  page  before  me,  a  circular  was  issued 

as  follows : 

REprBLiCAX  State  Committee  of  Massachi'setts, 

Headquarters,  376  Washington  Street, 

Boston f  September  '2^  1878. 
Adin  Thayer,  Chairman. 
8.  B.  Stebhins,  Treasurer. 
George  G.  Crocker,  Secretary. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  order  to  enable  us  to  distribute  documents  effectively,  will  you  kindly 
furnish  ns  immediately  with  a  list  of  the  male  members  of^your  church  and  parish,  and 
with  such  other  names  as  you  may  deem  expedient.    By  so  doing  you  will  aid  us  in 
aaving  the  honor  of  our  commonwealth. 
With  esteem,  yours, 

ADIN  THAYER. 

Chairman. 
George  G.  Crocker, 

Secretary. 

Q.  Was  that  circular  sent  to  clergymen  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  generally  ? — A.  We  took  the  various  religious  monthlies,  or 
some  of  them,  where  we  got  lists  of  clergymen  throughout  the  State  aud 
mailed  these  to  them. 

Q.  To  all  the  clergymen  that  voii  could  reach  from  those  lists?— A 
Yes. 

Q.  Were  there  responses  from  them  ? — A.  There  was  a  large  numbei 
of  responses  from  them. 

Q,  Did  you  furnish  the  names  of  the  clergymen  thus  obtained  witl 
documents  f — A.  We  did. 

Q.  Has  that  been  the  practice,  so  far  as  you  know,  in  Massachusetts 
— A.  That  was  a  new  idea. 

Q.  On  what  day  was  the  election  held  ! — A,  November  5. 

The  Chairman  (after  turning  over  the  pages  of  the  book).  I  find  oi 
page  111  a  ticket  containing  the  names  of  Republican  candidates  votet 
for  at  the  governor's  election  last  year.  On  the  back  of  the  ticket  ap 
pear  red-tinted  stripes. 

The  Witness.  That  is  the  Republican  ticket  that  was  used  in  Bostoi 
by  the  ward  and  city  committees.  I  put  it  in  there  only  as  a  sample 
It  was  not  used  by  authority  of  the  Republican  State  committee, 

Q.  Not  by  its  special  authority  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

The  Witness  (by  the  chairman's  direction,  next  turned  to  the  pag 
containing  the  circular  of  October  26,  and  read  the  following) : 

Republican  State  Committee  ok  Massachusetts. 
Headquarters  removed  to  376  Watthington  street, 

Boston,  2m  October y  187a 

Adin  Thayer,  Chairman.  ) 

S.  B.  Stebbins,  Treasurer.  .• 

Oeorgk  G.  Crocker,  Secretary.  > 

My  Dear  Sir  :  Your  duty  as  a  prominent  and  influential  citizen  demands  that  yoa 
efforts  tc  make  the  defeat  of  Butler  an  overwhelming  one  should  be  absolutely  unremii 
4iug. 

The  reputation  of  our  commonwealth  for  honor,  honesty,  and  intelligence  is  at  stak< 
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Tbal  repotation  has  been  woo  by  the  stnrdy  integrity  and  earnest  and  nnfaltering 
penereranee  of  generations,  and  has  been  handed  down  to  you  as  a  sacred  trust. 

The  fist  majority  of  the  followers  of  Butler  believe  iu  hepudiation  and  commu- 
KL'iM.  If  he  should  by  any  possibility  succeed,  they  would  control. 

Douot  allow  yourself  to  underestimate  the  gravity  of  the  responsibility  which  rests 
ipoQ  yoa  by  reason  of  your  ability  to  do  efficient  work  in  8uch  a  crisis  as  this. 

We  invoke  your  co-operation  with  your  Republican  committee. 

We  invoke  your  careful  thought  acd  untiriug  zeal. 

We  invoke  your  ]>er8istent,  personal,  and  individual  efforts  to  get  out  every  possible 
vote  for  Thomas  Talbot  and  John  D.  Long,  both  of  them  ideal  champions  of  huuest, 
lDt«lligeDt,  and  economical  government. 

Remember  that  the  rksekve  vote  is  hkavv  and  must  be  brought  out. 

TheToice  of  Massachusetts  on  the  fifth  of  November  will  once  again  thrill  us  with 
pride  and  joy. 

Sincerely,  yours, 

GEORGE  G.  CROCKER, 

Secretary, 

Q.  Was  tbat  circular  lithographed  ? 

The  Witness.  It  is  a  heliotype  circular. 

Q.  Was  it  priuted  and  distributed  generally  ? — A.  It  was  sent  to 
prominent  gentlemen  in  various  cities  and  towns.  How  many  were  sent 
I  do  Dot  remember.    I  should  say  some  200;  perhaps  more. 

Q.  Have  you  any  record  that  will  show  the  names  of  those  persons  to 
whom  it  was  sent  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  have  or  not. 

Q.  Can  you  not  state  from  your  recollection  t — A.  I  think  that  we  got 
those  names  in  answer  to  a  circular  to  the  town  committees  requesting 
them  to  give  us  the  names  of  influential  gentlemen  in  their  towns  who 
OQi^btto  take  an  interest  in  political  matters,  and  who  had  not  been 
sofficiently  stirred  up ;  and  we  sent  that  circular  to  those  persons. 

Q.  Were  the  names  that  were  solicited  those  of  gentlemen  employing 
labor?— A.  No,  sir.  I  find  here  the  circular  to  which  I  refer.  (Beading 
from  auotber  page  of  the  book  :) 

Rkpl'blican  State  Committee  of  Massachusetts, 

Boston,  October  18,  1878. 

Please  send  us  word  at  once  whether  you  have  received  such  documents  as  you  need 

Mdvbatyou  have  found  to  be  the  best  method  of  distribution.     Please  also  send  us 

tb^Qanie8of  t<*n  or  more  men  who  would  do  etUcient  work  if  they  could  be  aroused. 

^Ve  shall  send  from  headipiarters  to  each  of  these  men  whose  names  we  receive  an 

■fgent  request  that  he  should  take  an  active  part  in  the  campaign. 

Siucerelv,  vours-, 

GEORGE  G.  CROCKER, 

Stcretary. 

The  Witness.  This  circular  was  sent  to  those  men  who  were  named. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  in  any  of  the  towns  of  the  State  Mr. 
Thajer  had  meetings  with  certain  gentlemen  connected  with  manufac- 
iuriugcor|)orations  in  the  State  in  reference  to  the  control  of  voters  in 
such  corporations! — A.  I  do  not.     I  never  heard  of  any. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything,  speaking  generally,  of  amounts  of  money 
Dseil  in  the  Congressional  campaign  of  1878  by  the  Republican  State 
committee  ? — A.  1  know  generally  about  it.  Of  course,  the  particulars 
yoacau  learn  from  the  treasurer.  1  should  think  it  would  be  better  to 
get  that  information  directly  from  him. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q>  Please  examine  the  circular  now  shown  you  and  state  whether 
you  know  anything  of  its  origin. 

[Note. — The  circular  here  examined  by  the  witness  is  the  first  in  order 
®f  the  papers  laitl  before  the  committee  in  the  ])rinted  pamphlet,  Part 
HI,  reading  as  fo])ow8:J 
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Dear  Sir:  Yoor  co-operation  with  the  Massachnsetts  RepablicaD  State  Central  Co 
mittee  is  most  earnestly  requested.  It  is  in  your  power,  by  the  authority  you  cau  < 
ercise  over  those  employed  by  yon,  to  maintain  the  honor  of  Massachusetts  and  ke 
it  out  of  the  hands  of  spoilers  and  political  knaves  who  have  selected  General  ButI 
as  their  candidate.  His  election  would  disgrace  our  State,  and  ruin  our  standing 
home  and  abroad.  A  thorough  canvass  of  those  you  employ  and  an  early  report  to  t 
secretary  of  the  Republican  State  Central  Committee  will  be  thd^nkfully  received. 

A.  The  first  that  I  heard  of  that  circular  it  was  in  BeDJamia  Butlei 
bands  at  a  Faneuil  Hall  meeting. 

[At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Blair,  the  circular  was  here  read  aloud  L 
the  witness.] 

Q.  You  were  saying  that  the  first  yon  knew  of  that  circular  it  was  i 
the  hands  of  Benjamin  F.  Butler  at  a  Faneuil  Hall  meeting! — A.  A  Fa 
euil  Hall  meeting,  I  think  it  was ;  about  the  18th  or  19th  of  October.  I 
brought  out  this  circular  and  intimated — did  not  say  directly,  but  iui 
mated — that  it  was  used  by  the  liepublican  State  Committee,  and  the 
stated  that  they  had  been  afraid  to  have  it  printed  in  Boston,  and  hi 
had  it  printed  in  New  York  ;  that  one  of  his  men  had  kept  sight  of  tl 
original  package  of  three  thousand  from  the  time  it  left  New  York  uul 
it  arrived  in  Boston,  and  that  he  had  secured  a  copy.  Then  he  went  c 
to  make  capital  oat  of  it.  On  the  next  day,  the  chairman,  Mr.  Thaye 
and  I  sent  to  the  new^spapers  a  statement  denying  all  connection  wit 
the  circular,  and  not  onlj"  denying  all  connection  with  it  but.  also  sayiu 
that  the  circular  had  not  been  issued  with  our  consent,  nor  had  we  ev< 
heard  of  it  until  we  saw  it  in  the  papers  as  brought  out  by  Geuer 
Butler. 

Q.  Is  that  statement  which  you  had  published  to  be  found  in  the  boj 
here? — A.  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Q.  You  say  you  gave  it  to  the  papers  of  the  city  ? — A.  Y'es. 

Q.  Was  that  notification  of  repudiation  of  this  circular  generally  ci 
culated  throughout  the  State  ! — A.  Y'es.  It  was  a  matter  of  ver^^  grei 
interest,  and  I  saw  it  in  a  large  number  of  the  newspapers. 

Q.  You  gave  it  to  the  press  generally,  and  it  was  generally  circulate 
throughout  the  State? — A.  Yes.  Not  only  did  we  not  know  anythin 
about  the  circular,  but  you  will  see  that  the  circular,  at  the  end  of  i 
calls  for  a  report  to  be  made  to  the  secretary  of  the  Republican  Stat 
Central  Committee.  If  Mr.  Butler's  friends  had  circulated  the  circulai 
had  sent  it  out,  I  should  have  supposed  that  some  reports  would  hav 
come  to  me  from  it ;  but  no  report  was  ever  received  .by  me  conuectin 
itself  with  the  circular. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  able  to  learn  that  such  a  document  was  acti 
ally  circulated  excepting  as  it  reached  the  public  through  this  stat 
ment  of  General  Butler's  at  Faneuil  Hallf — A.  I  think  it  could  not  ha^ 
been.  I  was  never  able  to  see  the  document  myself;  never  able  to  ol 
tain  a  copy. 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  if  any  three  thousand  copies  of  it  ha 
been  circulated  throughout  the  State  you  would  have  been  able  to  ba^ 
found  one  of  them? — A.  Not  at  all.    I  tried  hard  to  get  a  copy. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  improper  use  of  money  by  mea 
bers  of  the  Republican  party  for  the  purpose  of  infiuencing  votes  ii 
the  election  in  1878  ?— A.  No. 

Q.  Was  any  money  appropriated  or  allowed  to  be  used  from  the  fund 
of  the  committee  for  that  purpose  ! — A.  Not  that  1  know  of.  I  believ 
not. 

Q.  Have  you  knowledge  of  any  means  having  been  resorted  to  b 
any  party  for  the  purpose  of  intimidating  or  wrongfully  infiuencing  th 
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hiillot  a8  it  was  exercised  at  that  election,  or  at  the  Presidential  dec- 
tioD  of  1876,  or  at  any  general  election  in  the  State  at  or  since  Novea). 
ber,  1876! — A.  The  nearest  thing  there  is  to  bulldozing  in  Massacha- 
settj^  1  think,  is  the  practice  which  is  someyrhat  in  vogue  in  the  large 
cities,  of  subsidizing  liquor  saloous  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 

l)0ll8. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  that  yourself? — A.  I  will  tell  you  just 
what  I  know. 

Q.  You  were  asked  for  information  of  your  own  knowledge? — A.  I 
vill  give  just  the  information  that  I  have.  1  see  men  invited  into  a 
liquor  saloon  ;  I  see  them  come  out  shortly  thereafter  under  guard,  in 
charge  of  another  man  who  has  previously  put  through  others ;  they 
walk  with  that  man  to  the  polling  place,  and  if  I  or  any  other  member 
of  the  opposite  party  attempt  to  put  a  ballot  into  their  hands,  it  is  taken 
away  from  them  ;  if  I  attempt  to  stop  them  or  talk  with  them,  I  am 
diher  insulted  or  pushed  aj?'ide.  That  is  so  in  some  of  the  wards  of  the 
city,  in  the  wards  in  which  1  have  been.  When  they  arrive  at  the  poll- 
ing place  they  are  rushed  up  to  the  polls  by  their  political  friends,  I 
supi»ose;  and  if  another  ballot  is  put  in  their  hands,  it  is  taken  away 
from  them,  or  else  they  are  called  back,  re  primed,  and  then  pushed  or 
hastened  up  to  the  polls  again.  I  have  seen  that  done  in  wards  of  the 
city  iu  which  1  have  lived,  hundreds  of  times. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  By  what  party  ? — A.  Almost  exclusively  by  the  Democratic  party. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  observed  this  in  the  wards  in  which  you  have 
lived.  Have  you  lived  in  more  than  one  ? — A.  I  have  lived  in  two 
w«nls. 

Q.  What  wards  are  they  ? — A.  Old  ward  four  and  the  new  ward  twelve, 
which  is  a  very  strong  Democratic  ward. 

Q.  Of  what  class  of  voters  are  those  you  refer  to  as  being  thus  subsi- 
<lized  through  the  agency  of  the  liquor  saloons,  and  induced  to  vote  the 
Democratic  ticket! — A.  1  hey  are  principally  ignorant  men,  working 
men,  who  come  along  about  twelve  or  one  o'clock,  as  they  get  off  from 
their  work,  who  are  very  ready  to  take  a  glass  of  rum  and  are  bribed 
therehy. 

Q.  Have  you  known  of  the  wrongful  use  of  money  for  a  like  purpose 
l).v nny  party  here  in  the  city,  at  the  polls? — A.  I  never  have  traced 
money  back  to  any  candidate,  but  I  know  that  there  must  be  money 
Sjient,  else  the  liquor  would  not  be  forthcoming. 

Q.  But  my  question  has  reference  to  your  knowledge  of  the  use  of 
money  directly  to  bribe  the  voter  himself.  Have  you  personal  knowledge 
of  any  practice  of  that  kind  ! — A.  No  ;  I  have  no  personal  knowledge 
of  it;  I  never  attempted  to  act  as  a  spy. 

Q.  Bat  this  other  that  3'ou  have  observed  has  been  open  and  public, 
has  it?— A.  Yes, 

Q.  And,  as  you  have  described,  is  a  somewhat  common  practice  in  those 
tarda.  What  is  the  fact  as  to  its  existence  in  other  wards  in  the  city  t 
^A.  It  is  more  or  less  common,  according  to  the  class  of  people  who 
are  residents  of  the  ward. 

Q.  How  numerous  is  this  class  that  are  thus  acted  upon  ? — A.  They 
are  numbered  by  thousands. 

.  Q.  I  think  it  was  testified  to  that  the  whole  registration  of  the  city 
wwme  54,000.  Of  course,  speaking  from  judgment,  you  cannot  be  ex- 
act in  a  matter  of  this  k'jut).     You  say  tbey  are  nnmbered  by  thousandB. 
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How  many  thonsandsof  them  are  there,  in  yonr  judgment  f — A.  I  have 
never  estimated  it  in  that  way,  but  I  should  say  that  there  are  more 
than  1(),(K)0  in  the  city  of  Boston  who  could  be  influenced  in  that  way. 

Q.  Have  jou  any  knowleilge  of  circulars  issued  by  the  opposing 
political  party  last  autmnn,  or  at  the  Presidential  election  of  1S7(>,  or  at 
the  gubernatorial  election  in  the  State,  in  1877  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  not  acte<l  as  a  spy  in  that  regard  ? — A.  No,  sir  ;  copies 
of  our  circulars  were  always  made  by  the  Butler  spies,  I  understood  in 
our  office,  but  we  never  troubled  ourselves  about  them. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  occasion  to  observe  any  violence  at  any  of  the 
ward  polling  places  in  the  city,  practiced  against  Republicans  by  those 
who  were  acting  for  or  were  in  the  interest  of  the  Democratic  party  !— 

A.  Yes ;  there  is  apt  to  be  more  or  less  pulling  and  pushing. 

[Note. — A  statement  by  the  witness  at  this  point  was  subsequently 
eliminated  upon  the  fact  appearing  that  it  had  reference  exclusively  to 
the  city  election  of  1877.] 

Q,  What  is  your  opinion  of  the  usefulness  of  the  Federal  election  laws 
as  yon  have  seen  their  efhciency  demonstrated  in  this  State  ? — A.  I 
think  they  are  very  beneficial. 

Q.  State  your  reasons  for  that  opinion. — A.  I  think  that  they  help  to  se- 
cure a  more  perfect  registration  and  that  they  also  help  on  election  day 
to  prevent  ballot-stuffing  and  other  frauds  in  the  ward  room.  An  inde- 
pendent bo<ly,  a  second  body  of  men  coming  to  the  ward-room  act  as  a 
guard  on  the  wardens  and  inspectors;  and  I  think  that  at  this  last 
election  (the  election  of  1878),  they  had  a  very  beneficial  ett'ect  in  pre- 
venting fraud. 

Q.  How  was  it  as  to  a  prevention  of  illegal  voting  by  the  presence  at 
the  polls  of  the  marshals,  and  the  knowledge  that  must  have  extended 
through  this  city  that  there  was  a  liability  to  an  immediate  peremptory 
arrest  in  case  of  an  attempt  to  vote  fraudulently  !  Had  that  any  de- 
terring effect  ? — A.  I  think  it  had  a  very  great  deterring  effect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  abuse  of  a  citizen  or  an^^  wrongful  influence 
attempted  to  be  used  by  the  supervisors  or  the  marshals  at  the  last 
election,  or  at  any  election  ? — A.  No;  I  never  heard  of  any. 

Q.  I'ou  not  onl}'  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  any  complaint,  bat 
you  have  never  heard  of  any  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  tiave  you  on  the  contrary  heard  comments  by  leadiu2:  men  iu 
either  political  party  as  to  the  manner  in  which  this  body  of  Federal 
officers  discharged  their  duty,  or  heard  anything  said  about  it  one  way 
or  the  other  in  the  comni unity  f— A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  seems  to  be  the  general  sentiment  in  that  regard  ? — A.  Tbe 
general  oi)inion  among  those  whom  I  met,  was  that  they  had  done  good 
and  had  performed  their  services  pretty  well. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  matter  of  consequence  that  occurs  to  you  to 
state  to  the  committee  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  of  anv. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  an  active  partisan  or  politician  ? — A.  I 
do  not  consider  myself  exactly  a  partisan  politician. 

Q.  You  have  been  connected  with  the  political  machinery  of  the  Re- 
publican party  in  this  State,  have  you  not  f — A.  I  was  secretary  of  tbe 
Republican  State  central  committee  for  two  years. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  that  was  not  a  very  partisan  place ! — A.  No. 

Q.  For  two  years  you  have  been  acting  as  a  political  partisan  on  the 
Republican   side! — A.  Yes.    On   the  other  hand,  if  the  Repablicau 
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par^  bad  nomiDateil  a  maa  whom  I  did  not  believe  in,  I  sbould  have 
reMgned  my  place. 

Q.  If  they  coald  have  found  such  a  man  in  Massachusetts,  one  whom 
yoQ  did  not  believe  in,  you  should  not  have  ^onefor  him  ! — A.  Yes.  If 
BeDJamin  F.  Butler  had  been  nominated  in  Massachusetts  I  sbould  not 
have  gone  for  him. 

Q.  Then  there  was  one  man  in  Massachusetts  that  the  Republican 
party  could  nominate  whom  you  could  not  support  ? — A.  There  are  more. 

Q.  What  was  the  majority  against  Mr.  Butler  at  the  last  State  elec- 
tiou  f— A.  The  plurality  against  him  was  twenty -six  thousand  odd.    The 
year  before  the  Republican  plurality  was  eighteen  thousand. 
'  Q.  You  think  that  there  are  ten  thousand  voters  in  this  city  whose 
votes  can  be  bonght  for  liquor? — A.  I  am  afraid  there  are. 

Q.  Bought  for  either  party  ! — A.  I  am  afraid  so. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  that  is  a  pretty  big  estimate  for  your  city  f 
How  much  liquor  do  you  think  it  would  take  to  buy  a  vote! — A.  It 
would  be  according  to  the  capacity  of  the  man. 

Q.  One  drink  f — A.  I  have  never  attempted  to  make  any  investiga- 
tions in  that  matter. 

Q.  As  to  these  persons  you  have  seen  go  into  saloons  in  company  with 
other  persons,  and  then  come  out  and  go  to  the  polls,  what  was  their 
jiolitical  bias,  to  what  party  were  they  understood  as  belonging  f — A. 
Tbey  were  almost  invariably  understood  as  belonging  to  the  Democratic 
party. 

Q.  Tbey  were  Democrats  who  went  in  with  them,  were  they! — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  suppose  that  they  were  going  in  there  to  buy  the  votes  of 
those  men  when  the  men  were  Democrats  already  ? — A.  It  is  difficult  to 
get  a  man  to  the  polls,  you  know,  and  there  a  good  many  divisions  and 
SQbdivisions  of  the  ballot. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  try  to  get  a  ticket  into  the  hands  of  one  of  these 
men  when  he  came  out? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  And  he  would  not  take  it  from  you  ? — A.  I  have  had  a  ticket  to 
get  into  his  hands,  and  his  guard  has  taken  it  away  from  him. 

Q.  Did  you  otter  him  anything  else  besides  the  ticket ! — A.  I  never 
did. 

Q.  How  did  you  expect  to  get  his  vote  by  simply  putting  a  Republi- 
f^o  ticket  in  his  hands,  if  be  was  a  man  who  sold  himself? — A.  I  thought 
I  would  make  the  attempt.    I  did  not  have  much  hope. 

Q.  Then  you  were  not  very  much  disappointed  when  he  did  not  vote 
yoor ticket? — A.  No;  it  was  what  I  expected. 

Q.  But  you  think  that  that  man's  vote  could  have  been  bought  for  the 
Bepoblican  party  with  a  little  more  liquor,  do  you? — A.  I  don't  know 
that  it  could  have  been  bought  with  a  little  more  liquor,  but  I  think  it 
^oold  have  been  easier  to  get  him  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket  it  some- 
^ly  else  had  got  hold  of  him  and  offered  him  liquor. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  try  the  experiment  ? — A.  Because  I  did  not  think 
that  such  persons  were  tit  to  exercise  the  right  of  suffrage. 

Q.  Why  then  did  you  offer  him  a  ticket  if  you  thought  he  was  an  un- 
fit person  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise  ? — A.  If  he  was  going  to  ex- 
ercise it,  it  would  be  better  for  him  to  vote  my  way  than  the  other  way. 

Q.  You  thought  you  would  exercise  it  for  him  more  intelligently  than 
^« coald  ? — A.  No  ;  I  would  give  him  the  choice  if  I  could. 

Q.  8till  you  thought  he  was  an  unfit  person  to  exercise  the  elective 
franchise  ?1-A.  If  he  allowed  another  person  to  boss  him,  to  take  the 
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ballot  away  from  bim  witbout  his  judgment  in  the  matter,  I  would  have 
thought  bim  unfit. 

Q.  If  be  bad  allowed  yon  to  boss  bim,  would  you  have  thought  any 
better  of  him  f — A.  I  should  not  have  attempted  to  boss  him. 

Q.  You  offered  bim  a  ticket? — A.  Yes.     Is  that  bossing  him  ! 

Q.  That  was  undertaking  to  get  his  vote,  was  it  not! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  If  he  had  acceded  to  your  request  and  voted  your  ticket,  would 
you  have  thought  any  better  of  him  f — A.  If  he  had  displayed  any  iu- 
telligence  iu  his  choice,  I  should  have  thought  better  of  bim. 

Q.  Of  the  ten  thousand  men  in  this  city  whose  votes  you  think  eonld 
^e  bought  with  liquor,  do  you  know  that  ther»  are  any  Republicans 
^moug  them  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  proportion  do  you  think  are  Republicans!— A.  I  could  not 
tell.    There  are  some  undoubtedly. 

Q.  There  are  undoubtedly  Republicans  in  this  city  whose  votes  can 
l)e  bought  with  liquor.  Have  you  ever  known  the  experiment  to  be 
made  ? — A.  I  suppose  it  has  been  made. 

Q.  You  have  known  it  to  be  made,  have  you  not! — A.  No. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  get  at  the  proportion,  as  near  as  you  can  give  it,  of 
these  ten  thousand  who  you  think  are  Republicans,  and  whose  votes  can 
be  bought  with  liquor.— A.  It  would  be  very  hard  to  state.  Possibly  one 
or  two  thousand. 

Q.  Since  you  have  been  secretary  of  tiie  Republican  State  central 
committee,  has  not  that  organization  used  pretty  much  all  the  instrn- 
mentalities  they  knew  of  to  secure  votes? — A.  No,  sir;  they  have  used 
only  those  instrumentalities  that  they  thought  were  proper. 

Q.  What  instrumentalities  that  they  knew  of  by  which  votes  could 
*be  controlled  have  they  not  usf  d  f — A.  There  is  the  subsidizing  of  tbe 
liquor  saloons,  which  is  one  that  we  have  never  used. 

Q.  No  Republican  in  the  last  two  years  ever  subsidize<l  liquor  saloons! 
— A.  I  did  not  say  that.  You  were  talking  about  the  Republican  State 
committee.    I  cannot  vouch  for  every  Republican  throughout  the  State. 

Q.  You  do  not  undertake  to  vouch  for  them  f — A.  No. 

Q.  It  was  not  the  business  of  the  Republican  State  central  comoiit- 
tee  to  buy  up  saloons? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  not  within  **  their  lay  "  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  ;  they  did 
not  do  it. 

Q.  Did  they  pay  any  taxes  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  except  in  a  very  few  oase^. 
1  think  there  may  have  been  a  very  few  paid  by  the  oflSce,  bat  our  in- 
structions were 

Q,  Bow  was  that  done ;  how  is  this  tax  question  managed  ?— A. 
Whenever  a  town  committee  saw  fit  to  do  anything  of  that  sort,  they 
did  it,  but  it  was  entirely  aside  from  us. 

Q.  Was  not  that  looked  after  by  the  Republican  State  central  com- 
mittee to  see  that  the  taxes  of  such  Republicans  as  had  not  qualified  by 
paying  taxes  were  paid  ?— A.  No.   There  was  a  number  of  applications 

made  to  us. 

Q.  You  are  not  answering  my  question.  1  asked  you  whether  the 
State  central  committee,  or  the  officers  of  it,  did  not  look  after  the 
question  of  tax-paving  to  see  how  many  Republicans  who  might  qualify 
to  vote  had  not  yet  paid  their  taxes  and  qualitieil. — A.  Of  course  we 
urged  the  town  committees  in  all  t<jwnsto  see  that  all  persons  who  were 
qualified  to  vote  paitl  their  taxes  and  got  u|)on  the  voting  list 

Q.  That  is,  what  class  of  persons.  Democrats  as  well  as  Republicans? 

A.  No;  I  suppose  that  the  Rei>ublicau   town  committees  would  look 

out  for  the  Repuldicans  alone. 
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Q.  Then  you  did  urf^e  the  Republican  town  committees  to  look  into 
tb<»  question  and  to  ascertain  what  Republicans,  if  any,  who  wereother- 
irise  entitled  to  vote,  had  not  paid  their  taxes  f — A.  We  encouraged  the 
town  committees  to  look  after  the  questions  pertaining  to  the  election. 

Q.  And  that  among  the  others ! — A.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any 
meution  of  that  by  name. 

Q.  Were  those  instructions  to  town  committees  verbal  or  written  ! — 
A  No ;  my  own  theory  is ■ 

Q.  That  the  town  committees  looked  after  that  without  being  in- 
gtrocted? — A.  Yes. 

Q,  Tliat  is  your  theory  about  it  ? 

3Ir.  Blair.  The  witness  did  not  say  that. 

The  Witness.  J  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  McDonald.  What  is  your  theory,  then  ! 

The  Witness.  That  the  town  committees  did  look  after  that  thing  as 
one  of  the  most  important  things,  namely,  to  see  that  persons  other- 
wise qualified  to  vote  paid  their  poll  taxes. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  That  is  always  looked  after  by  the  Republican  managers  in  some 
department,  that  those  who  vote  the  Republican  ticket  and  who  do  not 
|iay  their  taxes  shall  have  them  paid,  is  it  notf — A.  Id  some  places  it  is 
aod  in  some  places  it  is  not. 

#  Q.  In  this  city  is  not  that  pretty  carefully  looked  after  t — A.  Gener- 
allv  it  is. 

Q.  And  if  the  voters  do  not  pay  them  the  taxes  are  paid  for  them  t — 
A.  Id  some  cases  they  do  that  and  in  some  they  do  not.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  general  practice  is. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  the  Republican  party  here  to  let  a  vote  go  by 
for  the  want  of  a  tax  receipt  f — A.  Yes ;  a  great  many. 

Q.  When  they  knew  that  the  party  was  delinquent  and  was  ready  to 
vote  if  his  tax  was  paid  ? — A.  I  have  known  a  number  of  occasions. 

Q-  They  must  have  felt  that  the  party  was  very  strong  on  those  oc- 
ca^ioDsf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  looking  for  the  last  vote  in  order  to  save  their  State 
from  being  disgraced  by  the  election  of  Butler,  as  is  set  forth  in  this 
circalar  here  T — A.  I  should  not  pay  the  poll  tax  of  a  man  who  was  not 
villing  to  vote  unless  I  paid  it,  for  I  do  not  think  that  such  men  are  any 
improvement. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  every  other  Republican  who  takes  part  in  pol- 
itics is  like  yon  on  that  subject? — A.  By  no  means.  I  think  there  is  an 
honest  difference  of  opinion  on  that  subject. 

Q.  A  great  many  think  that  they  may  honestly  buy  a  man's  vote  by 
paying  his  poll-tax  t — A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Blaib.  I  understand  the  witness's  answer  to  be  that  there  is  an 
hooest  difference  of  opinion  on  that  subject ;  that  some  people  think  it  is 
not  honest  and  some  think  that  it  is. 

Mr.  McDonald.  That  is  true.  He  merely  answered  the  question  in 
the  way  that  I  put  it.  [To  the  witness.]  You  regard  this  supervisors 
law  as  a  pretty  good  thing,  do  you  not  I — A.  I  think  it  had  a  beneficial 
effect  last  fall.  It  operated  as  well  upon  the  State  election  as  upon  the 
Congressional  electioD ;  they  could  not  well  be  separated,  the  one  from 
the  other. 

Q.  It  was  a  very  valuable  aid  in  beating  Butler  in  this  State,  was  it 
Aotf— A.  I  think  it  was  a  very  good  aid  iu  preventing  fraud. 
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Q.  Well,  in  preventing  his  being  elected  1 — A.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
is  necessary  for  rae  to  assume  that  fraud  was 

Q.  You  thought  that  fraud  was  being  perpetrated  in  his  interest  ?— 
A.  Tliere  were  things  that  looked  that  way. 

Q.  That  is  the  way  that  you  believed  it,  and  this  Federal  interference 
aided  very  materially  in  preventing  it! — A.  I  think  it  secured  a  more 
exact  correspondence  between  the  number  of  voters  who  actually  voted 
and  the  number  of  votes  put  in  the  box. 

Q.  It  lessened  his  vote  in  this  city  and  in  this  State  ? — A.  I  have  that 
belief. 

Q.  That  the  use  of  this  Federal  machinery  lessened  the  vote  for  one 
of  the  candidates  for  governor  very  materially  ! — A.  Yes,  by  preventing 
fraud. 

Q.  I  do  not  care  by  what  means. — A.  Not  the  actual  vote.  I  do  not 
say  that  it  lessened  that. 

Q.  But  the  vote  that  he  would  have  got  f — A.  It  did  not  reduce  the 
legitimate  vote. 

Q.  The  agency  of  this  Federal  machinery  reduced  the  vote  below 
what  he  would^otherwise  have  received  ? — A.  Below  the  vote  that  would 
have  been  counted  for  him. 

Q.  That  would  have  been  counted  for  him — it  is  immaterial  to  me 
how  you  put  it.  You  think  that  it  was  a  good  thing  for  the  Federal 
Government  thus  to  step  in  and  assist  the  Republicans  of  Massaeha- 
setts  to  save  their  State  from  the  disgrace  of  having  Butler  elected 
governor? — A.  I  think  that  that  was  a  good  thing.  I  think  it  was 
mainly,  a  good  thing  for  the  prevention  of  fraud. 

Q.  Did  it  not  have  more  effect  upon  the  State  elections,  so  far  as  re- 
sults were  concerned,  than  it  had  upon  the  Congressional  election  ? — A. 
No ;  I  do  not  think  that  it  had. 

Q.  But,  as  to  results,  could  you  not  have  got  along  quite  well  with- 
out the  aid  of  this  machinery  in  your  State  election? — A.  I  think  that 
we  could  have  got  along  quite  well ;  but  I  think  that  any  law  which 
tends  to  give  the  people  confidence  that  fraud  is  not  committed  is  oi 
very  great  benefit  to  the  State  and  to  the  country. 

Q.  Whether  that  is  passed  by  the  Federal  Government  or  by  the 
State?  It  does  not  make  any  difference  to  you  what  power  exercises 
that  authority  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  So  long  as  it  is  exercised  by  authority? — A.  Yes;  one  helps  the 
other.. 

Q.  Your  State  has  the  means  of  securing  a  reasonably  honest  elec- 
tion ? — A.  I  suppose  it  compares  favorably  with  the  other  States,  though 
there  is  too  much  fraud  here. 

Q.  It  might  perfect  its  system  on  that  subject  so  that  it  would  be  a 
little  purer  than  any  of  the  other  States,  might  it  not? — A.  I  think 
there  might  be  means  of  improvement  even  in  Massachusetts. 

Q.  Within  the  authority  of  the  State  itself? — A.  Within  the  author- 
ity of  the  State  itself.  But  I  would  not  throw  away  any  additional  aid 
that  we  could  get  from  the  Federal  Government. 

Q.  [Referring  to  the  book  produced  by  the  witness.]  I  call  your  at- 
tention to  the  ballot  before  me  containing  the  names  of  the  candidates 
for  governor  and  other  officers  at  the  last  State  election  and  having 
upon  the  back  of  it  colored  stripes  without  the  stars.  Who  got  that 
up! — A.  That  was  gotten  up  by  the  wards,  by  the  Republican  commit- 
tee in  the  citj-. 

Q.  Where  was  it  circulated  ? — A.  That  was  circulated  in  Boston. 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  time  that  you  had  a  banner  such  as  that  upon 
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jooT  ticket? — A.  That  was,  I  think,  the  first  time  that  a  ticket  was  ever 
printed  in  that  way.  It  is  by  a  new  process  of  printing  several  colors 
At  one  impression,  and  is  difficult  to  counterfeit.  It  becauje,  therefore, 
a  difficnlt  thing  to  get  out  what  might  be  called,  at  the  head  of  it,  a 
*•  Regular  Republican  ticket,"  with  the  names  of  the  opposition  candi- 
dates below. 

Q.  When  this  ticket  was  folded  up,  the  back  \tas  exposed  f — A.  We 
»Tf!  not  allowed  to  put  tickets  into  the  box  folded.  They  have  to  be 
opened  or  else  they  can  be  i)ut  in  in  sealed  envelopes. 

Q.  It  would  require  a  pretty  large  envelope  to  inclose  one  of  these  I — 
A.  No,  envelopes  are  provided  for  any  persons  wishing  to  put  in  sealed 
ballots. 

Q.  But  I  say  it  would  take  a  pretty  large  one  to  cover  a  ticket  like 
the  one  here.  It  has  a  good  deal  more  of  bulk  than  an  ordinary  ticket! 
—A.  Our  tickets  are  generally  of  the  size  of  that  one.  That  is  the  reg- 
ular size. 

Q.  If  not  inclosed  in  an  envelope  when  voted,  a  bystander  within  any 
reasonable  distance  of  the  poll  could  readily  see  what  ticket  it  was  that 
the  man  voted,  could  he  not! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Was  not  that  the  purpose  in  the  use  of  that  kind  of  a  ticket  ? — A. 

The  purpose  of  it  was  this 

Q.  First  answer  my  question. — A.  No. 

Q-  Now  proceed. — A.  The  purpose  wa«  to  prevent  mistakes  by  voters 
io  receiving  and  putting  in  the  box,  without  looking  at  them,  tickets 
headed  "Regular  Republican  ticket,''  and  which  they  supposed  to  be  reg- 
alar  Republican  tickets,  but  which  afterwards  turned  out  to  be  Democratic 
tickets  or  Butler  tickets. 

Q.  Although  you  have  a  reading  and  writing  qualification,  you  were 
afraid  that  somebody  would  vote  a  ticket  without  reading  it!— A.  Yes ; 
a  great  many  do  that. 

Q.  Then  your  educational  qualification  does  not  amount  to  much  as  a 
safeguard  for  the  ballot  here! — A.  It  amounts  to  a  great  safeguard  in 
informing  people. 

Q.  The  man  who  can  read  your  constitution  is  a  much  better  informed 
man  on  that  account ! — A.  Yes ;  and  he  can  inform  himself  as  to  the 
ticket  if  he  can  read. 

Q.  But  you  were  afraid  he  would  not  do  it  t — A.  They  sometimes  get 

up  an  exact  imitation  of  the  ticket  with  the  leading  or  more  prominent 

names  of  the  officers  upon  it,  and  these  followed  with  the  names  of 

Democratic  candidates. 

Q.  But  the  Republicans  never  get  up  anything  but  the  straight  ticket! 

—A.  Yes,  sir ;  sometimes 

Q.  If  they  should  nominate  some  man  in  whom  you  did  not  believe, 
how  would  you  get  along  then  ! — A.  I  should  scratch  his  name  or  write 
another  over  it. 

Q.  As  to  the  tickets  like  that  to  which  I  have  called  your  attention, 
doyoa  not  know  that  they  are  used  outside  of,  as  well  as  in,  Boston  ! — 
A.  Tickets  similar  to  that  one  were  ordered  from  this  Boston  firm,  I 
know,  and  used  in  other  parts  of  the  State;  that  is,  tickets  printed  in 
those  various  colors  by  one  impression. 
Q.  And  with  that  striped  back  upon  them  ! — A.  Yes, 

Bv  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Describe  the  Butler  ticket  at  the  same  election. — A.  I  do  not  re- 
member now  what  its  appearance  was. 
Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  a  colored  ticket,  a  green  ticket, 
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with  a  device  on  the  back  ! — A.  In  uiy  ward,  as  I  remember  them,  there 
were  Butler  tickets  of  all  sorts,  shapes,  and  colors,  and  I  cannot  recall 
the  exact  peculiarities  of  them. 

Q.  They  were  of  a  variety  of  colors.  How  was  it  with  the  Congres- 
sional ticket!  You  were  in  Mr.  Morse's  district? — A.  Yes.  All  the 
candidates  were  on  one  ticket. 

Q.  Were  any  Congressional  tickets,  so  far  as  you  recollect,  circu- 
lated in  a  way  to  deceive  the  voter  or  to  lead  to  the  perpetration  of  any 
fraud  ?  Were  tickets  distributed  with  the  names  of  any  of  the  candi- 
dates printed  in  very  faint  letters  at  the  bottom  ? — A.  There  were. 

Q.  Describe  those  very  fully,  and  wherein  the  practice  of  fraud  ex- 
isted. Was  the  name  of  one  candidate  printed  in  very  large  letters?— 
A.  There  was  one  kind  printed  in  this  way,  if  I  recollect  it,  with  Mr. 
Brimmer's  name  in  the  body  and  Mr.  Morse's  name  down  below  in  the 
margin. 

Q.  In  what  type  ? — A.  In  small  type,  of  about  the  size  of  that  which 
the  printer  uses  in  putting  his  imprint  on. 

Q.  The  other  name  "  Brimmer"  was  printed  in  the  ordinary  type  of 
the  ballot,  was  it  I — A.  It  was.  It  resulted  in  those  votes  being  tbrowu 
out. 

Q.  Why  were  they  thrown  out  ? — A.  Because  they  had  been  cast  for 
two  different  candidates  for  the  same  office  of  representative. 

Q.  In  what  part  of  the  ballot  was  Mr.  Brimmer's  name  ? — A.  In  the 
usual  place. 

Q.  And  in  the  usual  sized  type  for  the  candidate's  name  t — A.  Yes. 

Q.  To  what  extent  were  those  ballots  used,  or.  do  you  know  that  they 
were  used  to  any  considerable  extent?— A.  They  were  generally  circu- 
lated ;  I  came  across  them  in  various  parts  of  the  district. 

Q.  And  some  of  them  got  into  the  boxes,  did  they  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Wherein  did  this  ticket  differ  from  the  Republican  ticket,  with  the 
exception  of  the  name  of  Mr.  Morse,  or  was  it  like  the  Republican 
ticket  ?-^A.  It  was  not  on  this  paper,  I  think;  it  was  not  printed  in 
these  colors  [referring  to  ticket  in  the  book];  I  suppose  I  have  a  copy 
of  it. 

Q.  Was  it  the  same  as  the  Republican  ballot,  with  the  exception  of 
the  name  of  Mr.  Morse  at  the  bottom  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  whether 
it  was  in  other  respects  the  same  iis  the  Republican  ballot  or  not. 

Q.  Were  the  Congressional  ballots  printed  in  connection  with  the 
ballots  for  governor  and  State  officers  ! — A.  All  were  on  one  ballot. 

Q.  [Exhibiting  ballot.]  Here  is  a  ballot  with  the  names  of  all  the 
Republican  candidates  upon  it,  and  Mr.  Morse's  name  at  the  bottom. 
Wherein,  with  the  exception  of  Mr.  Morse's  name,  does  that  differ  from 
an  ordinary  Republican  ballot  ?  It  is  a  facsimile  of  a  Republican  bal- 
lot, except  as  to  the  printing  of  the  name  of  Mr.  Morse  at  the  bottom ! 
— A.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  was  lifac simile, 

Q.  There  was  a  variety  of  Republican  ballots  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  It  was  like  some  that  were  circulated  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Has  it  been  a  common  thing  for  the  political  parties  to  distinguish 
their  ballots  from  those  of  their  opponents  by  some  special  device  ?— A. 
The  Democratic  tickets  generally  have  had  a  green  back,  and  the  Repub- 
lican tickets  one  of  some  other  color. 

Q.  You  have  a  law  against  that  now,  have  you  not  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  was  that  law  enacted  ? — A.  Last  year,  I  think. 

Q.  So  that  was  a  common  practice  by  all  parties  up  to  the  enactment 
of  this  law  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Yon  have  spoken  of  the  payment  of  these  poll  taxes  and  of  an 
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bofifst  difference  of  opioioD  among  people,  whether  it  is  or  not  advis- 
iWe  for  others  than  the  taxpayer  to  pay  the  poll  tax,  or  whether  it 
roald  not  be  better  to  require  the  payment  to  be  made  by  him  alone. 

00  do  uoi  mean  to  be  understood  as  answering,  that  there  was  any 
iAerence  of  opinion  as  to  the  buying  of  the  vote  by  paying  the  tax  ? — A. 
here  seems  to  be. 

Q.  \oa  do  not  find  anybody  contending  that  it  is  right  to  pay  the 

(^1  taxes  of  Democrats  in  order  to  induce  them  to  vote  the  Republican 

cket,  do  you  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Then,  I  understand  you,  what  they  say  is  this :  that  if  a  man  is 

nable  to  pay  his  tax  and  wants  to  vote  his  sentiments,  it  is  entirely 

^bt  for  another  who  can  do  it  to  pay  the  tax,  and  give  the  man  an 

)portuDitj  to  vote  his  honest  convictions ;  that  is  what  you  say,  is  it? 

•A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  it  is  your  belief  that  that  practice  was  so  liable  to  lead  to 

aod,  that  it  was  abandoned  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  It  is  a  pernicious  one  f — A.  It  is  a  pernicious  one. 

Q.  I'ou  have  observed  that  in  this  State,  men  of  character  and  in- 

aenoe  have  been  pretty  generally  charged  with  having  coerced  their 

nplo^^sby  discharging  or  threatening  them  trom  their  employment, 

id  by  the  other  efforts  which  men  of  capital  can  use  to  affect  the  suf- 

age,  have  yon  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  observed  anything  of  that  kind  in  this  State  ? — A.  I 

ive  not. 

Q.  Did  any  instances  of  attempted  intimidation  by  Republican  em- 

oyers,  managers  or  business  men,  come  to  your  knowledge  during  the 

impaign  in  this  State  t — A.  There  were  none.    General  Butler  propa- 

ited  some  stories  of  that  sort,  but  they  were  all  exploded  immediately, 

1  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  instance  wherein  a  wrong  was  done  in  that  con- 
action  f — A.  No. 

By  the  Chai&man  : 

Q.  The  cireularfof  September  20,  1878,  contains  this  clause  [reading 
offl  circular  in  book  before  referred  toj : 

Always  bear  in  mind  that  the  welfare  of  the  workingmen  is  especially  at  stake,  and 
at  it  is  yoar  dnty  to  see  to  it  that  they  are  not  by  false  promises  and  nnfonnded 
Ateraents  misled  into  believing  that  an  era  of  prosperity  will  begin  provided  only 
^  the  office  of  governor  is  fiU^  by  him  whose  name  is  notoriously  the  synonym  of 
nckery,  inconsistency,  and  broken  faith. 

Vas  that  a  general  circular  widely  sent  and  distributed  f — A.  That  was 
eDt  to  the  chairmen  of  the  city  and  town  committees. 

Q.  It  was  not  then  widely  and  publicly  distributed  ;  in  other  words, 
i  was  a  private  circular  to  the  organization  ? — A.  It  wa«  a  printed  cir- 
alarsent,  I  think,  to  both  the  chairmen  and  the  secretaries  of  the  Ke- 
mblican  organization. 

Q.  It  was  not  a  general  and  public  circular  ? — A.  ISo. 

Q.  This  circular  of  October  18,  asking  for  the  names  of  ten  men,  was 
ollowed  by  the  circular  of  October  26,  which  is  the  heliotype  circular. 
Vas  tbe  latter  sent  to  tlie  names  that  were  received  in  response  to  the 
nstmctions  contained  in  the  circular  of  theI8thl — A.  We  received 
fotD  tbe  liepublican  town  committees  the  names  of  gentlemen  in  accord* 
^  with  the  first  circular,  and  then  we  mailed  the  second  circular 
lirectly  to  those  whose  names  were  given. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  those  gentlemen  were  manufacturers  or 
|Dployers  of  labor  ? — A.  I  never  looked  over  the  list  at  all.  That  was 
ioiply  a  matter  of  clerical  work. 
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Q.  The  circular  to  clergymen  was  sent  only  to  clergymen  f — A.  It  is 
addressed  to  clergymen. 

Q  The  names  of  clergymen  were  obtained  from  the  committees  of 
different  towns? — A.  Of  different  towns. 

Q.  And  in  response  to  yonr  applications,  yon  got  the  names  of  their 
parishioners  and  supplied  those  parishioners  with  documents  ? — A.  Tes. 

Q.  Is  It  at  all  unlikely  that  the  circular  of  the  26th  of  October  was 
sent  to  a  class,  as  was  the  clergyman's  circular  ? — A.  I  do  not  see  how 
it  could  have  been  sent  to  any  class.  That  first  cii*cular  was  sent  to  the 
chairman  of  each  ward  and  city  Committee.  We  received  from  those 
chairmen  the  names  of  individuals  with  their  addresses  and  then  we 
sent  this  other  circular  to  those  persons.  I  never  looked  over  that  other 
circular  to  see  who  those  persons  were. 

Q.  How  many  copies  of  the  circular  of  October  26,  the  heliotype  cir- 
cular, were  sent  f  You  did  say,  I  believe,  about  two  hundred  1 — A.  I 
think  the  number  must  have  been  greater  than  that.  1  could  tell  from 
our  bill  just  about  how  many  there  were.  It  may  have  been  somewhere 
near  a  thousand. 

Q.  How  many  of  the  circulars  of  the  date  of  October  19,  asking  for 
the  names  of  those  ten  men,  did  you  send  out  f — A.  One  to  the  chair- 
man of  each  Eepublican  committee,  about  three  or  four  hundred. 

Q.  Are  there  about  that  number  of  Republican  committees  in  tbe 
State? — A.  There  are,  I  think,  three  hundred  and  forty  towns.  Of 
course  we  did  not  get  answers  to  all  of  them. 

Q.  Your  attention  has  been  called  by  Senator  Blair  to  the  document 
found  in  Part  III  of  the  committee's  record.  Do  you  say  that  a  circular 
such  as  that  might  have  been  issued  and  you  not  have  known  of  it! — A.  I 
say  the  probabilities  are  that  it  could  not  have  been  issued,  inasmuch 
as  it  called  for  reports  to  be  made  to  the  secretary  of  the  State  commit- 
tee, and  no  such  answers  come  to  me  in  any  form. 

Q.  It  might  have  been  issued  and  suppressed  after  a  very  few  numbers 
had  been  printed  f — A.  It  might  have  been  suppressed. 

Q.  That  may  have  been  the  case,  and  as  far  as  you  know;  it  might 
have  come  from  Republican  sources  as  well  as  from  the  one  which  you 
have  intimatt'd? — A.  I  do  not  think  that  anybody  would  have  sent  out 
such  a  circular  without  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  reached  for  the  clergy.  Why  not  reach  for  the  manufac- 
turers!— A.  Well,  it  did  not  go  from  the  State  central  committee.  1 
think  it  was  a  scheme  or  plan  of  the  opposition. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  already  and  we  shall  see  more  about  that  be- 
fore we  get  through,  perhaps.  That  is  your  opinion  ! — A.  Yes.  I  should 
like  to  know  more  about  it  myself. 

Q.  Mr.  Butler,  you  say,  was  the  first  man  in  whose  hands  you  saw  it 
being  used  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  1  would  like  you  to  fix  the  day  on  which  the  meeting  at  which  you 
say  it  was  used  was  held. — A.  I  can  fix  it  by  reference  to  the  newspa- 
l>er  files.    I  will  give  the  date  at  some  later  period  during  the  day. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  know  of  no  meetings  of  manufacturers;  that  you 
heard  of  none  such  ? — A.  Of  none  outside  of  Boston. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  meetings  with  manufacturers  in  Boston  which 
were  called  by  a  member  of  the  State  central  committee,  and  which  had 
reference  to  the  control  of  their  employes  by  the  manufacturers? — A. 
If  you  put  it  in  that  shape,  I  do  not.  There  were  souie  gentlemen  who 
met,  but  I  do  not  know  what  the  character  of  the  meeting  was  particu- 
larly. It  was  called  generally  a  meeting  of  manufacturers.  I  was  not 
present  at  it  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  calling  it. 
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Q.  Where  was  it  held ! — A.  I  think  it  was  held  at  the  Parker  House. 
Q.  Who  of  the  State  central  committee  attended  itf — A.  I  think  Mr. 
Tb^yer  was  present. 

Q.  Can  yoo  tell  ns  the  names  of  any  gentlemen  who  ordered  it  to  be 
ield  ? — A.  1  was  not  present. 

Q.  Did  joa  never  see  any  circulars  containing  the  names  of  gentlemen 
who  were  present  and  inviting  others  to  be  present  T — A.  I  saw  a  list 
ODce,  but  did  not  give  it  any  attention. 

Q.  Can  you  give  me  the  names  of  an}'  gentlemen  who  were  upon  that 
list! — A.  I  cannot    I  have  heard  that  Edward  Atkinson  was  there. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  George  Crompton  there  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  time  at  which  that  meeting  was  called  ? — A.  I 
caonot. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  purpose  of  it  X^as? — A.  It  was  a  confer- 
ence in  regard  to  the  campaign. 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  gentlemen  who  were  invited  to  meet  at  the  Parker 
HoQse  members  of  the  Eepublicau  State  committee  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  It  was  known  as  a  manufacturers'  meeting,  was  it  notf — A.  Yes; 
it  vas  given  that  name. 

Q.  Was  there  more  than  one  such  meeting  t — A.  I  never  heard  of  but 
one. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  in  the  other  portions  of  the  State  ? — A. 
Ko. 

Q.  Was  not  money  raised,  of  your  knowledge,  as  the  result  of  that 
meeting  f — A.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Q.  There  might  have  been  meetings  of  manufacturers  in  other  sec- 
tions of  the  State  and  you  not  have  heard  of  them  f — A.  O,  of  course. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Thayer  continually  present  at  the  headquarters,  or  was 
be  traveling  about  the  State  occasionally  during  the  campaign  f — A.  I 
did  not  hear  of  his  traveling  about  the  btate.  I  was  not  at  the  head- 
qaarters  all  the  time. 

Q.  He  resided  then  at  Worcester  ? — A.  He  resided  then  at  Worcester, 
bot  he  was  at  the  headquarters  most  of  the  time. 

Q.  Is  it  or  not  a  matter  of  general  notoriety  among  citizens  of  the 
State  rfor  that  is  what  you  have  been  giving  in  regard  to  other  subjects 
bere)  that  money  is  potential  in  elections  in  the  State  of  Massachu- 
Bettfi! 

Mf.Platt,  by  way  of  objection,  stated  that  he  had  studiously  avoided 
statements  upon  general  rumor;  that  testimony  of  the  character  called 
for  by  the  question  was  of  the  loosest  kind,  of  no  practical  value,  and 
could  have  only  the  eftect  ot*  prolonging  the  investigation. 

Tbe  Chairman.  It  is  of  the  character  of  that  which  has  been  given 
by  tbe  witness. 

[The  question  was  not  pressed.] 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I8  money  used  by  the  political  organizations  or  by  candidates  for 
the  parpise  of  pacing  poll-taxes  of  voters  which  are  necessary  to  be 
paid  in  onler  to  have  them  assessed  on  the  registry  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  of  that  tax! — A.  Two  dollars.  A  payment 
of  two  dollars  suffices  for  two  years'  voting. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  use  of  money  collected  from  Federal  office-hold- 
er^ or  others  in  Federal  employ,  and  used  in  the  elections  of  1876  or 
1878  ?^A.  I  do  not. 

.  Q-  You  think  that  whisky  has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  bribing  voters 
^n  Boston  ! — A.  1  do. 
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Q.  Do  you  think  that  that  is  the  only  iuflaence  Id  that  direction  tbat 
is  inatle  use  of  in  Bostou  f — A.  No. 

Q.  What  other  inliiience  is  maile  use  of! — A.  lufluences  that  are  com- 
mon everywhere. 

Q.  You  Iiave  said  that  whisky  was  one.    Give  any  other. 

Senator  McDonald.  Moral  suasion. 

The  Witness.  There  is  moral  suasion,  as  the  Senator  says. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  By  whom  is  that  exercised  ? — A.  Both  parties 
use  moral  suasion. 

Q.  I  understand  that.  But  to  what  classes  did  you  appeal,  in  the  use 
of  moral  suasion,  during  the  campaign  of  1678  f — A.  We  ap|)ealed  to 
all  classes. 

Q.  Including  clergymen! — A.  Including  clergymen. 

Q.  What  other  intluences  were  used! — A.  All  sorts  of  arguments,  I 
suppose.     All  sorts  of  promises. 

Q.  Any  performance  I — A.  More  or  less  performance,  I  should  say. 
Many  of  the  promises  that  were  made  in  the  last  campaign,  [  under- 
stand, have  been  broken. 

Q.  The  point  of  my  tirst  inquiry  was  not  with  reference  to  what  is 
being  done  here  particularly,  but  with  reference  to  the  effect  of  this  re- 
gistry tax.  Is  it  or  not  your  judgment  that  the  payment  of  the  two  dollars 
as  a  registry  tax  is  a  fruitful  source  of  corruption  or  bribery  in  elections 
in  Massachusetts  ? — A.  I  think  it  has  resulted  very  frequently  in  bribery 
and  corruption.  I  think  that  bribery  and  corruption  can  be  prevented 
by  more  carefully-prepared  laws,  but  I  would  not  have  the  Federal  elec- 
tion laws  done  away  with. 

Q.  You  think,  then,  that  it  leads  to  corruption  and  bribery  ? — A.  I 
think  that  the  bribery  and  corruption  may  be  done  away  with;  that  the 
law  has  not  been  carefully  guarded. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  meetings  of  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
Hepublican  campaign  as  managers,  in  1878,  with  reference  to  the  infla- 
ence  of  the  customhouse  on  the  Federal  election  in  the  State  in  1878  Y— 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  heard  of  no  meetings  of  that  kind  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Has  there  been  no  conference  between  the  Eepublican  officials  and 
the  custom-house  officials  with  reference  to  the  influence  of  the  patron- 
age of  that  customhouse  in  recent  elections? — A.  Not  I  that  know  of. 
By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  The  circular  of  which  you  have  spoken  as  having  first  come  to 
your  knowledge  when  made  use  of  by  Mr.  Butler  at  Faneuil  Hall,  starts 
oflf  with  the  statement  to  the  person  to  whom  it  is  addressed,  that  **your 
cooperation  with  the  Massachusetts  Eepublican  State  Central  Commit- 
tee is  most  earnestly  requested.^  Jt  concludes  with  the  statement  that 
*'  a  thorough  canvass  of  those  you  employ,  and  an  early  report  to  the 
secretary  of  the  Eepublican  State  Central  Committee,  will  be  thankfully 
received."  I  understand  you  to  say  that  that  was  not  issued  by  nor  at 
the  instance  of  the  Eepublican  State  Central  Committee  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  it  was  issued  with  the  knowledge 
of  any  Eepublican,  or  printed  by  any  Eepublican? 

Mr.  McDonald.  Is  the  suspicion  or  belief  of  the  witness  any  better 
than  would  be  that  of  anybody  else  ? 

Mr.  Platt.  If  he  has  the  least  suspicion  that  it  was  printed  or  issued 
by  any  Kepublican,  I  would  like  to  have  him  state  it.  I  would  like  to 
have  any  intimation  that  he  has  received  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  McDonald.  His  knowledge  I  do  not  object  to  ;  his  suspicion  I 
do  object  to. 
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Q.  fBy  Mr.  Platt.)  Then  give  us  yoar  kuowlodge. — A.  I  have  ua 
knowledge. 

Q.  Is  there  any  circumstance  witliin  your  knowledge  that  leads  you 
0  the  belief  that  it  was  issued  by  any  Republican  printer? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  George  Crompton  I — A.  I  know  of  or  have  heard  of 
im. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  generally  what  his  business  is? — A.  I  do  not. 
Q.  Is  he  connected  with  any  uianutacturiug  establishment? — A.  I  do 
ot  know  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Philip  L.  Moen? — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Do  you  know  E.  W.  Vaill?— A.  No. 
Q.  Do  you  know  Joseph  H.  Walker? — A.  Yes. 
Q.  Is  he  connected  with  any  manufacturing  establishment? — A.  I  do 
ot  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Charles  E.  Whiting,  of  Whitinsville? — A.  I  do  not. 
have  heard  of  him. 

Q.  As  one  connected  with  manufacturing  in  that  place  ? — A.  I  sup- 
06e  so.    That  is  my  impression. 
Q.  Do  you  know  John  D.  Washburne? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  What  was  his  connection  with  the  Eepublican  party  in  the  last 
ampaign  ? — A.  He  was  one  of  the  workers  in  the  Bepublican  party, 
[e  was  chairman  of  the  Worcester  City  (or  county)  committee,  1  think. 
Q.  What  is  the  situation  of  Worcester  from  Boston  ? — A.  It  is  west, 
earer  the  center  of  the  State. 

Q.  He  was  an  active  Kepublican  politician  in  the  last  canvass,  was 
B?— A.  Yes. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  politics  of  the  Boston  Herald  are?  Who 
id  it  snpport  in  the  last  contest  for  governor  ? — A.  It  supported  the 
lepublican  candidate,  Governor  Talbot. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  article  I  now  show  you,  as  an  editorial  in  that 
aper  ? — A.  (After  examining  a  newspaper  cutting,  which  is  hereinafter 
iveo  in  the  testimony  of  Eli  Thayer.)  I  think  I  have  seen  that,  but 
onot  remember  where  I  saw  it.  There  are  some  phrases  there  that 
OQod  to  me  as  if  I  had  read  them  before. 

Q.  Is  the  circulation  of  the  Boston  Herald  a  pretty  wide  one — larger 
baa  that  of  any  other  newspaper  in  the  State  ? — A.  It  is  larger  than 
hat  of  any  other  newspaper  in  the  State,  I  understand. 

Q.  Did  it  support  both  of  the  Republican  candidates  for  Congress  in 
be  city,  last  fall  ? — A.  No ;  my  impression  is  that  it  supported  Morse. 

Q.  Did  it  support  Dean  ? — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Dean  was  beaten,  was  he? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blaib.)  The  Boston  Herald  supported  Mr.  Morse,  the 
l^emocratic  candidate  for  Congressman,  last  autumn,  did  it  not  ? — A. 
^es;  I  think  so. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  It  supported  Talbot  ?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Talbot  was  elected  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Platt.)  As  I  understand  it,  the  Herald  does  not  profess 
to  be,  and  is  not  esteemed  to  be,  an  organ  of  the  Republican  part^^  ? — 
^*  No;  it  was  a  Democratic  organ  and  apparently  could  not  go  with 
ie  party. 
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Adin  Thater  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  f — Answer.  In  Worcester. 

Q.  Were  you  the  chairman  of  the  State  central  committee  of  Massa- 
chnsetts  in  1878  ? — A.  I  was.     I  am  not  now. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  a  meeting  at  the  Parker  House  during  the 
canvass  in  the  fall  of  that  year! — A.  Yes,  sir;  at  several. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  one  at  which  a  number  of  manufacturers 
were  convened  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  the  names  of  the  persons  who  were  there!— A. 
I  cannot. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  names  of  any  of  them  T — A.  I  could  give  a  few, 
not  very  many.  I  think  that  the  gentlemen  who  were  there  were  Mr. 
E.  R.  Mudge;  Mr.  Henry  P.  Kidder  (of  Kidder,  Peabody  &  Co.);  Mr. 
Henry  L.  Pierce,  the  mayor  of  the  city;  Mr.  Charles  Harding;  Dr. 
Davis,  of  Fall  River;  Mr.  George  Marston,  the  candidate  for  attorney- 
general  ;  and  Senator  George  F.  Hoar — he  went  with  me,  at  the  same 
time  that  I  went  there.    I  do  not  recall  any  other  names  at  this  time. 

Q.  Was  Philip  L.  Moen  there ! — A.  I  should  think  that  Mr.  Moen  was 
not  there. 

Q.  E.  W.  Yaill !— A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Joseph  H.  Walker  T — A.  He  was  not  there. 

Q.  Mr.  Charles  E.  Whiting  ! — A.  I  think  he  was  not,  but  I  would  not 
be  positive. 

Q.  George  Cromptou! — A.  He  was  not  there. 

Q.  John  D.  Washburne  f — A.  He  was  not  there. 

Q.  What  was  that  meeting  convened  for!  Give  me  the  purposes  of 
it. — A.  It  was  convened,  like  a  hundred  others  during  the  campaign,  for 
consultation  and  advice. 

Q.  Were  these  gentlemen  members  of  the  committee! — A.  No,  sir; 
but  very  few  of  them.  I  do  not  know  in  fact  that  one  of  them  was,  ex- 
cept Dr.  Davis,  who  acted  upon  the  committee  to  fill  a  vacancy  from 
Fall  River.  1  do  not  remember  any  others  of  those  who  were  there  who 
were  members  of  the  State  central  committee. 

Q.  W^hat,  then,  was  the  purpose  and  the  business  transacted  ? — A.  It 
was  a  meeting,  as  I  have  said,  for  consultation  and  to  stir  up  enthusi- 
asm, if  we  could,  to  get  everybody  at  work.  I  made  a  few  remarks, 
and  Senator  Hoar  made  a  short  speech. 

Q.  What  was  the  subject  of  consultation  or  discussion — money  or 
votes! — A.  No,  sir;  we  were  not  in  want  of  money  at  that  time;  we 
wanted  to  stir  the  people  up  to  the  importance  of  the  issue. 

Q.  Give  me  the  date  of  the  meeting. — A.  1  have  no  recollection  of 
the  date. 

Q.  In  what  month  was  it! — A.  It  must  have  been  in  Octol>er;  late  in 
the  month,  I  think. 

Q.  Was  any  action  taken  at  that  meeting  in  reference  to  the  raising 
of  funds! — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Was  any  action  taken  at  that  meeting  in  regard  to  arousing  the 
employers  of  labor  ! — A    No,  sir;  not  specially. 

Q.  What  was  said  on  that  subject ! — A.  I  can  give  you  what  I  said. 
I  did  not  have  any  set  speech,  still  it  was  substantiiilly  what  I  said  at 
twenty,  perhaps  fifty,  other  meetings,  and  I  can  give  substantially  what 
I  said.  I  do  not  think  I  can  give  Senator  Hoar's  speech,  but  he  is  in 
town  to-day,  and  I  presume  would  be  very  happy  to  give  it  if  the  com- 
mittee desire  to  hear  it.  ^ 
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Q.  We  do  not  want  speeches,  but  simply  the  purpose  of  the  meetinj]^. — 
A.  I  took  charge  of  the  meeting  as  chairman  of  the  State  central  com- 
mittee^  and  said  to  the  gertlemen  present  that  this  was  an  anomalons 
^mpaign  ;  that  it  was  not  in  any  just  sense  a  political  campaign  ;  that 
meD  of  both  parties  were  interested  in  opposing  Butler;  that  it  could 
hardly  be  called  a  political  campaign  ;  that  one  of  the  most  dangerous 
and  ooscrnpulous  demagogues  of  modern  times,  backed  by  Dennis  Kear- 
ney and  the  communists,  was  trying  to  seize  hold  of  and  capture  Mas- 
saebasetts;  and  that  all  classes  of  the  community,  both  Democrats 
and  Repablicans,  everybody  who  had  an  interest  in  the  good  name  of 
Ifassachasetts,  ought  to  be  content  and  willing  to  do  something  in  the 
campaign.  I  said  to  them  that  I  was  giving  my  whole  time  without 
compensation,  and  that  I  felt  that  they  ought  to  devote  some  time  to  it, 
and  money,  if  necessary ;  that  all  of  them  had  sources  of  influence ;  that 
every  man  bad  his  own  way  of  making  his  influence  felt  in  the  commu- 
nity ;  and  that  I  thought  we  had  a  right  to  call  upon  them  to  do  (heir 
Qtmost,  give  their  time  and,  if  necessary,  their  means  toward  defeating 
this  dangeroas  combination  of  demagogues  and  communists. 

Q.  YoQ  have  not  yet  reached  the  point.  Did  you  ask  them  to  influ- 
ence or  control  the  men  in  their  employ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  any  proposition  of  that  kind  mooted  at  that  meeting? — A. 
None  whacever ;  not  the  slightest  allusion  to  it. 

Q.  Who  were  these  gentlemen ;  were  they  employers  of  labor  I — A. 
Some  of  them  were ;  bat  not  one-half  of  them.  They  were  men  whose 
Dames  occurred  to  me  in  connection  with  the  names  of  men  of  standing, 
as  I  was  writing  to  such  men,  to  meet  at  headquarters,  as  it  was  my  busi- 
ness to  stir  up  the  people  of  Massachusetts. 

Q.  In  what  business  was  Mr.  Mudge  engaged  f — A.  Mr.   Mudge  is  a 
proprietor  of  mills,  I  think. 
Q.  Where  ? — A.  At  Lawrence. 

Q.  How  many  men  does  he  employ  ? — A.  I  have  not  the  remotest 
idea« 
Q.  In  what  business  is  Mr.  Kidder  employed  ? — A.  He  is  a  banker. 
Q.  Is  he  interested  in  any  large  n*anufacturiug  establishment? — A. 
Ithink  he  has  no  such  interest  whatever. 

Q.  What  as  to  Mr.  Pierce  ? — A.  He  was  mayor  of  the  city.    He  was 
formerly  a  member  of  Congress. 
Q.  What  is  his  business  ? — A.  He  makes  chocolate. 
Q.  Is  he  an  employer  of  men  ? — A.  Other  gentlemen  here  know  better 
than  I.    I  think  he  has  very  few  men. 

Q.  Charles  L.  H<irding! — A.  He  is  interested  in  mills  somewhere. 
He  has  some  interest  in  the  Lawrence  Mills.  I  invited  him  because  I 
bad  known  him  from  boyhood. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  connected  with  mills  at  Dedham  ? — A. 
I  do  not.    He  has  an  office  in  Boston  here  somewhere. 

Q.  Is  Dr.  Davis  a  physician  by  profession  ? — A.  He  is  a  leading  phy- 
sician of  Fall  River. 

Q.  Is  he,  to  your  knowledge,  connected  with  or  a  stockholder  in  any 
of  the  mills  there  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Were  any  contracts  or  specific  propositions  made  in  reference  to 
the  fntare  conduct  of  the  campaign  ? — A,  None  whatever. 

Q.  It  was  quite  late  in  the  campaign.  There  was  some  purpose  in 
getting  these  gentlemen  together.  What  was  to  be  done? — A.  It  was 
toronse  the  enthusiasm. 

Q.  About  how  much  of  capital  was  represented  at  that  meeting? — 
^'  I  could  not  tell  you.    I  could  not  come  within  a  million  of  dollars. 
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Q.  Were  there  ten  millions  ! — A.  I  have  not  the  remotest  idea. 

Q.  Can  jou  not  ffive  us  an  idea  by  an  estimate  of  the  amount  re 
sented  by  each  f  What  was  Mr.  Pierce  worth  ! — A.  I  am  withont 
remotest  idea. 

Q.  How  were  you,  so  late  in  the  c«mpai^n,  to  rouse  the  enthasiasi 
getting  these  gentlen^en  together  f — A.  We  were  constantly  get 
gentlemen  together.  1  had  some  two  thousand — I  say  two  thous 
there  was  a  very  great  number — who  were  constantly  coming  to  sa 
at  headquarters. 

Q.  You  raised  the  enthusiasm  by  pitching  into  Butler.     Was 
the  way  f — A.  We  did  the  best  we  knew  how  in  that  line. 

Q.  When  you  closed  your  meeting,  in  what  way  were  these  gentle 
to  work  to  bring  about  the  results  that  you  aimed  at  in  your  speed 
A.  There  are  scores  of  ways  in  which  a  man  may  work  in  a  camp^ 
He  may  make  himself  a  missionary,  and  go  from  town  to  town,  i\ 
chod^s  to  do  so. 

Q.  What  was  suggested  there  as  the  way  ? — A.  Nothing  whate^ 
only  to  do  what  he  could. 

Q.  According  to  his  own  understanding! — A.  As  his  own  qd 
standing  would  suggest  to  him  the  way  in  which  he  oonld  be  eflPecti 

Q.  There  was  no  definite  understanding,  then,  that  each  man  wa 
exercise  a  control  over  his  employes  ? — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  There  was  nothing  that  forbid  that  in  that  meeting  T — A.  No, 
I  think  not. 

Q.  Was  anything  said  by  the  gentlemen  there  about  the  means  t 
nsed  against  Butler ;  anything  about  the  workingmen's  vote  of 
Stat^f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nothing  of  that  kind? — A.  We  did  not  charge  that  that  vote 
being  controlled,  except  as  against  us  by  him  and  Kearney  or  their 
lowers  in  mobbing  our  meetings.  But  the  campaign  was  an  anomal 
one.  Mr.  Kearney  was  here  speaking  every  night,  telling  them,  w 
did  on  Boston  Commons,  to  let  the  blood  out  of  the  rich  and  lecbei 
bondholders.  We  did  not  have  a  Republican  meeting  in  the  Stat< 
towns  that  was  not  disturbed. 

Q.  We  do  not  care  anything  about  Dennis  Kearney  or  his  sayings, 
we  want  to  know  what  this  meeting  was  for. — A.  The  meeting  wa 
rouse  the  enthusiasm.    I  am  trying  to  tell  you  as  best  I  can. 

Q.  (Referring  to  the  so-called  circular  to  manufacturers,  asking  t 
co-operation,  a  thorough  canvass  of  those  they  employ,  &o.)  Do 
know  anything  of  the  circular  now  shown  you,  which  seems  to  have 
some  considerable  circulation  in  Massachusetts? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  he 
of  it  last  fall. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  it  before  you  heard  of  it  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  write  it  nor  direct  it  to  be  written,  nor  direct  it  h 
printed  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  authorize  any  one  to  goto  the  city  of  New  York  for  the 
pose  of  having  it  printed  to  be  circulated  in  Massachusetts? — A. 
sir.    It  is  what  everybody  could  see  at  a  glance,  a  stupid  fabricatic 
1  do  not  know  why  the  committee  should  ask  a  question  about  it- 
viously  a  stupid  fabrication. 

Q.  The  clergyman's  circular  is  not  denied  ;  why  this  one  should  \h 
nied  we  cannot  understand. — A.  The  clergymen's  circular  was  sin 
to  send  us  names  so  that  we  could  send  documents  to  those  nai 
That  was  all  that  was  asked ;  we  asked  no  coopeiation,  we  only  a^ 
for  names. 
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When  did  you  first  hear  of  this  circular  !— A.  I  heard  of  it  on  the 
fter  Butler  allnded  to  it  in  one  of  his  meetings. 
Where  was  that  meeting  hehl  ! — A.  I  do  not  know;  but  it  was  in 
lall  in  Boston,  I  think.     We  promptly  contradicted  it.     I  contra- 
il over  my  signature  the  next  day. 

)o  yoa  know  of  any  meetings  at  which  the  custom-house  officials 
era!  cifficials  in  the  State  were  convened  for  the  purpose  of  using 
deral  patronage  to  control  the  election  1 — A.  There  never  was 
ich  meeting. 

Vas  there  any  meeting  In  which  the  Federal  patronage  was  con- 
by  means  of  a  subscription  of  money  from  any  such  source? — 
resame  there  was  no  distinctive  subscription  by  Federal  officials. 
ime  that  they  gave  money,  some  of  them. 

)o  you  know  the  amount  f — A.  I  do  not  know  the  amount  that 
ite  central  committee  used. 

Jan  yoa  give  us  the  amount  that  your  committee  raised  to  defray 
>enses  of  the  campaign  f — A.  Yes,  sir.     It  was  published   last 
kVe  published  it  ourselves.    Mr.  Crocker  will  give  you  the  amount, 
something  like  $25,000. 

Tou  cannot  tell  how  much  of  that  was  receive<l  from  the  Federal 
sf — A.  No,  but  the  amount  was  very  small  indeed.  It  must 
een  less  than  a  thousand  dollara. 

)id  yon  receive  anything  from  the  campaign  committee  at  Wash- 
? — A.  No,  sir. 

Jotbing  went  into  your  campaign  fund  that  you  know  of  from 
rarce  ? — A.  Not  that  I  know  of.    We  could  raise  all  the  money 
e  needtnl.    We  had  no  difficulty  about  that. 
3id  yon  raise  any  from  New  York  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
)id  you  send  anybody  there  for  tlie  purpose  of  raising  money  ! — 
S  sir. 

iid  yon  try  to  T — A.  No,  sir. 

JL  on  had  no  meeting  of  bank  i>residents  there  on  that  subject  ! — 
>,  sir. 

S^o  one  was  authorized  to  go  there  and  convene  a  meeting  for  that 
set — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  never  dreamed  of,  because,  as  I  tell  you, 
d  money  enough. 

Do  you  know  of  any  setting  apart  of  the  custom-house  patronage 
e  in  the  election  T — A.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  any 
ade  of  the  custom  house  patronage. 

Yon  know  of  no  use  of  the  patronage  of  the  customhouse  with 
nee  to  the  election  t — A.  None  whatever. 

Do  you  know  of  any  of  the  Federal  officials  being  detailed  for  use 
J  election  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Were  any  of  the  employes  of  the  custom  house  here  or  any  of  the 
Federal  officers  permitted  to  go  into  the  campaign  to  make 
Iie8  and  influence  votes  f — A.  No,  sir  ;  that  was  one  point  that  I 
at  this  meeting  at  the  Parker  House.  I  stated  to  those  gentlemen 
mder  the  civil  servic?e  rules  we  could  not  even  have  the  aid  of  the 
lasters,  and  therefore  it  was  all  the  more  necessary  that  we  should 
their  help. 

Yon  know  of  no  instances  of  the  control  of  employes  by  employ- 
your  own  county  ? — A.  No,  sir;  nor  anywhere  else. 
Did  you  have  any  meeting  of  manufacturers  or  others  at  Worces- 
-A.  Yes,  sir. 

A  private  meeting  I ~ A.  Numerous  meetings. 
A  private  meeting  at  which  leading  and  influential  gentlemen  were 
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present? — A.  We  had  several  meetings  of  individaals  during  the  cam- 
paign, and  they  were,  in  a  sense,  private  meetinofs.  They  were  private, 
as  that  one  at  the  Parker  House  was;  still  we  did  not  sit  with  closed 
doors.    They  were  meetings  for  consultation. 

Q.  Was  there  a  meeting  of  that  character  at  Worcester  at  which  yoQ 
invited  a  number  of  private  gentlemen  to  be  present  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not 
at  which  I  invited  any.  I  attended  one  at  Colonel  Washburne's  office, 
at  which  he  had  invited  them  to  be  present. 

Q.  W'ho  were  at  that  meeting  f — A.  I  can  give  you  the  names  as  far 
as  I  remember  them,  though  Colonel  Washburne  is  here  and  perhaps 
could  give  them  better.  Mr.  Joseph  H.  Walker  was  there,  Mr.  George 
Crompton  was  there  a  small  part  of  the  time. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Moen  there? — A.  1  have  the  impression  that  Mr.  Moen 
was  not  there. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Vaill  there  ?— A.  I  think  that  Mr.  Vaill  was  present.  I 
may  be  wrong  about  Mr.  Moen,  but  my  impression  is  that  he  was  not 
there. 

Q.  What  others  who  were  present  do  you  remember? — A.  Mr.  Har> 
ringtOD. 

Q.  Any  others? — A.  There  were  some  fifteen  or  twenty  there  in  all. 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  Whitings  there? — A.  No,  sir;  I  should  think 
not.  I  do  not  remember  any  other  names.  If  you  will  suggest  any 
names  I  may  perhaps  remember  others. 

Q.  What  was  that  meeting  for? — A.  Substantially  the  same  that  we 
had  all  our  meetings  for.  There  was  a  wonderful  sameness  at  all  our  meet- 
ings.   I  made  the  same  remarks  there  that  I  made  at  the  Parker  House. 

Q.  What  was  about  the  date  of  that  meeting  ? — A.  It  was  about  the 
same  time,  I  should  think ;  late  in  October. 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  gentlemen  wdo  were  present  there  employers  of 
labor? — A.  Yes,  sir;  quite  a  number  of  them. 

Q.  They  were  not  all  employers  of  labor? — A.  I  should  think  they 
were.    Some  of  them  did  not  emi)loy  but  a  few. 

Q.  Were  there  gentlemen  there  who  employed  quite  a  number  of 
laborers  ? — A.  Mr.  tF.  H.  Walker  employs  a  number,  though  his  estab- 
lishment is  not  so  large;  and  Mr.  Crompton. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  their  manufactures? — A.  Mr.  Walker's, 
boots  and  shoes;  and  Mr.  Crompton's,  machinery. 

Q.  Was  there  no  attempt  to  raise  money  there  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Only  enthusiasm  ? — A.  That  was  all. 

y.  No  special  efiort  there  to  get  anybody  to  vote  against  Butler?— 
A.  No,  sir;  only  to  get  everybody  to  do  the  best  they  could  to  make 
votes  against  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  statement  made  after  the  election  in  regard 
to  a  man  being  compelled  by  his  employer  to  vote  against  Mr.  Butler?— 
A.  No,  sir ;  only  what  I  heard  in  Worcester. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Vaill  not  charged  with  anything  of  that  kind? — A.  He 
was  charged  at  the  time  of  the  State  convention  with  turning  o£f  a  mao 
because  he  was  a  Butler  man.  Mr.  Vaill  published  a  canl  in  which  he 
said  that  the  man  was  turned  off  because  he  had  drank  up  all  his 
(VaillV)  alcohol.    That  was  considered  lu  Worcester  as  satisfactory. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  McDonald.)  When  do  you  say  that  was? — A.  It  was  just 
after  the  time  of  the  State  convention. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blair.)  Was  it  straight  alcohol? — A.  Straight  alcohol. 
The  man  afterwards  went  for  Butler. 
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By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

'.  State  how  it  was  that  these  gentlemen  were  called  together  to 
t  at  the  Parker  House. — A.  By  a  note  from  rae.    My  private  secre- 
wrote  them  a  note,  and  signed  my  name  to  it. 
How  many  persons  did  you  request  to  meet  you  there  on  the  oeca- 
j  when  these  parties  were  present  7 — A.  1  really  could  not  tell  you, 
)t  no  list,  but  I  should  think  from  twenty-five  to  thirty. 
You  did  not  get  quite  through  with  stating  what  you  had  said  to 
as  the  cause  of  your  calling  them  there ;  what  you  call  your 
€ch.''      I  wish  you  would  finish  that  up. — A.  I  had  substantially 
brough.    I  said  a  good  deal  more  than  I  have  stated  here,  but  I 
stated  it  substantially. 

You  told  them  why  you  had  called  them  there  t — A.  Yes ;  I  told 
that  the  campaign  was  anomalous  ;  that  Butler  was  the  most  un- 
>ulous  and  dangerous  demagogue  of  modern  times;  that  he  was 
dng  the  people  with  the  aid  of  Dennis  Kearney. 
What  did  you  give  as  the  reason  why  you  had  called  together 
particular  gentlemen  f — A.  I  told  them  I  felt  that  we  had  a  right 
11  upon  citizens  of  all  parties  to  aid  to  their  utmost ;  to  spend  their 
and  give  their  money,  if  need  be. 
To  use  their  influence  ? — A.  To  use  their  influence. 
What  did  you  say  about  their  influence? — ^A.  I  said  that  every- 
oould  help  in  a  campaign  of  this  kind. 

That  every  man  had  his  influence,  and  knew  better  how  he  could 
;  than  anybody  else  f — A.  Yes. 

And  you  called  on  them  to  use  whatever  influence  they  had  ? — A. 
was  substantially  it. 

Was  Mr.  Mudge  a  Republican  ? — A.  Yes. 

Y'oa  had  no  fears,  when  you  called  him  there,  that  he  would  not 
id  vote  himself! — A.  Not  a  bit;  not  as  to  any  of  those  gentle- 
Yon  had  no  fears  that  they  would  not  vote  themselves,  and  that 
would  not  vote  against  Butler? — A.  Not  a  particle. 
Why  were  you  calling  them  there  T — A.  Because  I  wanted  to  talk 
them,  to  see  if  I  could  not  arouse  them  to  work  in  the  campaign, 
ime  as  we  held  public  meetings.    I  am  not  a  public  speaker.    Offi- 
',  I  wanted  to  reach  every  man  that  I  could  reach  in  some  way. 
So  that  there  was  no  danger  of  your  not  reaching  him,  whether  he 
»lled  there  or  not  T — A.  I  wanted  to  reach  them. 
They  were  not  exerting  their  influence  enough  f — A.  I  thought 
wanted  a  little  persuasion. 

Yoa  thought  that  they  might  use  arguments  and  persuasion  a 
stronger  than  any  they  were  using  ? — A.  I  hoped  they  might. 
Was  there  any  particular  field  of  labor  that  you  thought  they 
particularly  adapted  to? — A.  I  did  not  indicate  what  I  thought. 
But  what  did  you  think  on  that  subject  T — A.  I  do  not  see  how  it  can 
iterial,  but  I  would  be  happy  to  answer  any  question,  if  yon  judge 
be  so. 

My  question  is  whether  there  was  any  particular  field  of  labor  in 
i  you  thought  any  one  of  those  men  could  exercise  a  special  influ- 
'— A«  It  would  take  some  time  for  me  to  give  my  whole  philosophy 
i  campaign. 

We  are  here  to  learn,  Mr.  Thayer. — ^A.  As  chairman  of  the  Re- 
[»n  State  committee,  1  relied  largely  upon  individual  effort    We 
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tried  to  inform  the  people.    Oar  appeal  was,  as  we  thoaght,  to  the  ooa* 
sciences  and  intelligence  of  the  people.    We  tried  to  reach  everjbody,- 
in  the  first  place,  by  public  speeches ;  to  arrange  that  every  town  shoald 
have  public  speeches. 

Q.  Were  any  one  of  those  twenty-five  men  who  were  invited  by  yoi 
into  this  special  conference  public  speakers  ? — A.  A  few  of  them  were. 
Mr.  Marston  is  a  fine  speaker. 

Q.  He  was  the  candidate  for  attorney  general  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  invited  in  as  an  assistant  to  you,  to  indoctrinate  these 
men  f — A.  No,  sir ;  he  was  invited  as  the  rest  were. 

Q.  He  was  a  candidate  himself  and  consequently  directly  intere«tei 
in  the  canvass  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Senator  Hoar,  was  he  taken  there  to  give  convincing  advice  ?— A. 
Yes,  he  was  taken  there  with  the  rest  of  them,  or  asked  to  go  there. 

Q.  To  give  these  gentlemen  convincing  advice,  then,  Mr.  Marston 
went  with  you;  not  as  one  to  whom  yon  had  sent  an  invitation,  but  as 
an  assistant? — A.  I  say  he  was  present  there.  He  had  been  invited.  He 
made  an  excellent  speech.  I  wish  that  the  committee  could  hear  il 
today. 

Q.  As  Mr.  Marston  and  Mr.  Hoar  were  the  only  speakers  there  were 
of  these  twenty-five  gentlemen  who  Were  invited  in,  what  did  you  ex- 
pect the  others  to  do  ? — A.  I  began  to  tell  you  of  my  philosophy. 

Q.  When  you  told  them  that  every  man  had  his  influence  and  it  was 
their  duty  in  this  emergency,  when  the  country  was  about  to  be  overrun 
by  Dennis  Kearney  and  ruined  by  Butler^  and  the  State  of  Massacha- 
setts  forever  disgraced A.  That  is  what  we  thought. 

Q.  I  cannot  state  it  as  eloquently  as  you  do.  Now,  what  did  you  ex- 
pect these  other  men  to  do  ? — A.  I  had  begun  to  answer  when  yon  asked 
me  what  my  theory  of  the  campaign  was.  I  said  it  was  to  reach  every 
man  by  public  speeches. 

Q.  These  men  were  all  right  beforehand  ? — A.  In  the  second  place,  I 
intended  to  have  documents  distributed  to  every  citizen  of  Massacha- 
setts.  I  intended  to  reach  every  one.  Then  I  intended  that  every  per- 
son should  be  reached,  if  we  could  reach  him,  by  personal  solicitation. 
We  had  a  man  in  each  senatorial  district 

Q.  If  you  please A.  I  am  giving 

Q.  No,  you  are  getting  entirely  outside  of  ray  inquiry. — A.  There  is 
a  difference  of  opinion  about  that. 

Q.  I  am  satisfied  that  you  are. — A.  With  all  due  respect,  I  state  that 
I  am  not. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  get  at  what  you  were  trying  to  do  with  these 
twenty-five  gentlemen  who  were  known  not  to  be  public  speakers,  known 
to  be  thorough  going  Eepublicans,  and  whose  votes  you  were  certain  ol 
on  the  day  of  the  election. 

Mr.  Platt.  The  witness  had  got  as  far  as  to  state  that  the  purpose 
was  to  reach  every  man  by  i)er8onal  solicitation.  Was  he  not  coming 
to  the  point! 

Mr.  McDonald.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Witness.  With  that  view,  in  addition  to  the  public  speeches,  I 
sent  out  documents  all  over  the  State  and 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Stop  right  there.  I  am  confining  this  inquiry  to  this  one  meeting 
and  have  asked  for  your  understanding  of  its  purpose.  When  we  get 
an  understanding  as  to  that,  if  it  is  necessary  to  branch  out  into  this 
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peoeral  matter,  we  will  do  it.  I  have  asked  joa  how  it  was  that  these 
neacame  to  meet  t — A.  Becaase  I  sent  for  them  by  letter. 

Q.  I  asked  yoa  what  were  their  politics,  what  they  were  there  for, 
id  I  ask  the  question  again :  What  particalar  influence  did  you  ex- 
bet  these  twenty-flve  men,  who  were  not  public  speakers,  to  exercise 
I  Uie  election  f — A.  I  am  just  coming  to  that  point.  I  sent  for  these 
en,  and  I  sent  for  the  other  men. 

Q.  I  do  not  care  about  the  other  men. — A.  I  sent  for  the  other 
leo 

Q.  Leave  out  the  other  men,  if  you  please. — A.  I  sent  for  them  and  for 

e  other  men  with  a  view  of  arousing  them  to  do  what  they  could  in 

e  campaign.    I  did  not  know  what  the  other  men  could  do — what  Mr. 

adge,  for  instance,  or  Dr.  Davis,  of  Fall  River,  could  do.    It  was 

lOQgh  for  me  that  they  were  influential  citizens  and  that  they  had  in- 

lence  locally  in  the  community  in  which  they  lived  that  they  could 

lerciae.    It  was  not  anything  of  any  account,  perhaps.    Everybody 

lowa  what  it  is,  that  such  men  have  means  of  influence  that  they  can 

[ercise. 

Q.  Now  we  are  getting  down  to  the  question.    You  expected  Dr. 

avis,  when  he  was  engaged  in  his  professional  practice  aud  attending 

[N>n  his  patients,  to  impress  upon  them  the  necessity  of  voting  against 

atler  T — A.  I  submit  that  that  is  not  a  proper  question. 

Q.  It  is  a  proper  question.    Did  you  not  expect  him  to  use  his  proper 

iflneuce  in  his  sphere  t — A.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  answer  any  ques- 

ODs,  but  any  attempts  at  wit  and  drollery  I  shall  not. 

Q.  I  have  the  least  wit  of  any  man  yon  ever  knew;  certaiuly  not  as 

inch  as  a  Massachusetts  chairman. — A.  I  did  expect  Dr.  Davis  to  do 

bat  he  could  in  Fall  Biver. 

Q.  Then  yon  come  right  around  to  my  question,  whether  in  the  course 
r  his  professional  duties  and  in  his  intercourse  with  his  patients  he 
lonld  urge  upon  them  the  necessity  of  voting  the  Republican  ticket  in 
lis  anomalous  election  that  you  speak  off — A.  Precisely. 

Q.  As  to  this  Mr.  Mudge,  was  he  a  manufacturer? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  expect  him  in  his  daily  walk  and  within  the  sphere  of 
119  influence  to  use  the  same  kind  of  persuasion  and  influence,  whatever 
bat  |>ersonal  influence  might  be,  in  the  same  direction  f — A.  In  any  di- 
rection that  he  thought  might  be  made  effective. 

Q.  You  did  not  want  him  to  go  for  Butler  ? — A.  I  did  not  suppose 
that  he  would. 

Q.  Then  you  wanted  him  to  use  his  influence,  to  whatever  extent  he 
night  have  that  influence,  in  this  line ;  and  so  of  each  one  of  these  men 
rho  were  called  together  by  yon.  Did  you  not  call  them  for  the  pur- 
)ose  of  having  each  one,  so  far  as  it  was  possible  for  him  to  do  it,  to  use 
lis  personal  influence  over  others? — A.  His  legitimate  influence. 

Q.  Did  you  nndertake  to  fix  limits  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  left  them  to  be  the  judges  as  to  whether  the  influence  they 
rould  exercise  was  legitimate  or  not  I — A.  They  were  men  of  such 
character  that  they  did  not  need  any  intimation. 

Q.  After  you  had  portraye<l  to  them  in  the  glowing  terms  you  have 
epeated  here  the  exigency  that  was  upon  them  aud  the  very  great 
ecessity  of  their  using  any  influence  they  might  have,  then  you 
^ft  it  to  each  one  of  these  men  to  work  out  the  kind  of  influence  that 
ould  be  most  eflScieut  ? — A.  Oh,  certainly.  Their  character  was  a  suffl- 
ient  guarantee  that  they  would  not  abuse  any  influence  they  had. 

Q.  How  m<any  meetings  did  you  have  in  the  last  campaign  in  which 
on  impressed  upon  those  in  attendance  the  necessity  for  that  kind  of 
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individual  inflaence  and  effort? — A.  I  coald  not  give  you  the  number 
of  meetings. 

Q.  You  had  one  at  Worcester! — A.  That  was  the  one  that  Colonel 
Washburne  had. 

Q.  You  and  he  doubled  on  that? — A.  It  was  an  every-day  occuiTence 
that  somebody  was  invited  to  meet  me. 

Q.  Those  somebodys  that  you  invited  to  meet  you  were  persons  wha 
you  supposed  exercised  influence  beyond  their  own  votes,  or  might  ex- 
ercise some  influence? — A.  Unquestionably  everybody  can. 

Q.  You  did  not  invite  to  meet  you  any  who  were  doubtful  men  ? — A. 
No ;  they  were  men  who  would  work  in  the  districts. 

Q.  Yon  did  not  seek  out  men  who  were  on  the  doubtful  list,  and  tij 
to  impress  them  by  this  peculiar  eloquence  of  yours  with  the  necessity 
of  being  on  the  right  side  when  they  voted  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  These  were  men  who  were  known  to  you  personally? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  What  you  said  was  all  comprised  in  this,  that  they  must  work  and 
use  their  influence  ? — A.  It  was  all  comprised  in  this,  that  I  wanted 
them  to  go  to  work  the  same  as  I  had. 

Q.  You  are  not  now  chairman  of  the  State  central  <}ommittee? — ^A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  What  i)nsition  do  you  now  hold  ? — A.  I  have  no  position  now 
politically. 

Q.  You  are  entirely  out  of  office  now  ? — A.  I  am  entirely  out  of  poli- 
tics. 

Q.  You  are  not  out  of  office? — A.  I  am  judge  of  the  probate  court  in 
Worcester  County. 

Q.  Since  when  have  you  been  such  ? — A.  Since  last  fall. 

Q.  At  what  date  ? — A.  It  was  some  time  about  the  fore  part  of  No- 
vember. 

Q.  Soon  after  the  election  you  resigned  one  office  and  took*  another?— 
A.  I  had  no  office,  but  was  simply  chairman  of  the  State  central 
committee. 

Q.  That  was  an  office  of  its  kind  ? — A.  I  had  resigned  long  before 
that. 

Q.  Before  the  election  ? — A.  That  is,  I  had  declined  to  be  a  candi- 
date. 

<    Q.  But  you  resigned  your  place,  j'ou  say? — A.  I  did  not.    I  never  re- 
signed my.  place. 

Q.  Then  you  are  still  the  chairman  ? — A.  They  elected  a  new  commit- 
tee. 

Q.  How  is  the  judge  of  probate  elected  in  this  State? — A.  He  is  ap- 
pointed by  the  governor. 

Q.  By  the  gentleman  who  was  elected  in  this  anomalous  election  last 
fall  ? — A.  He  did  not  appoint  me;  it  was  the  former  governor. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  Federal  officers,  did  you  have  any  communication 
during  the  canvass  with  Mr.  Gorham,  the  secretary  of  the  Republican 
executive  committee  at  Washington  ? — A.  None  whatever.  Mr.  Crocker 
might  have  answered  letters  from  him. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  communication  with  the  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee, Mr.  Hale,  of  Maine? — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  only  invited  him  to  speak  here, 
and  he  could  not  come. 

Q.  You  knew  him  to  be  chairman  of  the  Bepublican  executive  com- 
mittee?— A.  Yes,  sir.  I  invited  him  personally  to  come  here  to  speak 
during  the  campaign. 

Q.  Mr.  Gorham,  the  secretary  of  the  Republican  executive  committee 
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at  WasbiDg^OD,  has  testified  before  this  cominittee  that  that  committee 
rsased  by  assessments — allow  me  to  correct  myself,  not  by  assessments 
bat  by  volnntary  contribations,  these  being  headed,  however,  in  most 
instances,  by  the  secretaries  of  the  diflferen  t  departments  at  Washington — 
lome  fifty-three  thousand  nine  hundred  dollars  for  the  canvass;  and  that 
liese eontribations  were  from  the  officeholders  of  the  United  States  in 
he  different  States,  except  in  certain  States  where  the  contributions 
irere  understood  to  have  gone  into  the  party  fund  of  the  State.  Was 
^^e  or  not  an  arrangement  by  which  the  payments  made  under  assess- 
nent  by  the  Federal  officers  in  this  State,  together  with  the  moneys  vol- 
intarily  contributed  by  the  patriotic  citizens  of  this  State  last  year,  were 
x>  be  paid  into  the  political  funds  of  this  State? — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  no 
Knowledge  of  anything  of  that  sort. 

Q.  Did  yoa  derive  no  revenues  from  that  source  f — A.  None  that  I 
kniow  of.  The  treasurer,  Mr.  Stebbins,  may  know  something  on  the  sub- 
ject   I  have  no  idea  that  any  funds  were  received  in  any  such  way. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Prior  to  the  time  at  which  these  meetings  were  held  yon  had  a 
public  thorough  canvass  going  on  all  over  the  State? — A.  It  was  going 
OD  all  the  way  through. 

Q.  Speeches  were  being  made  and  a  warm  canvass  was  in  progress? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  wanted  to  add  to  that  canvass  this  result? — A.  Yes,  to  make 
it  sare. 

Q.  You  were  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  was  going  right  then  ? — A.  I 
las  satisfied  that  we  would  win  the  day,  but  I  wanted  to  increase  the 
majority. 

Q.  Did  any  of  the  gentlemen  who  were  in  any  of  these  meetings 
nWquentlv  go  to  any  of  the  employers  of  labor  in  any  of  the  coun- 
ties and  ask  them  to  have  their  employes  vote  against  General  But- 
ler and  control  them  in  that  way,  that  you  know  of? — A.  Not  that  I 
know  of. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  of  that  in  Worcester  County  ? 

Mr.  Blaib  objected. 

Tbe  Witness.  The  only  rumor  I  ever  heard  was  the  rumor  about 
Wbitinsville,  which  was  denied.  The  idea  that  any  party  in  Massa- 
chusetts could  attempt  to  intimidate  operatives  and  live  twenty-four 
boors  is  so  utterly  absurd  that — [A  pause.]  It  could  not  exist  twenty- 
foar  hours,  the  party  that  attempted  it. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Mudge  a  politician,  known  as  such  ? — A.  He  was  very 
Mtive  last  fall. 

Q.  Before  this  meeting? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  exceedingly  active. 

Q.  These  other  gentlemen  were  also  exceedingly  active  ? — A.  Not  all 
of  them. 

Q.  Who  of  those  who  were  at  that  meeting  were  active  politicians  ? — 
A.  Dr.  Davis  and  Mr.  Marston  were  active  politicians.  Mr.  Pierce 
was  not  active  last  fall ;  he  was  mayor. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Kichard  Fay  at  that  meeting? — A.  I  do  not  remember 
tbat  be  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  invited  there  ? — A.  Yes ;  I  think  I 
invited  him. 

Q.  Y"oa  do  not  know  that  he  was  there  ? — A.  I  think  that  he  was ; 
iiat  is  my  impression. 

Q.  Is  Fay  a  prominent,  active  republican  ? — A.  I  think  he  is  a  repub- 
can,  but  not  active. 
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Q.  Does  he  control  labor  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  he  is  a  stockholder 
in  General  Butler's  mill ;  one  of  the  leading  stockholders  in  the  Mid- 
dlesex Mill.    I  may  be  mistaken,  but  that  is  my  impression. 

Q.  Did  yon  see  Mr.  Fay  subsequently  ? — A.  I  think  I  did.  I  think 
he  wa9  in  the  headquarters  one  day. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  on  the  subject  of  this 
meeting? — A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  that  conversation  ! — A,  1  could  not  give  it  to  you  in 
detail.  I  think  he  asked  me  what  the  meeting  was  Tor,  and  I  told  him 
substantially  what  I  said — gave  him  my  speech  in  brief;  it  was  a  set 
phrase  with  me. 

Q.  What  did  you  want  Mr.  Fay  to  do  when  you  spoke  to  him  in  the 
meeting? — A.  The  same  as  all  the  rest. 

Q.  To  use  his  influence? — A.  Yes,  his  legitimate  influence. 

Q.  Did  you  write  him  a  letter  inviting  him  to  come  there  ! — A.  Yes, 
the  same  as  all  the  others. 

Q.  Did  he  say  he  would  go  on  and  do  what  the  rest  did  ! — A.  I  did 
not  ask  him  to  do  that;  I  just  stated  what  the  meeting  was  for. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  the  meeting  was  for! — A.  I  repeated  my  speech ; 
and  he  said  he  was  connected  with  General  Butler  some  way  in  the 
mill,  that  his  connection  was  very  intimate,  and  that  he  did  not  care  to 
take  an  active  part  in  the  campaign. 

Q.  He  said  he  was  connected  with  General  Butler? — A.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  ought  to  say  that  he  said  he  was  connected  with  Butler.  He 
said  he  was  intimate  with  him. 

Q.  He  declined  to  do  what? — A.  He  declined  to  meet.  He  said  he 
would  not  be  present.  I  knew  what  his  relations  were  and  I  thought  it 
was  perhaps  very  proper  that  he  should  not  be  present ;  I  knew  what 
they  were  before  I  wrote  to  him.  That  it  was  very  proper  that  Mr.  Fay 
should  not  enter  into  the  campaign  I  can  see.  He  said  he  should  oot 
support  him. 

Q.  Because  he  was  interested  in  the  mill  you  thought  he  ought  not 
to  act? — A.  It  would  not  have  been  pleasant  for  him  personally. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Is  there  any  further  statement  that  you  desire  to  make  at  thid 
time? — A.  I  feel  that  I  ought  to  state,  inasmuch  as  it  has  been  stated 
here  that  we  had  money  enough,  that  our  money  was  raised  by  volun- 
tary contributions  throughout  the  commonwealth;  that  we  had  no  other 
source;  that  that  source  was  ample  for  our  wants ;  and  I  feel  that  I  ought 
to  say,  from  my  official  connection  with  the  party  last  fall  and  my  con- 
nection with  the  party  for  a  great  many  years,  (though  I  am  entirely  oat 
of  politics  now),  that  the  campaign  last  fall,  as  far  as  the  State  central 
committee  was  concerned,  and  as  far  as  the  local  committees  were  con- 
cerned, was  entirely  open  and  above-board,  honest  and  clean  in  every 
respect ;  that  our  appeal  was  entirely  to  the  intelligence  of  the  people 
of  Massachusetts  and  that  such  has  always  been  our  ap|)eal  in  the  State 
of  Massachusetts.  I  say  that  there  was  not  an  act  of  the  State  central 
committee  that  men  or  angels  can  condemn  throughout  the  whole  cam- 
paign. And  as  a  private  citizen,  I  feel  indignant  that  any  committee 
should  be  summoned  here  to  investigate  what  everybody  who  has  com- 
mon sense  knows  are  utterly  baseless  charges  against  the  Republican 
organization. 

The  Chairman.  The  expression  of  your  indignation  will  be  recorded, 
and  will  be  referred  to  in  the  report  of  the  committee. 
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Jobs  D.  Washburne  sworn  and  examined. 

B  V  the  Chairman  : 

Qaestion.  Where  do  you  reside? — Answer.  In  Worcester. 

Q.  Were  yon  connected  with  the  Kepublican  State  committee  last 
jearf — A.  I  was  not;  I  was  chairman  of  the  Eepublicau  city  commit- 
tee of  the  city  of  Worcester. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  meeting  at  your  oflBice  to  which  Mr.  Adin 
Thayer  has  referred  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  it  f — A.  I  do  not  remember  exactly,  but 
from  the  opportunity  which  Mr.  Thayer's  testimony  gave  me  to  refresh 
my  recollection,  it  was,  I  think,  about  the  third  week  in  October.  It 
va8  but  one  of  many  meetings  that  we  held. 

Q.  Who  convened  the  gentlemen  at  that  meeting  ? — A.  I  called  Ihem 
tliere. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  were  there? — A.  There  were  present  the  gen- 
tlemen who  were  mentioned  by  Mr.  Thayer  this  morning  as  having 
been  present,  and  of  the  others  who  were  present  I  can  mention  a 
few. 

Q.  Name  all  that  you  can. — A.  I  will  with  pleasure.  There  were 
present  Mr.  Joseph  H.  Walker,  Mr.  George  Crompton,  Mr.  George  S. 
Barton,  Mr.  John  J.  Putnam,  and  Mr.  E.  W.  Vaill.  As  to  Mr.  Moen, 
Mr.  Thayer  did  not  remember  his  being  there,  but  I  think  he  was  there. 
If  be  was  not  there  it  was  not  my  fault,  as  I  wanted  him  there  ^  I  think 
be  was  there. 

Q.  You  are  not  a  partner  of  his  in  the  firm  of  Moen  &  Washburne  ? — 
A.  No;  I  have  no  connection  with  him.  There  were  several  others 
piei»ent  whose  names  I  do  not  remember.  I  know  that  the  Whitings 
were  not  there. 

Q-  What  was  the  purpose  of  convening  the  gentlemen  together  ? — A. 
It  would  not  be  ])roper  for  me  to  borrow  Mr.  Thayer's  phraseology,  but 
tbat  substantially  indicated  the  purpose.  The  purpose  was,  in  connec- 
tioD  with  such  other  efforts  as  I  was  making  there,  having  charge  of  the 
local  campaign  as  I  had,  to  develop  what  1  might  call  the  sources  of  in- 
floeQce  or  of  other  influences.  It  may  not  be  responsive  to  your  ques- 
tioD,bat  I  will  say  that  I  had  charge  of  all  meetings,  and  that  people  of 
alldasses  met  at  my  office — the  poor  people,  the  laboring  people,  and 
every  kind  of  people  w  ho  I  thought  would  exercise  an  influence  on  our 
campaign ;  but  this  particular  meeting  to  which  you  refer  was  not  that 
kind  of  a  meeting.  Mr.  Thayer  and  I/must  have  had  some  conversa- 
tioo  in  reference  to  the  meeting  which  he  had  in  Boston  (which  he  has 
described),  and  he  possibly  suggested  to  me  or  I  to  him,  I  cannot  tell 
wbich  it  was,  that  that  kind  of  a  meeting  in  Worcester  would  be  a  good 
thing.  I  happened  to  learn  that  Mr.  Thayer  would  be  in  Worcester  on 
tbe  morning  of  this  day  on  which  the  meeting  was  held,  and  either  he 
or  I  had  suggested  that  these  gentlemen  might  come  in  in  the  afternoon 
of  tbat  day.  I  remember  that,  without  any  particular  direction,  I  got 
ioto  a  carriage,  drove  about,  went  to  different  places,  and  asked  twenty 
or  thirty  gentlemen  of  influence  one  way  or  another  to  come  into  my 
office  at  three  o'clock  that  afternoon.  My  office-rooms  are  perhaps  as 
b^  as  the  room  in  which  the  committee  now  sits  and  the  one  adjoin- 
iog,  and  were  connected  in  a  way  similar  to  that  in  which  these  rooms 
ftre  connected.  These  gentlemen  came  in  at  three  o'clock,  sat  in  a  circle, 
or  in  a  way  somewhat  similar  to  that  in  which  your  committee  is  now 
sitting  (though  they  were  in  larger  numbers),  around  a  table  of  mine ; 
tbe  business  of  my  office  going  on  in  another  room  where  people  came 
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and  went  while  the  meetiug  lasted,  which  was,  I  think,  for  half  an 
hour. 

Q.  Give  the  politics  of  the  gentlemen  who  were  convened  there. — A 
I  think  they  were  all  Eepablicans.  I  do  not  think  that  the  position  oi 
any  gentleman  there  was  doubtful. 

Q.  Were  they  employers  of  labor? — A.  1  think  not  exclusively,  but 
that  the  larger  proportion  of  them.  It  would  be  fair  for  me  to  say  that 
a  large  proportion  of  our  people  are  employers  of  labor. 

Q.  Those  gentlemen  had  not  been  active  in  the  canvass  up  to  that 
point! — A.  No;  I  do  not  think  that  they  were  up  to  that  point;  not 
quite.  1  was  devoting  my  attention  and  time  to  it,  and  as  they  shared 
our  conviction,  I  wanted  them  to  shar6  our  willingness  and  enthusiasni 
also. 

Q.  You  had  no  doubt  of  their  voting  right,  of  their  voting  the  Kepub 
lican  ticket  ? — A.  No ;  I  had  no  doubt  about  their  voting  right. 

Q.  They  were  not  speakers? — A.  I  should  not  dare  to  say  they  were 
not  speakers.  Mr.  Walker  is  a  very  incisive  and  effective  speaker,  a£ 
were  probably  one  or  two  of  the  others;  I  think  of  Walker  particularly 
But  I  get  the  purport  of  your  question.  It  was  a  meeting  of  people 
who  were  to  exercise  their  influence  as  they  might. 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  reflex  of  your  purpose  to  have  these  gentlemen 
exercise  their  influence  upon  their  employes? — A.  1  should  not  say  it 
in  that  wav.  It  was  for  them  to  exercise  their  influence — excuse  me 
for  saying  it  again — exactly  as  they  might  have  influence  upon  people 
who  were  or  were  not  employed  by  them.  I  had  charge  of  the  canvass 
there,  and  knew  that  the  management  of  it  in  the  city  would  react  upon 
the  county ;  that  if  the  city  was  carried  strongly  the  county  was  sure  to 
go  the  same  way.  It  was  my  favorite  theory,  one  which  I  endeavored 
to  impress  upon  everybody,  that  while  some  good  might  be  done  with 
drums  and  trumpets,  the  great  secret  of  success  was  personal  influence 
I  even  told  the  boys  who  were  distributing  the  handbills  that  if  the^ 
knew  anybody  they  could  influence,  to  talk  with  them.  These  gentle- 
men were  among  those  whose  influence  I  thought  might  be  secured. 

Q.  You  thought  it  would  be  a  wise  thing  to  get  tiie  influence  of  the 
employer  upon  the  employed! — A.  I  did  not  say  so,  Mr.  Chairman,  but 
it  grows  substantially,  I  think,  out  of  it.  If  you  like,  I  will  tell  you 
what  was  said  at  the  meeting  as  near  as  I  can  remember  it.  I  said  a 
few  words  in  exactly  the  same  way  that  I  would  speak  to  what  we  call 
'*  the  boys."  They  were  to  this  effect:  "  You,  gentlemen,  know  what  the 
springs  of  our  influence  are;  I  want  you  to  take  an  interest  in  this 
campaign."  I  said  very  little.  I  have  sometimes  made  what  might  be 
called  a  political  speech,  but  on  that  occasion  I  said  very  little,  hardly 
more  than  that.  Mr.  Thayer  made  some  remarks  of  the  character  he 
has  stated  to  you,  and  I  think  one  or  two  other  gentlemen  said  a  few 
words,  and  the  meeting  adjourned  or  dissolved  (I  should  think  that 
they  had  been  there  half  an  hour)  without  any  form  of  action  whatso- 
ever. 

Q.  Was  it  assented  to  that  that  form  of  influence  was  to  be  exercised 
so  far  as  they  could  use  it  ?— A.  I  c.o  not  think  there  was  any  dissent. 

Q.  Was  there  any  dissent  to  the  exercise  of  such  influence  as  you  de- 
sired that  they  should  exercise? — A.  Such  influence  as  they  might  ex- 
eic'se.    No,  I  tnink  there  was  no  dissent. 

Q.  Was  the  result  of  the  meeting  satisfactory  to  you ! — A.  It  was. 
After  the  meeting  1  said  I  thought  we  had  done  some  good  work  and 
had  made  some  gentlemen  actively  interested. 

Q.  Did  tbey  exercise  their  influence  upon  others? — A.  The  result  was 
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that  we  carried  the  city  of  Worcester  very  handsomely,  and  I  shoald  not 
be  williug  to  withhold  from  those  gentlemen  their  tribute.  I  think  that 
they  did,  Ihoogh  I  do  not  know  that  they  did. 

Q.  Did  yoa  at  any  subsequent  stage  of  the  canvass  attempt  to  exer- 
cise inflaence  npon  employers  yourself  I — A.  Oh,  I  was  always  exercising 
inflneoce  apon  employers. 

Q.  Did  yon  go  to  any  establishment  and  address  the  employers  or  the 
operatives  ? — A.  Oh,  lots  of  them.  I  did  that  all  the  time,  and  so  did 
everybody  else.  There  was  hardly  anybody  of  my  acquaintance  in  the 
dfy  of  Worcester  who  was  not  seen  by  me.  We  should  not  have  carried 
the  city  if  I  had  not  done  that.  I  do  not  wish  to  disparage  the  efforts 
of  gentlemen  ou  the  other  side,  but  I  think  that  the  result  was,  in  some 
measure,  due  to  my  personal  influence  with  all  classes  of  people. 
Q.  You  were  in  charge  of  the  campaign  ? — A.  I  was. 
Q.  Did  you  go  to  the  employers  and  ask  them  to  exercise  their  infln- 
ente  upon  the  employed  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  upon  the  employed  as  such. 
I  asked  them  to  exercise  all  the  influence  tbey  could. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  them  to  have  them  call  their  help  together  and  talk 
to  them  in  order  to  have  them  vote  with  them  f — A.  I  think  I  did.  I 
tiiink  I  suggested  it  was  a  very  good  consideration  for  them  to  call  their 
help  together  and  address  them  ou  the  issues. 

Q.  To  urge  them  to  vote  against  Butler  f — A.  I  did  not  care 

Q.  They  were  urged  to  use  their  influence  for  the  success  of  the 
ticket? — A.  Yes,  sir;  for  the  success  of  our  ticket.  I  am  not  a  very 
sharp  politician ;  I  do  not  think  I  said  much  about  Butler,  yan  way,  but 
about  the  success  of  our  ticket. 

Q.  Whose  establishments  were  these  to  which  you  went  to  ask  for  their 
help? — A.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to  imply  that  I  did  not  ask 
more  than  one;  I  think  I  asked  all  of  them. 

Q.  At  what  points  in  that  county  did  you  do  this? — A.  lu  the  city  of 
Worcester  only. 

Q.  Did  you  not  see  employers  outside  of  the  city  of  Worcester  and 
urge  them  to  call  their  help  together  ? — A.  I  should  say  not.  I  know  a 
great  many  people  in  this  State,  but  that  was  not  what  I  was  at — it  was 
not  my  business. 

Q.  I  wish  only  to  call  your  attention  to  specific  efforts  on  your  part  to 
nrge  employers  to  call  their  help  together.  You  did  that  in  the  city  of 
Worcester? — A..  Oh,  1  did  it  all  the  time  in  the  city  of  Worcester. 

Q.  Did  any  of  the  gentlemen  upon  whom  you  called  do  that? — A.  I 
do  not  know  that  they  did.  I  know  that  I  called  on  Mr.  Moen.  Mr. 
Moen  is  an  employer  of  a  large  number  of  men  ;  not  of  so  large  a  propor- 
tion of  voters  as  other  employers,  but  he  is  an  extremely  prominent  and 
leading  man.  He  is  a  leader  in  a  church  and  has  all  sorts  of  influence. 
1  had  a  talk  with  him  and  thought  it  was  a  good  idea  for  him  to  call  his 
men  together.  So  far  as  any  threats  were  concerned,  1  need  hardly  dis- 
claim them  in  advance  of  the  question  at  all. 

Q.  We  have  not  asked  you  as  to  the  threats. — A.  But  as  far  as  Mr. 
Moea  is  concerned,  my  impression  is  that  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
^orth  much  to  do  so.  My  judgment  is  at  this  moment  that  he  did  not  do 
anything  about  it,  and  1  do  not  know  that  any  one  else  did.  I  left  it 
snbstantially  with  those  gentlemen. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Vaill  call  his  men  together? — A.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Vaill 
after  that  meeting,  but  I  have  learned  from  a  newspaper  that  he  did  call 
Ws  men  together. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Loring  call  his  men  together  ? — A.  I  have  no  knowledge 
on  the  subject. 
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Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Loring  refuse  to  joa  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
scheme  f — A.  No ;  I  thought  he  was  extremely  civil ;  I  remember  calling 
there.  He  treated  me  with  much  coartesy,  and,  as  I  did  not  hear  any 
more  aboat  it,  I  thought  that  was  the  end  of  it.  There  was  a  squib  in 
the  newspaper  about  it.  I  do  not  remember  what  it  was,  but  it  was 
good-natured  enough,  and  I  did  not  find  any  fault  with  it.  I  do  not 
know  that  he  did  anything  about  it ;  but  that  he  was  a  friend  of  our 
ticket  I  knew. 

Q.  What  is  your  knowledge  as  to  what  was  the  proportion  of  voters 
in  these  manufacturing  establishments  in  your  city  to  the  whole  num- 
berDf  employes  ? — A.  I  cannot  give  you  an  opinion  upon  that  in  such 
a  way  as  I  would  like  to  give  it.  I  think  that  the  voters  in  Mr.  Moen's 
establishment,  which  is  one  of  the  largest  in  our  city,  amount  to  some- 
thing like  thirty  per  cent,  of  the  entire  number  of  persons  employed. 

Q.  What  were  their  political  proclivities  at  the  last  fall  election  f — A. 
I  cannot  answer  that. 

Q.  Was  there  any  material  difference  between  the  vote  of  the  city  of 
Worcester  at  the  election  of  November,  1877,  and  that  at  the  election 
of  1878? — A.  We  carried  the  city  of  Worcester  in  1877  with  about  the 
same  majority  that  we  had  in  1878.  1  was  chairman  of  the  city  commit- 
tee then,  also. 

Q.  Was  the  vote  as  large  in  1877 1 — A.  I  do  not  remember.  The 
difference  was  not  enough  to  impress  itself  upon  my  mind.  I  know  that 
at  our  meeting  at  Mechanics'  Hall,  on  the  night  before  the  election,  I 
liredicted  that  the  city  would  be  carried  by  500  majority,  and  the  vote 
polled  at  both  elections,  I  think,  did  not  vary  much  from  that. 

Q.  What  is  your  profession  f — A.  1  am  a  lawyer.  1  do  not  practice 
much. 

By  Mr.  DcDonald  : 

Q.  All  of  these  gentlemen  who  were  invited  by  you  to  your  oflBiee  to 
meet  Mr.  Thayer  were  Eepublicans  ! — A.  I  think  they  were.  I  did  not 
mean  to  have  anybody  present  but  Republicans. 

Q.  Were  any  of  them  employes  in  any  of  the  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments there! — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  You  did  not  invite  any  of  tbe  employes  ! — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  So  far  as  any  persons  present  at  that  meeting  were  connected  with 
the  manufacturing  establishments,  they  were  employers  or  persons  hav- 
ing to  some  extent  control  of  the  establishments  ? — A.  Yes;  I  do  not 
think  that  I  asked  any  laboring  people  to  come  to  that  meeting.  How- 
ever, there  may  have  been  some  superintendents  there.  I  think,  so  far 
as  your  question  is  concerned,  I  asked  the  superintendent  of  the  Wash- 
burne&Moeu  Manufacturing  Company  to  attend;  but  generally  speak- 
ing, it  was  the  employers  who  were  to  be  there. 

Q.  Was  it  not  therefore  an  employers'  meeting  exclusively  ? — A.  I 
should  think  so.  I  do  not  think  we  do  it  any  injustice  by  calling  it 
such,  though  there  were  men  there  who  did  not  employ  any  laborers. 

Q.  It  was  made  up  generally  of  those  who  were  employing  laborers 
or  superintending  laborers  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  Mr.  Walker  was  a  pretty  good  stump  speaker.  Had 
he  been  in  the  habit  of  making  speeches  in  political  canvasses  before  that 
time  ! — A.  I  do  not  remember  whether  he  had  been  or  not,  but  I  think 
that  he  had.  Mr.  Walker  is  a  man  of  great  method  and  earnestness. 
He  worked  up  an  elaborate  argument  and  published  it;  that  was  some- 
what earlier;  and  he  began  afterwards  to  make  a  few  speeches. 

Q.  Did  he  make  those  speeches  in  AVorcester! — A.  I  got  up  a  meet- 
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ing  for  him  in  Worcester.  It  was  almost  the  last  meetiug  of  the 
campaign.  I  do  not  remember  where  he  had  spoken,  but  I  suppose  it 
was  in  the  towns  about  Worcester  or  at  points  a  little  more  remote. 
Mr.  Walker  is  not  known  as  a  popular  speaker,  but  he  was  a  man  who 
had  worked  up  a  speed)  for  this  campaign,  and  it  was  one  that  I  thought 
a  very  good  one. 

Q.  In  what  business  is  he  engaged? — A.  He  is  a  proprietor  of  a  very 
successful  boot  factory — a  man  of  great  ability  in  his  business. 

Q.  Does  he  employ  many  hands  ? — A.  I  understand  that  they  do  not 
employ  as  many  hands  in  their  business  as  other  establishments  in  the 
same  business,  because  they  have  machinery.  I  suppose  it  may  be  said 
that  he  did  not  employ  many  hands  in  the  sense  that  Mr.  Moeu  employs 
hands.  I  suppose  that  Mr.  Walker  employs  men  by  the  score  where 
Mr.  Moen  employs  them  by  the  hundred. 

Q.  Of  what  firm  is  Mr.  Moen  7 — A.  He  is  of  the  Wasbburne  &  Moeu 
Manufacturing  Company.  They  make  ware  and  have  about  the  largest 
works  of  the  kind  in  the  country. 

Q.  Do  they  employ  a  large  number  of  men  f — A.  They  do. 

Q.  About  what  number  had  they  last  year  at  the  time  of  the  election  ? — 
A.  If  I  was  held  to  the  rules  of  evidence  I  would  answer  that  I  did  not 
know.  I  have  a  very  clear  impression  that  they  employed  2,500  men, 
of  whom  eight  or  nine  hundred  were  voters.  I  hope  you  will  not  hold 
me  very  strictly  to  the  figures,  because  I  give  them  as  my  impression 
merely. 

Q.  They  all  lived  in  Worcester  and  voted  there! — A.  Yes;  I  do  not 
know  that  they  have  any  men  from  outside  of  Worcester. 

Q.  You  say  that  Mr.  Moeu  was  an  active  member  of  a  church  ? — A. 
Yes,  he  is  a  leading  member  of  the  Calvinistic  Orthodox  church  there. 

Q.  It  has  a  very  large  membership  there  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  certainly, 
but  I  think  they  have  three  or  four  churches  there,  maybe  more. 

Q.  In  inviting  Mr.  Moen  to  this  conference,  you  had  in  view  his  con- 
nection with  the  religious  as  well  as  the  lay  interest  T — A.  Generally,  as 
a  prominent  citizen  and  as  one  prominent  in  a  religious  way,  I  wanted 
Mr.  Moen  there  and  wanted  his  influence. 

Q.  You  wanted  to  combine  the  power  militant  with  the  power  triumph- 
ant t — A.  I  did,  Mr.  Senator ;  that  was  exactly  what  I  wanted  to  do, 
and  it  proved  to  be  *'the  triumphant"  in  the  end.  I  wanted  to  carry 
the  city  of  Worcester  triumphantly,  anil,  although  the  result  was  very 
close,  it  was  accomplished. 

Q.  Were  you  looking  the  gift  horse  very  closely  in  the  mouth  t — A. 
Do  you  mean  that  I  would  not  have  looked  particularly  at  methods  !  I 
would  not  have  done  anything  but  what  was  fair. 

Q.  But  if  you  knew  that  something  unfair  was  going  on,  would  you 
have  stopped  it! — A.  Oh,  I  would  not  have  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  But  if  Mr.  Moen,  that  year,  had  got  a  larger  Republican  vote  out 
of  his  establishment  than  usual,  you  would  not  have  made  any  question 
as  to  the  means  he  used  ?— A.  Oh,  I  would  not  as  to  a  man  li^e  Mr.  Moen. 

Q.  And  if,  in  his  church  operations,  he  had  reached  out  a  little  farther 
than  had  been  customary  after  the  carnal  minded  who  were  inclined  to 
go  for  Butler  and  brought  them  in,  you  would  not  have  thought  it  proper 
to  question  thatt — A.  I  do  not  know  that  that  is  a  very  fair  question 
for  yon  to  put,  and  I  ought  to  say,  in  answer,  that  he  is  a  gentleman  of 
too  high  a  character  to  be  suspected. 

Q.  Ob,  I  have  no  doubt  of  that. — A.  And  nothing  at  that  meeting  was 
suggested  that  would  have  implied  that  we  wanted  anything  done  that 
was  not  fair. 
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A.  But  you  thought  that  he  could  use  more  convincing  arguments 
with  his  employes  than  a  stranger  could  ? — A.  Yea,  I  think  1  can  say 
that.    I  think  that  that  is  fair. 

Q.  And  you  wanted  the  fact  brought  to  his  attention  prominently 
that  it  was  quite  necessary  for  him  to  use  all  his  influence  morally  and 
politically! — A.  Yes,  I  think  I  did.  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a  bad 
statement  of  it,  and  I  do  not  think  but  what  it  was  the  right  thing  for 
us  to  do. 

Q.  When  you  went  to  these  manufacturing  establishments  to  address 
political  meetings,  had  you  advised  the  proprietors  that  you  were  com- 
ing ? — A.  I  have  not  made  myself  clear.  I  did  not  go  to  address  any 
political  meetings  at  the  manufactories. 

Mr.  Platt  (to  Mr.  McDonald).  I  think  you  have  misunderstood  the 
witness. 

The  Witness.  I  have  addressed  political  meetings  frequently,  but  not 
at  the  manufacturing  establishments.  You  have  got  a  wrong  idea,  as  I 
have  not  made  myself  clear.  I  think  that  what  I  said  in  answer  to  the 
chairman's  inquiry  was,  that  I  asked  some  of  these  gentlemen  whether  it 
would  not  be  a  good  thing  to  call  their  hands  or  employes  together  and 
have  it  set  forth  by  arguments  how  the  issues  of  the  campaign  stood,  be- 
cause I  was  afraid  we  could  not  get  everybody  down  to  attend  the  meet- 
ings. Finally  we  got  up  such  a  stir  there  that  we  got  the  people  to  at- 
tend the  meetings,  and  they  got  the  views  that  we  wanted  them  to  get. 

Q.  They  received  the  light  from  some  quarter  that  you  wanted  them 
to  have  ! — A.  We  finally  got  them  roused  up,  and  everybody  else,  and 
we  swept  the  city. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  If  I  understand  you,  your  idea  was  that  it  was  just  as  legitimate 
for  an  employer  to  call  his  people  together  and  address  arguments  to 
them,  as  it  was  for  General  Butler  and  Dennis  Kearney  to  address 
them  ? — A.  Oh,  entirely.  I  think  that  is  perfectly  fair.  I  have  no 
knowledge  that  anybody  did.  I  put  the  question  to  two  or  three,  but 
do  not  know  that  anybody  did. 

Q.  But  you  thought  it  was  proper  that  they  should  ! — A.  I  think  it 
was  a  proper  subject  of  inquiry  whether  it  would  not  be  a  good  plan. 
But  manufacturers,  it  seems  to  me,  are  extremely  sensitive  about  exer- 
cising any  influence,  and  I  do  not  think  that  these  gentlemen  did  a 
great  deal  anyway.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  good  nature  in  the 
campaign,  and  I  think  we  got  a  great  many  to  go  with  us  because  the 
campaign  was  conducted  so  good-naturedly. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  case  of  intimidation,  bulldozing,  or  undue 
influence  of  employers  upon  their  laborers? — A.  I  did  not.  I  never 
knew  of  any.    I  never  suspected  any.    I  do  not  think  there  was  any. 

Q.  Either  in  Worcester  or  any  part  of  the  State! — A.  I  do  not  know 
much  as  to  the  State  outside  of  Worcester.  I  began  to  make  speeches 
at  a  distance  from  there,  but  I  found  that  I  had  to  stay  in  Worcester 
all  the  time,  as  it  was  my  duty  to  do,  in  order  to  carry  that  city,  and 
that  we  had  got  to  carry  it.  Therefore,  I  knew  nothing  of  what  hap- 
pened outside  but  from  what  I  saw  in  the  papers. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  What  was  the  color  of  the  ticket  that  was  used  by  the  Republi- 
cans in  Worcester ! — A.  It  was  a  white  ticket.    I  did  not  attend  to  the 
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detMils  of  getting  np  the  ticket.    I  am  not  sare  that  it  was  a  white 
tkket,  but  give  that  as  my  impression. 

Q.  YoQ  think  it  was  not  tinted  with  the  stripes  upon  the  back  of  it  ? — 
A.  I  should  think  not.  If  anybody  stated  it  was  not  a  white  ticket,  I 
should  say  that  he  knew  better  than  I  did ;  but  I  think  it  was  a  white 
ticket. 

Q.  What  is  the  proportion  of  foreign  workmen  to  those  of  American 
birth  in  the  mills! — A.  My  opinion  would  not  be  good  for  much.  We 
have  a  large  foreign  population  there,  but  they  blend  so  much  that  I 
caoDot  give  an  opinion. 

Q.  Is  there  quite  a  number  of  Democrats  working  in  the  mills! — A. 
Yes. 
Q.  Are  they  known  and  recognized  as  such  ! — A.  Yes. 
Q.  Was  the  influence  which  you  sought  to  have  exercised  by  the 
i  geutlemen  whom  you  called  together  to  be  exercised  upon  those  men  ! — 
;   A.  There  was  no  one  specified.    It  was  to  be  all  the  influence  that  they 
[  coald  get;  that  is  to  say,  "all  the  votes  you  have,  gentlemen.'' 

Q.  Was  any  influence  exercised  to  take  votes  from  Talbot! — A.  I  do 
i  sot  know.  We  supposed  we  would  have  four  or  five  hundred  of  what 
I;  they  called  "the  straight  Democratic  votes."  I  do  not  know  whether  we 
I  did  get  them  or  not.  The  canvass  came  out  just  about  as  I  predicted 
it  would.  I  thought  that  we  should  have  about  five  hundred  majority. 
We  bad  576, 1  think. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  was  the  precediug  election  at  which  you  had  about  the  same 
majority — five  hundred! — A.  It  was  the  governor's  election.  We  had 
a  pretty  hard  contest  then.  I  cannot  remember  what  it  was  that  made 
the  contest  such  a  hard  one,  but  I  remember  that  I  thought  it  was  a 
life  and  death  struggle.  I  do  not  recollect  what  the  issue  was,  but 
there  was  some  reason,  I  know  that,  why  we  thought  it  very  important 
to  carry  the  State  the  year  before. 


George  G.  Gbogkeb  recalled. 

The  Witness  (responding  to  inquiries  addressed  to  him  when  pre- 
vioQgly  on  the  stand  relative  to  the  so-called  manufacturers'  circular 
a^Dg  for  a  thorough  canvass  of  employes,  &c.).  The  date  of  the  meet- 
ing at  which  General  Butler  brought  out  the  circular  was  October  23, 
1878,  and  the  meeting  was  held  at  Faneuil  Hall.  The  denials  of  the 
chairman  and  State  committee  appeared  in  the  afternoon  papers  of  Oc- 
tober 24  and  morning  papers  of  October  25. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  Can  yoa  now  give  the  date  of  the  meeting  at  the  Parker  House  ! — 
A.  I  do  not  know  it. 

Q.  Was  it  prior  or  subsequent  to  the  date  you  have  given  ! — A.  I 
cannot  telL 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  the  committee  with  a  copy  of  the  card  of  denial 
tliat  was  pablished  ! — A.  It  appeared  in  the  Boston  Advertiser  of  Oc- 
tober 25  and  in  the  evening  papers  of  the  previous  day.  In  regard  to 
^7  statement  of  the  way  in  which  the  ballots  in  the  matter  of  Congress- 
man, &C.,  were  printed,  I  wish  to  say  I  have  found  that  my  recollection 


110  IXTDIIDATIOX   AND    FRAUD    Df   MASSACHUSETTS. 

was  somewhat  at  fault  I  have  looked  np  some  of  the  ballots  and  foand 
that  they  were  of  this  nature.  I  will  say  first  that  it  was  sapposed  at 
the  time  that  there  were  many  Democrats  in  Mr.  Morse's  district  who 
were  not  going  to  vote  for  him,  and  were  going  to  vote  for  the  Bepabli- 
can  candidate*  Therefore  it  was  important  for  the  opposition  to  pro- 
vide against  scratches  or  pasters.  Consequently  the  Democratic  ticket 
in  some  of  the  wards  of  the  district — I  do  not  know  that  it  was  so  in 
all — was  printed  with  Mr.  Morse's  name  on  in  the  regular  place,  and  at 
another  point,  at  the  bottom,  in  fine  type  the  same  name ;  so  that  if  the 
voter  pasted  over  the  name  where  it  first  occnrred,  intending  to  vote  for 
the  Republican  candidate,  his  wishes  wonld  not  be  carried  out  I  have 
here  one  of  the  tickets  of  which  I  speak.  It  is  a  regular  Democratic 
ticket  with  Mr.  Morse's  name  printed  in  one  place  in  very  large  type, 
and  farther  down  in  very  small  type  the  following :  ^'  For  Etepresenta* 
tive  in  Congress,  Leopold  Morse,  of  Boston." 

By  the  Chatkman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  special  canse  for  that  name  being  so  printed  f 
— A.  There  was  a  disaffection  among  the  Democrats;  it  was  feared 
that  they  were  going  to  scratch  his  name,  and  the  idea  was  that  if  they 
should  scratch  it  in  one  place  they  would  not  see  it  in  another,  and  that 
their  scratching  would  not  do  any  harm. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  Eepablican  had  charge  of  the  disaffection 
among  the  Democrats  ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  being  paid  to  prodace  that  disaffec- 
tion?— A.  No;  that  disaffection  as  I  heard  of  it  originated  in  this,  that 
they  thought  Mr.  Morse  had  not  done  as  much  for  them  after  he  had 
been  elected,  that  is,  dnring  the  term  which  he  did  serve,  as  he  oaght  to 
have  done. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  a  certain  Republican  of  the  city  was  operat- 
ing in  the  Democratic  party  in  that  district  with  money  to  produce  the 
very  result  of  which  yon  speak  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  who  it  was.  Of 
course  all  Republicans  were  working  to  accomplish  the  result  that  they 
hoped  for. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Republican  in  the  city  who  was  operating 
with  money  to  produce  that  result  in  that  district  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Sowden  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  he  a  Republican  or  Democrat ! — A.  A  Republican. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  attempted  to  exercise  influence  of  any 
character  in  producing  disaffection  among  the  Democrats  in  that  dis- 
trict ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  any  way  of  his  having  paid  money  to  voters  in 
that  district  for  that  or  any  other  purpose  f — A.  For  the  purpose  of 
creating  disaffection  ? 

Q.  For  the  purpose  of  getting  Democrats  to  vote  against  Mr.  Morse  ? 
— A.  No ;  I  did  not  keep  the  run  of  it,  of  what  he  was  doing. 

Q.  Did  he  or  any  one  else  tell  you  that  he  was  connected  with  it  ? — 
A.  No. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  of  it,  then  t — A.  He  was  at  work  for  the  Re- 
publican party. 

Q.  Mr.  Sowden  was  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  then  f — A.  I  suppose  he  worked  in  all  the  proper  ways  for 
him  to  get  votes. 

Q.  Then  it  was  a  proper  way  for  him  to  work  in  that  way  ;  that  is,  to 
use  money  t — A.  Well,  certain  methods  he  used ;  I  do  not  know  whether 
he  did  or  not. 
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Q.  Was  be  detailed  by  tbe  State  central  committee  for  that  purpose  ? 
-A.  No. 

Q.  Had  be  any  connection  with  the  State  central  committee  ! — A. 
So;  I  think  not.  I  think  he  is  on  the  committee  for  the  district,  and 
that  is  not  appointed  by  the  State  central  committee. 

Q.  He  was  connected  with  the  Eepublican  committee  of  the  dis- 
trict!— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  he  got  any  money  from  the  State  central 
committee  for  any  such  purpose  T — A.  I  do  not.  It  was  our  rule  not  to 
gire  any  money  for  any  such  purpose. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  where  the  money  used  for  any  such  purpose,  if  any 
vas  nsed,  came  from  ? — A.  I  suppose  from  the  treasurer  of  the  State 
central  committee. 

Q.  But  money  thus  used  entered  into  the  aggregate  that  you  say 
passed  through  the  funds  of  the  State  central  committee? — A.  I  did 
not  make  any  statement  in  regard  to  that,  it  was  Mr.  Thayer.  I  do 
Dot  know  what  it  was  that  he  included.    I  suppose  it  would  not. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  now  that  the  use  of  four  hundred  dollars  was 
given  to  Mr.  Sowden  in  that  district  to  be  used  among  Democrats  I — A. 
No. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  of  it  T — A.  I  have  heard  of  some  stories  of  money 
expended,  but  I  do  not  know  what  the  amounts  were,  nor  how  it  was 
expended,  nor  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Did  yon  hear  of  Mr.  Sowden  having  expended  money  I — A.  No,  I 
did  not.  I  presume  that  he  expended  money,  I  have  no  doul:>t  he  did, 
bat  my  information  on  that  subject  is  not  sufficiently  definite  to  be  of 
aoy  value  to  the  committee. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

.  Q.  What  ward  or  wards  in  Mr.  Morse's  district  was  it  understood  that 
there  was  a  disaffection  in  f — A.  No  particular  ward  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  In  what  part  of  the  city  T — A.  In  the  North  End%nd  in  the  South 
Cove  district. 

Q.  You  say  it  was  understood  that  there  was  a  disaffectionn  in  a  part 
of  his  district.  How  did  you  understand  that! — A.  I  heard  so  from  va- 
rioos  quarters. 

Q.  What  did  you  hear  about  itt— A.  O,  that  this  man,  that  man, 
and  the  other  man  had  not  been  properly  treated  by  him  and  were  not 
going  to  vote  for  him,  and  so  forth.  I  heard  the  names  of  persons  about 
vbom  I  did  not  know  anything. 

Q.  That  information  was  brought  to  the  Eepublican  committee,  was 
it!^A.  It  was.  I  do  not  remember  where  I  heard  the  news,  perhaps 
OD  the  street,  perhaps  in  the  committee-room. 

Q.  Where  did  you  pick  up  these  ballots  which  you  have  brought  in 
here  f — A.  I  found  those  in  my  office.    My  piirtuer  had  one. 

Q.  You  say  that  those  ballots  were  printed  for  the  purpose  of  coun- 
teracting that  disaffection  ? — A.  That  is  what  J  suppose. 

Q.  Why  do  you  suppose  that  ? — A.  That  seems  to  be  a  natural  in- 
ference. 

Q.  That  is  your  supposition  simply.  You  have  no  evidence  of  it  ex- 
cept simply  that  Mr.  Morsels  name  is  twice  printed  upon  the  ballot, 
once  in  large  letters  and  once  in  small  letters  ? — A.  It  operated  so,  I 
know,  too. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  it  operated  so!  Do  you  know  of  any  case 
where  a  party  scratched  Mr.  Morse's  name  out  where  it  was  printed  in 
large  type  (leaving  the  name  in  the  small  type),  and  tliat  the  ballot  was 
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still  counted  for  Mr.  Morse! — A.  I  believe  that  that  was  iove8tigate< 
and  a  report  found. 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  about  reports,  lam  asking  for  your  iuformatioi 
— A.  No,  I  did  not  go  around  on  that  day  so  as  to  be  able  to  invest 
gate  it. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  anything  of  tha 
occurred  on  that  day  of  the  election  f — A.  No. 

Q.  And  your  explanation  of  this  ballot  is  simply  your  own  inference 
— A.  My  own  inference. 

Q.  That  ballot,  you  say,  was  found  by  your  partner  in  your  ofBo 
Was  it  brought  in  there  during  the  canvass  or  during  the  election  day 
— A.  I  do  not  know.    He  saved  it  as  a  curiosity. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  see  a  ballot  with  that  one  name  upon  it  printe 
twice  in  that  way  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  ever  saw  it  before  toda] 
I  might  have  seen  it  when  he  brought  the  ballot  home  that  night  an 
might  not. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  it  on  election  day  that  you  have  any  recollectioi 
of? — A.  I  saw  a  similar  one  on  election  da  v. 

Q.  Had  you  seen  one  similar  to  the  one  here  before  the  election  day 
—A.  No. 

Q.  When  your  committee  understood  that  there  was  some  dinafTectioi 
toward  Mr.  Morse  in  his  district,  what  action  did  it  take  for  the  pnrpos 
of  working  up,  utilizing,  and  getting  the  benefit  of  that  disaffection  !- 
A.  The  Eepublican  State  committee  does  not  take  any  hand  except  ii 
a  general  way  in  the  separate  Congressional  districts ;  those  are  al 
manacred  by  Congressional  committees. 

Q.  Who  was  chairman  of  the  Congressional  committee  in  Mr.  Morse' 
district? — A.  I  think  Mr.  Sowden  was. 

Q.  Did  not  your  committee  confer  with  the  chairman  and  members o 
the  general  committee  with  reference  to  matters  of  local  interest  in  thd 
districts? — A.  \^e  talk  over  matters  with  them  from  time  to  time. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  of  talking  over  this  matter  with  Mr.  Sowden  ?- 
A.  No. 

Q.  Was  it  ever  a  subject  of  discussion  between  you  and  Mr.  Sow 
den  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  we  ever  spoke  of  it. 

Q.  Was  the  subject  ever  discussed  in  the  committee,  or  by  any  mem 
bers  of  the  committee,  as  to  how  this  disaffection  could  be  best  util 
ized?— A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Was  it  not  thought  that  a  little  money  or  whisky,  or  something  o 
that  kind,  might  be  of  great  benefit? — A.  I  never  heard  any  such  sug 
gestion. 

Q.  You  knew  at  that  time  that  whisky  had  a  very  potent  influence  ii 
the  elections  in  this  city  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  you  did  not  use  that  potent  power  ? — A.  I 
may  have  occurred  to  us. 

Q.  Was  it  acted  on  ? — A.  No,  sir^ 

Q.  If  it  occurred  to  you  and  was  not  acted  upon,  I  would  like  you  U 
give  the  reasons  why  yon  discarded  that  potent  influence  ? — A.  As  fai 
as  I  am  myself  concerned,  I  should  not  ever  use  that  influence,  becausi 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  proper  influence  to  bring  in. 

Q.  If  it  would  enable  you  to  utilize,  increase,  and  strengthen  that 
disaffection  which  yon  say  you  understood  to  exist  in  the  district,  wonk 
you  discard  it  as  one  of  the  instrumentalities  of  salvation  ? — A.  I  would 
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Eli  Thayeb  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  t — Answer.  In  Worcester. 

Q.  Have  you  been  a  member  of  Congress  from  Massachusetts  f — A. 
Yes;  from  the  ninth  district. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  canvass  of  1878! — A.  I  was.  In  1878  I  was  a 
candidate  for  Congress,  having  been  nominated  by  the  Democratic 
party. 

Q.  Did  you  visit  Manchang  Village  ? — A.  I  did,  and  spoke  there. 

Q.  Who  had  spoken  there  prior  to  your  being  there? — A.  The  Repub- 
lican candidate  tor  Congress,  Mr.  Rice. 

Q.  In  what  county  is  that  f — A.  It  is  in  Worcester  County.  The  vil- 
lage is  in  the  town  of  Sutton. 

Q.  Is  it  a  manufacturing  village? — A.  It  is. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  the  manufactures? — A.  Some  textile 
fabrics. 

Q.  Where  bad  the  Republican  candidate  for  Congress  spoken  ? — A. 
I  was  told  that  he  had  spoken  in  the  ball  owned  by  the  corporation. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  leave  to  speak  in  the  hall  ! — A.  I  did  not ;  but  I  was 
informed  by  my  friends  there,  by  political  friends,  that  they  had  made 
application  for  the  hall  and  were  refused. 

Q.  How  long  was  this  after  your  opponent  had  spoken  there? — A.  I 
am  unable  to  say  exactly;  I  believe,  a  few  weeks. 

Q.  Who  was  he? — A.  W.  W.Rice,  the  present  member.  I  believe 
he  made  his  opening  speech  in  Manchang  before  I  was  nominated.  A 
few  weeks  afterwards  I  went  there  to  speak. 

Q.  Is  the  hall  there  owned  by  a  corporation  ? — A.  I  am  told  so. 

Mr.  Blair  objected. 

The  Chairman  remarked,  that  other  witnesses  would  be  called  to 
prove  the  fact. 

Q.  Where  did  you  speak  ? — A.  It  was  proposed  that  I  should  speak 
in  the  open  air,  from  the  balcony  in  front  of  a  house,  and  the  people  had 
begun  to  assemble  in  the  street  in  front,  but,  the  weather  becoming  sud- 
denly very  boisterous  and  rough,  and  the  audience  having  just  come  out 
of  the  heated  rooms  of  a  mill,  I  proposed  that  we  should  go  to  a  barn  on 
the  other  side  of  the  street,  which  proposition  was  acceded  to  and  car- 
ried out. 

Q.  Yon  spoke  in  the  barn  ? — A.  I  spoke  in  the  barn. 

Q.  Of  what  class  was  the  audience  mainly  composed  ? — A.  Of  the 
operatives  in  the  mill. 

Q.  Who  was  with  you  on  that  occasion  ? — A.  Mr.  Mellen,  of  Worces- 
ter.    He  accompanied  me  several  times  in  the  campaign. 

Q.  Did  the  same  thing  occur  in  the  campaign  of  1870  f — A.  In  1876 1 
made  no  speeches.    I  was  a  candidate  in  1874, 1  think. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  Boston  Herald  newspaper? — A.  I  see  it  occa- 
sionally. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  were  its  candidates  at  the  governor's  election 
last  year  ? — A.  The  Republican  candidates  were  its  candidates. 

Q.  Did  you  cut  from  that  paper  as  an  editorial  the  article  now  shown 
yon? — A.  (Referring  to  a  newspaper  cutting.)  This  article  I  have  had 
in  my  pocket  ever  since  the  campaign  until  this  morning.  I  either 
cat  it  from  the  Boston  Herald  or  it  was  handed  to  me  by  some  friend 
who  said  he  had  cut  it  from  the  Boston  Herald.  I  believe  it  was  an 
editorial ;  at  least,  I  have  so  regarded  it. 

8  BOS 
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[Note. — The  newspaper  cutting  was  here  offered  in  evidence  by  the 
chairman.    It  is  as  follows  :J 

There  will  probably  be  a  good  deal  of ''  balldozing  *'  done  in  Massachasetts  this  year 
of  a  civilizeil  type.  The  laborers  employed  by  General  Butler  in  bis  various  enter- 
prises— mills,  quanies,  &c. — will  be  expected  to  vote  for  him  or  give  up  their  situations. 
The  same  rule  will  hold  good  on  the  other  side.  There  will  be  no  shot-guns  or  threats. 
Everything  will  be  managed  with  decorum,  adorned  by  noble  sentinientjs.  But  the 
men  who  oppose  Butler  employ  three-fourths,  if  not  seven-eighths,  of  the  labor  of  the 
State.  They  honestly  believe  that  Butler's  election  would  injure  their  property.  They 
know  that  idle  hands  are  waiting  to  do  their  work.  It  is  not  to  be  expected  that  they 
will  look  on  indifferently  and  see  their  employes  vote  for  a  destructive  like  Butler. 
Human  natnre  is  much  the  same  in  Massachusetts  and  Mississippi.  Only  methods  are 
different.  Brains,  capital,  and  enterprise  will  tell  in  any  community.  It  is  very  im- 
proper^  of  course,  to  intimidate  voters,  but  there  is  a  way  of  giving  advice  that  is  quite 
convincing. 

Q.  Are  many  of  the  operatives  in  the  mills  in  Worcester  Democrats  f — 
A.  Very  many ;  I  should  say  a  majority. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  this  corporation  that  owned  the  hall  ? — A. 
The  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Company,  I  think,  is  the  name. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  manager  of  that  company  f — A.  I  am  not  per- 
sonally acquainted  with  him,  but  have  heard  that  his  name  was  either 
Chase  or  McArthur ;  that  is,  one  of  these  was  the  name  of  the  superin- 
tendent and  the  other  that  of  the  manager,  as  I  am  told.  I  was  told  that 
one  or  both  of  them  were  present  at  my  meeting  in  the  barn. 

Q.  Is  the  hall  in  that  village  immediately  connected  with  their  manu- 
facturing  establishment  or  situated  at  some  distance  from  it  f — A.  I  am 
unable  to  say,  for  I  never  saw  the  hall.  This  meeting  was  assembled 
upon  the  outskirts  of  the  village  and  happened  to  be  upon  the  very  road 
by  which  I  approached  the  village,  so  that  I  never  saw  the  hall,  and  I 
doubt  whether  I  saw  the  factory. 

Q.  The  point  of  the  inquiry  was  whether  the  hall  was  a  part  of  their 
manufacturing  establishment  or  was  a  separate  building  which  the}^ 
owned  in  the  village  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that,  but  there  are  gen- 
tlemen present  from  Sutton  who  know  all  about  it. 

Q.  At  what  hour  was  your  meeting  held  ? — A.  Late  in  the  afternoon, 
after  the  ringing  out  from  the  mill,  but  early  enough  to  enable  me  to  fill 
another  appointment  at  Whitinsville,  some  distance  from  this.  I  know 
that  it  was  quite  dark  when  we  got  through  our  meeting  in  the  barn, 
so  dark  that  we  had  lanterns. 

Q.  Was  the  hour  of  the  meeting  selected  with  special  reference  to 
catching  the  operatives  as  they  came  from  their  work  so  that  you  might 
address  them  t — A.  I  suppose  it  was  selected  with  special  reference  to 
enabling  the  operatives  to  attend  and  hear,  otherwise  there  could  have 
been  no  meeting  in  Manchaug,  as  there  are  only  operatives  there. 

Q.  Did  they  work  in  the  evenings! — A.  I  do  not  think  that  they  did. 

Q.  If  the  meeting  had  been  held  in  the  evening,  all  classes  of  citizens 
could  have  attended  it? — A.  Yes;  but  my  other  appointment  interfered 
with  my  being  there  in  the  evening.  I  had  to  speak  two  or  three  times 
a  day  pretty  much  all  the  time. 

Q.  At  what  point,  with  reference  to  its  proximity  to  the  works  of  the 
corporation,  did  you  commence  your  open-air  speech? — A.  I  did  not 
commence  it. 

Q.  You  were  to  speak  in  the  open  air? — A.  It  was  so  arranged,  and 
the  audience  began  to  assemble  in  the  street,  when  I  proposed  that  we 
should  go  across  the  street.  I  did  not  see  the  corporation's  works  that 
day.    Our  approach  to  the  village  was  by  the  very  road  on  which  this 
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meeting  bad  assembled,  and  I  tbink  tbe  boase  was  tbe  very  first  one  on 
the  road  leading  to  tbe  village.  I  did  not  go  furtber  tbau  tbat  on  tbe 
road.  I  coald  not  tell  wbetber  tbe  place  of  tbe  meeting  was  a  quarter 
or  a  balf  a  mile  from  tbe  comi^any's  works,  but  it  was  in  tbe  vicinity  on 
the  outskirts  of  tbe  village,  not  far  from  tbein. 

Q.  Have  you  known  of  tbe  Boston  Herald  for  many  years? — A.  I 
have  known  of  it ;  bave  frequently  read  it;  but  bave  not  been  a  regular 
subscriber  to  it. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  its  politics  to  be? — A.  I  tbink  it  is  very 
diibenit  for  anybody  to  understand  wbat  its  politics  are. 

Q.  Is  it  classed  as  an  independent  paper? — A.  It  was  sometimes 
called  sucb,  but  it  was  tbe  most  partisan  of  all  papers  last  year,  so  far 
as  I  know. 

Q.  Tbat  was  in  tbe  Butler  campaign  ? — A.  Yes ;  it  was  last  year,  so 
far  as  I  bave  knowledge,  the  most  intensely  Republican  of  all  tbe 
papers  in  Massachusetts. 

Q.  On  tbat  particular  issue,  Butlerism,  aside  from  Butler's  running 
for  governor,  has  it  ever  been  classed  as  Republican  ? — A.  On  tbe  main 
issue,  who  shall  issue  tbe  currency  of  tbe  country,  it  has  been  more  in- 
tensely Republican  than  any  other  paper. 

Q.  An  intensely  bard-money  paper  ? — A.  A  "  gold"  paper. 

Q.  You  get  tbe  point  of  my  inquiry? — A.  Yes;  but  it  calls  itself  in- 
deiiendent. 

Q.  And  would  not  claim  to  be  an  organ  of  tbe  Republican  party  ? — 
A.  Except  u|)on  occasion. 

Q.  And  then  it  is  rather  its  own  organ  than  anything  else  ? — A.  It  is 
its  own  organ. 

Q.  Rather  than  a  party  organ  ? — A.  I  tbink  so  as  a  rule. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Which  are  tbe  Republican  papers  of  the  city  of  Boston  ? — A.  Tbe 
Journal  and  tbe  Advertiser  are,  I  think,  prominent  as  such  ;  as  also,  I 
believe,  the  Transcript,  though  I  seldom  ever  see  it. 

Q.  And  tbe  Traveller? — A.  Tbe  Traveller  also;  I  usually  read  tbe 
Xew  York  papers  instead  of  tbe  Boston  papers. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Wbat  took  place  between  tbe  agent  of  tbe  corporation  and  any  other 
person  with  regard  to  tbe  refusal  of  tbe  use  of  tbe  ball,  you  know  of  only 
from  hearsay  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  saw  no  man  with  reference  to  tbe  hall ;  I 
was  not  introduced  to  the  superintendent  or  the  manager,  and  all  that 
I  know  about  the  hall  being  refused  is  merely  from  what  my  friends 
told  me  there  ^  I  know  nothing  of  the  circumstances  onl^'  from  what  I 
heard,  which  was  that  they  would  not  let  the  hall  to  Democrats. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  But  you  know  this,  tbat  you  did  not  get  to  speak  in  tbe  hall,  and 
had  to  speak  at  some  other  place  ? — A.  I  know  that  I  spoke  in  a  barn 
and  did  not  speak  in  tbe  ball,  and  I  suppose  that  it  was  for  the  reason 
that  was  given  me. 

Q.  For  the  same  reason  tbat  Jack  didn't  eat  bis  supper? — A.  Yes ;  I 
feare<l  tbat  our  people  might  feel  humiliated  somewhat,  and  I  expressed 
myself  u|)on  tbat  point ;  however,  this  is  no  place  for  me  to  repeat  any 
part  of  a  stump  8i)eecb. 

Q.  We  bave  bad  several  ? — A.  Yes ;  I  beard  some  this  forenoon ; 
what  I  said  was  that  I  hoped  none  of  my  friends  would  feel  humiliated 
in  being  obliged  to  attend  a  public  meeting  in  a  barn,  for,  above  all 
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cathedrals  and  temples,  I  held  the  barn  in  reverence  as  having  been  the 
birthplace  of  the  Savioar  of  mankind^  and  I  was  glad  to  see  my  andieuce 
lighted  up  by  it. 

Q.  But  you  did  not  go  to  the  barn  that  day  from  any  preference  for 
the  place  ! — A.  No ;  still  I  cared  very  little  where  I  spoke,  so  I  did  not 
have  the  wind  in  my  face. 

Mr.  Platt.    a  great  deal  of  the  early  New  England  preaching  was 
in  barns,  was  it  not  T 
The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 


James  H.  Mellen,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  The  Chairman  : 

Question,  Where  do  you  live? — Answer.  In  Worcester. 

Q.  What  position  do  you  now  hold  in  the  State t — A.  None  whatever. 
1  was  a  member  of  the  legislature  for  thre«  years,  from  the  city  of  Wor- 
cester, and  chairman  of  the  labor  committee  of  the  house  of  rei)resen- 
tatives. 

Q.  Were  you  present  on  the  occasion  of  which  the  preceding  witness 
(Mr.  Thayer)  has  spoken  ? — A.  I  was  at  Manchaug  Village  with  Mr. 
Thayer  during  the  last  campaign. 

Q.  Where  did  you  speak! — A.  We  spoke  in  a  barn. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  owns  the  hall  there? — A.  I  learned  that  it  was 
owned  by  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Company.  Of  that  company  Mr. 
McArthur  is  the  agent  and  superintendent. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  that  hall ;  was  it  a  public  hall? — A. 
The  hall  is  owned  by  the  company,  as  I  learned  that  day.  It  is  over 
and  in  the  same  building  with  the  post-office,  and  was  used  as  a  public 
hall.  I  was  told  that  minstrel  troupes  performed  there,  that  various 
kinds  of  meetings  had  been  held  there,  that  they  had  no  objection  to  the 
operatives  holding  meetings  there  if  for  political  purposes;  or,  for  that 
matter,  if  they  were  for  Republican  political  purposes. 

Q.  Was  any  effort  made  to  get  the  hall  for  you  on  that  occasion  ? — 
A.  We  were  so  informed  ;  for  that  matter  we  tried  to  get  it.  The  day 
was  a  raw,  blnstery  one,  and  we  found  that  the  only  place  where  we  could 
speak  was  out  of  doors  in  the  draught. 

Q.  Did  you  speak  with  Mr.  Thayer  that  day  ? — A.  I. did  ;  I  thi.ik  I 
followed  him. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  the  control  of  employes  by  employers  in 
the  county  of  Worcester? — A.  Personally,  I  have  but  little  knowledge, 
my  information  being  mainly  from  hearsay.  Having  been  connexjted 
with  the  labor  committee  in  the  legislature,!  have  heard  many  com- 
plaints from  workmen  in  different  parts  of  the  county  and  in  different 
parts  of  the  State.  I  know  that  there  are  more  complaints  coming  from 
a  village  like  Manchaug,  where  a  single  individual  is  almost  an  auto- 
crat, than  from  the  city  of  Worcester;  for  instance,  in  a  city  like  Wor- 
cester, manufacturers  are  more  in  dread  of  public  opinion,  although 
there  were  the  last  time  some  complaints  from  the  cities. 

Q.  What  is  the  number  of  Democratic  voters  in  the  city  of  Worces- 
ter?— A.  There  were  last  fall  for  governor  nearly  forty-two  hundred 
votes  cast  for  Butler  and  nearly  forty-seven  hundred  for  Talbot.  I  be- 
lieve that  some  two  hundred  votes  were  cast  for  Judge  Abbott. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  operatives  in  the  mills  are  Democrats? — 
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A.  The  industries  are  varied;  I  do  not  know  that  I  couhl  tell  the  pro- 
l>ortion  of  voters  among  the  operatives,  I  say  this  much,  that  the  great 
luass  of  Democratic  voters  are  operatives. 

Q.  What  is  the  fact  as  to  the  great  mass  of  the  employers  f — A.  They 
are  Repablicans  and  Abbott  men. 

Q.  What  are  the  superintendents  and  agents  of  the  corporations  gen- 
erally t — A.  They  usually  agree  with  their  chiefs,  "  the  captains  of  in- 
dnstry,''  as  they  call  them — their  employers. 

Q.  Were  there  more  complaints  last  fall  on  this  subject  of  the  control 
of  employes  by  employers  than  usual  f — A.  Yes ;  many  more.  The 
campaign  was  more  heated  than  any  other  in  my  time,  at  least;  and, 
as  the  committee  can  judge  from  the  testimony  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Repnblican  State  central  committee,  who  was  here  to  day,  from  the 
harsh  names  he  applied  to  those  who  did  not  agree  with  him  and  the 
suggestions  he  made  to  those  who  were  called  together  by  him,  who 
were  employers,  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  means  were  brought  to  bear 
upon  those  who  were  in  the  mills  more  generally  than  they  had  been  at 
preeding  elections. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  at  the  election,  so  far  as  you  know  f — A.  In 
the  city,  I  do  not  know  that  there  were  so  many  intimidated,  because  I 
think  they  are  less  subject  to  the  control  of  employers.  I  have  heard 
of  some  instances,  but  could  not  particularize.  If  I  had  known  last  win- 
ter that  it  would  have  been  possible  to  get  an  investigating  committee 
to  come  to  Massachusetts  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the  intimidation 
<»f  the  operatives  or  the  men  who  vote  with  the  Democratic  party,  I 
think  I  could  have  submitted  many  facta.  If  I  had  been  notified  of  it 
only  two  weeks  ago,  1  might  have  been  able  to  submit  many  facts;  but 
I  was  too  busy  yesterday  when  subpoenaed  even  to  collect  my  thoughts 
as  to  what  facts  I  did  know.  I  know  of  one  case  in  point  /in  which  I 
was  concerned  which  will  illustrate  the  manner  of  intimidation.  It  oc- 
curred in  a  shop  that  I  worked  in  two  or  three  years  ago. 

Mr.  Piatt  reminded  the  witness  that  the  inquiry  was  confined  to  the 
Presidential  election  of  1876  and  subsequent  State  or  general  eleclious. 

The  Witness.  I  guess  this  was  at  a  municipal  election. 

The  Chairman.  Then  do  not  mention  it. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ! — A.  I  am  working  on  a  newspaper  now. 

Q.  As  compositor  or  publisher? — A.  As  publisher. 

Q.  What  paper  are  you  publishing  ! — A.  The  Worcester  Daily  Even- 
iog  Stiir,  recently  started. 

Q.  In  what  were  you  engaged  last  year  I — A.  I  was  speaking. 

y.  Were  you  engaged  in  any  business  except  that  of  the  canvass? — 
A.  As  a  tounderyman,  employed  in  a  foundery. 

Q.  You  knew  that  Mr.  Thayer,  the  chairman  of  the  State  central  com- 
mictee,  was  the  chairman  of  the  central  committee,  did  you  not  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  knew  him  personally  ? — A.  I  knew  of  him  for  years.  He  is  a 
Worcester  man,  was  born  and  brought  up  in  Worcester. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  meeting  that  was  held  at  the 
office  of  Mr.  Washburne  in  Worcester  at  which  Mr.  Thayer  met  those 
other  gentlemen? — A.  Not  personally,  only  from  hearsay. 

Q.  YoQ  knew  of  it  at  the  time? — A.  I  heard  of  it  shortly  afterwards* 

Q.  The  fact  that  such  a  meeting  as  that  was  held  was  known  in  Wor- 
cester, was  it  ? — A.  It  was. 

Q.  Was  its  character  understood  ? — A.  It  was  understood  that  it  was 
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a  meeting  of  employers  for  the  purpose  of  agreeing  upon  a  plan  of  work- 
ing upon  tlieir  employes. 

Q.  A  meeting  called  there  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  with  the  rep- 
resentatives of  the  Kepublican  organization  of  the  State  upon  that  ques- 
tion ? — A.  Well,  no,  sir.  The  prevalent  opinion  was  that  it  was  a  meet- 
ing of  employers  to  agree  upon  some  plan  of  working  their  help,  of  pre- 
vailing upon  them  to  vote  as  they  voted. 

Q.  Of  agreeing  upon  some  plan  for  help  to  their  ticket  and  to  devise 
the  best  means  in  which  it  could  be  applied  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  believe, 
of  forcing  their  help,  through  dread  of  non-employment,  to  vote  contrary 
to  their  wishes  and  according  to  the  wishes  of  the  employers. 

Q.  That  impression  went  out  in  regard  to  the  character  of  the  meet- 
ing, did  it! — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  prevalent  opinion. 

Q.  To  administer  something  like  convincing  advice  to  their  employes  ? 
— A.  Exactly;  a  sort  of  civilized  bulldozing. 

Q.  How  long  before  the  election  was  it,  do  you  understand,  that  that 
meeting  occurred! — A.  I  presume  a  couple  of  weeks.  I  could  not  say 
definitely. 

Q.  You  were  a  candidate  for  the  legislature  at  that  time  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir;  that  is,  I  could  not  say  that,  as  our  caucuses  when  they  made  the 
nominations  were  later. 

Q.  You  were  a  candidate  for  the  nomination  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  were  made  a  candidate  for  representative  and  were 
elected  at  tbat  election  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  then  actively  concerned  in  the  canvass  from  that  time 
in  October  up  until  the  election  in  November.  Did  you  know  of  any 
sensibly  manifest  effect  growing  out  of  that  meeting  !  Did  you  notice 
any  strong  political  current  setting  in  from  that  time  as  against  the 
current  of  sentiment  which  before  that  had  been  running  in  the  county! 
— A.  I  could  not  tell  what  was  its  effect  in  the  county;  and  in  the  cities, 
as  I  remarked,  I  do  not  think  it  had  any  very  great  effect.  I  think  it 
had  some. 

Q.  It  had  some!— A.  I  think  it  had.  An  employer  calling  his  men 
together  and  telling  them,  "I  would  like  you  to  vote  so  and  so,"  was 
like  a  creditor  who  would  call  his  debtors  together  and  say,  "I  would 
like  you  to  do  so  and  so.*^ 

Q.  They  have  a  very  persuasive  way  of  settling  that  question  ! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  are  your  politics  ! — A.  I  am  somewhat  independent.  I  have 
voted  the  Democratic  ticket.  If  a  Democrat  who  was  not  what  I  thought 
he  ought  to  be  was  up,  I  would  not  support  him ;  if  he  had  done  an  act 
that  I  thought  he  ought  not  to  have  done,  I  would  not  support  him,  as 
I  have  not  in  the  legislature  supported  some  Democrats. 

Q.  You  were  running  on  the  regular  Democratic  ticket  in  1878  ! — A. 
Yes;  in  a  largely  Democratic  ward,  the  largest  of  its  kind  in  the  city. 

Q.  You  had  been  elected  previously  ! — ^A.  I  was  elected  two  years,  iu 
1877  and  1878, 

Q.  In  what  establishment  were  you  employed  in  the  fall  of  1878! — A. 
I  was  not  employed  last  fall  at  any  establishment.  I  am  a  moulder  by 
trade,  but  was  out  of  a  job. 

Q.  Previous  to  that,  how  long  had  you  been  employed  in  a  foundery  ! — 
A.  It  might  have  been  a  couple  of  years.  When  I  got  through  with  the 
legislature,  I  found  it  difficult  to  get  a  job;  my  business  is  poor  also, 

Q.  So  that  you  have  no  knowledge,  in  respect  to  any  establish  men 
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in  wbich  you  were  employed,  as  to  any  inflaence  having  been  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  operatives? — A.  I  was  going  to  narrate  an  instance 
in  which  I  was  concerned,  which  was  at  a  municipal  election. 

Q.  We  cannot  go  into  that.  Take  the  election  of  1878,  which  was  a 
severely  contested  election  in  Massachusetts.  Do  you  yourself  know  of 
any  instance  where  any  man's  vote  was  influenced  by  the  dread  or  fear 
of  loss  of  his  employment! — A.  Not  personally.  I  was  not  present, 
but  I  have  heard  the  accusation  made  and  denied  in  a  way  that  was 
not  satisfactory. 

Q.  Let  us  have  that  instance. — A.  This  morning  Mr.  Thayer  alluded 
to  it,  that  it  had  been  given  common  notoriety.  It  was  in  Mr.  Vaill's 
factory.  Mr.  Yaill  was  accused  of  discharging  a  man  because  the  man 
was  a  positive  Butler  man,  and  had  expressed  himself  so  to  his  fellow- 
workmen.  Vaill  afterwards  said  that  he  had  discharged  him  because  of 
his  stealing  alcohol.  He  said  this  in  a  little  note  that  I  cannot  recollect 
the  language  of  now,  but  I  know  it  was  worded  in  a  very  insulting 
manner  against  everybody  who  believed  in  Butler. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Vaill  a  manufacturer  in  Worcester  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  men- 
tion this  instance  because  I  know  it  was  quite  commonly  known.  There 
are  lots  of  things  I  heard  of  during  the  canvass  which  I  cannot  now 
point  out,  as  tbey  have  escaped  my  memory. 

Q.  The  instance  you  speak  of  was  one  where  the  matter  got  into  the 
newspapers  and  acquired  public  notoriety! — A.  It  was  a  matter  of  pub- 
lic notoriety  in  the  city. 

Q.  We  want  to  get  at  any  cases  that  you  may  know  of,  so  that  we 
may  investigate  and  follow  them  up. — A.  Probably  a  gentleman  will 
follow  me  upon  the  stand  as  to  Manchaug,  who  knows  that  there  was  a 
man  turned  out  of  his  tenement  because  of  his  political  proclivities. 

Q.  What  I  desire  to  get  now  is  your  own  knowledge.  You  were  some- 
what active  in  the  canvass.  Have  you  heard  of  any  other  cases  which 
you  consider  so  well  authenticated  that  you  woi\ld  speak  of  them  here, 
in  wbich  persons  have  been  deterred  from  voting  through  fear  of  loss 
of  employment,  or  have  been  discharged  because  of  having  voted  or 
not  voted  ? — A.  I  have  heard  of  this  species  of  intimidation  in  Whitins- 
ville,  but  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  particularize  the  case.  I  have  heard 
of  the  employers  of  the  county  standing  by  the  ballot-box  watching  the 
employes  as  they  came  to  vote.  I  cannot  now  give  the  names.  As  I 
said  a  while  ago,  if  I  bad  known  that  this  thing  was  to  occur  I  would 
have  been  prepared.  I  can  now  only  tell  you  in  a  general  way  what  I 
have  been  told,  without  giving  the  names  of  the  parties. 

Q.  Then  am  I  to  understand  that,  with  the  single  exception  of  this 
case  of  Mr.  Yaill's,  who  was  charged  with  discharging  a  man,  you  can- 
not give  me  any  names  ? — A.  1  cannot,  with  the  exception  of  that  of 
the  corporation  in  Whitinsville. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  corporation  ! — A.  The  Whitinsville 
corporation. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  names  in  that  case! — A.  I  cannot  give  the 
names,  nor  further  than  that  the  cases  were  those  of  some  of  the  super- 
intendents, and  that  one  of  them  was  called  Whiting. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  there  was  very  little  intimidation  in 
the  city  of  Worcester! — A.  There  was  not  so  much  there  as  there  was 
in  towns.  It  is  impossible  that  there  should  be  so  much.  It  is  easier 
to  bring  to  light  the  wrongdoings  of  an  employer  there;  it  is  harder  to 
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cover  them  ap,  because  of  tbe  pabllc  press  and  because  of  tbe  number 
of  the  people  who  would  become  cognizant  of  them.  In  a  factory  town 
it  is  different.  There  is  no  newspaper  there;  the  operative  lives  in  a 
tenement  belonging  to  the  manufacturer;  his  wages  are  small;  his 
wife  probably  works  in  the  mill ;  his  children  probably  work  in  the  mill ; 
and,  if  ho  is  any  way  fractious,  or  opposed  to  voting  in  the  way  that 
these  people  dictate,  his  wife,  children,  and  himself  are  tamed  out  of 
the  mill,  out  of  the  tenement,  and  out  of  the  means  of  earning  a  liveli- 
hood. 

Q.  But  I  anderstand  you  are  putting  a  hypothetical  case,  which  we 
cannot  inquire  into  or  reply  to  ? — A.  That  may  be. 

Q.  You  had  as  many  votes  for  Butler  as  you  had  for  Gastin,  or  who- 
ever was  the  Democratic  candidate,  in  the  year  before  I — A.  No ;  I  do 
not  think  we  had. 

Q.  Was  not  the  majority  in  1877  for  the  Republican  ticket  at  the 
State  election  about  the  same  as  it  was  in  1878  ! — A.  The  majority  was 
about  as  large  as  was  that  over  the  Abbott  Democratic  ticket,  the  Butler 
Democrats,  and  the  Independents,  but  there  was  a  larger  vote  cast  in 
1878  than  in  1877;  but  mind  you,  as  has  been  remarked  this  morning, 
money  is  a  potent  influence  in  these  canvasses.  There  was  but  little 
money  used  in  Worcester  among  the  men  who  supported  General  Butler. 
The  men  who  usually  contributed  their  money  to  the  campaign  fund 
were  as  hostile  to  Butler  as  any  men  could  be ;  and,  if  they  spent  any- 
thing, would  spend  their  money  for  Talbot. 

Q.  I«m  not  inquiring  about  the  men  who  spent  money  on  either  side. 
You  know  the  workingmen  in  Worcester — that  is  your  home? — A.  Y'es, 
sir.     I  know  them  very  generally  through  the  State. 

Q.  Worcester  is  your  home,  and  your  associations  have  been  with  the 
Eepublican  and  Democratic  workingmen  there! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have 
associated  some  with  both  sides. 

Q.  If  there  had  been  in  Worcester  anything  approaching  to  intimida- 
tion of  workingmen  there,  would  you  not  have  been  likely  to  know  of 
instances  of  it? — A.  Yes;  I  did  at  the  time;  and  if  1  had  known  that 
there  was  to  be  an  investigation,  a  month  ago  or  six  months  or  two 
years  ago,  I  would  have  been  able  to  substantiate  the  fact  that  there  was 
Kuch  intimidation  ;  but,  not  knowing  that,  and  having  paid  attention  to 
it  only  for  the  moment,  I  cannot,  a  year  ^fterwards,  or  nine  months  af- 
terwards, produce  evidence  of  it,  or  give  it,  except  as  hearsay. 

Q.  If  it  had  come  to  your  knowledge  prior  to  the  election  that  any 
manufacturer  had  attempted  to  use  undue  influence  upon  the  working- 
men,  would  you  not  have  used  that  in  your  speeches  and  made  use  of  it 
with  the  people  ? — A.  We  did.  This  case  at  the  municipal  election  and 
the  Vaill  case  were  specified.    I  do  not  remember  other  cases. 

Q.  But  you  do  not  remember  that  you  did  hear  of  any  other  case  ? — A. 
I  could  not  say  now. 

Q.  And  if,  after  the  election,  any  case  had  come  to  your  attention  in 
which  a  man  said  that  he  had  been  discharged  on  account  of  the  elec- 
tion, you  would  have  made  it  public? — A.  No;  I  could  not  say  that  I 
would  after  the  election.  I  know  this,  that  last  year  a  number  of  men 
came  to  the  headquarters  and  told  me  of  a  number  of  instances  of  in- 
timidation, but  I  do  not  now  recollect  the  men's  names. 

Q.  You  mean  before  the  election  ? — A.  I  mean  before  the  election  ;  of 
undue  influences  brought  to  bear  upon  these  men. 

Q.  Were  those  facts  made  public  ? — A.  They  were  spoken  of  at  our 
hall,  among  our  men.    Mind  you,  we  had  not  a  paper  then  published 
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TkB  two  papers  there  in  Worcester  were  daily  denoancing  us  as  com- 

manistSy  as  people  who  had  a  design  upon  the  commonwealth. 

Q.  And  yet  those  cases  made  so  little  impression  upon  your  mind 
th^t  you  eanuot  now  give  us  the  names  in  those  instances? — A.  I^o,  sir; 
I  cannot  now. 

Q.  lias  it  not  been  your  experience  in  politics  that  the  losing  side 
tlwavs  gets  up  a  good  many  stories  of  ''  bulldozing,"  if  we  may  use  the 
vord,  of  intimidation  and  corruption,  which  really  have  not  much  found- 
arioo  in  fact? — A.  I  know  that  sometimes  the  winning  side  have  to  say 
tbn^  things.     Sometimes,  of  course,  they  are  said  by  both  sides. 

Q.  Aside  from  that  of  this  Mr.  Vaill,  have  you  heard  of  a  single  case 
that  yoa  can  give  this  committee  where  a  man  was  discharged,  or 
daimeil  to  be  discharged,  for  having  voted  against  Butler? — A.  I  can- 
Dot  give  the  name  to  the  committee,  but,  as  I  have  told  you  time  and 
tiaie  again,  I  could  have  given  it  if  I  had  known  at  that  time  that  this 
investigation  would  be  made. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  You  have  had  an  opportunity  to  observe  the  operation  of  this  Fed- 
eral law  within  a  few  years  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  snppose  you  are  aware,  then,  that  this  law  is  designed  to  afford 
prutectioQ  in  just  such  cases  as  those  you  are  complaining  of? — A.  Yes, 
m. 

Q.  Why  do  you  not  avail  yourself  of  its  provisions  to  punish  the 
goilty  parties  in  these  cases  of  intimidation  ? — A.  If  the  intimidation 
tabes  place  before  the  election,  it  is  very  difficult  to  avail  yourself  of  it. 
Q.  It  would  be  all  the  same  whether  before  or  after.  If  it  is  intimi- 
dation by  threat  or  inducement,  or  effort  at  corruption,  it  would  be  alike 
punishable. — A.  Intimidation  can  be  conducted  so  skillfully  that  it  may 
be  next  to  impossible  to  prove  it. 

Q.  But  you  are  hardly  justified  in  saying  that  intimidation  exists 
unless  you  know  of  it  and  can  prove  it,  or  unless  you  have  facts  to  go 
Q|»on.  Your  suspicion  that  these  things  do  exist  (which  you  may  make 
use  of  for  political  effect)  should  never  be  the  basis  for  a  charge  of 
crime,  should  it  ? — A.  That  is  true,  but  we  have  more  than  suspicion. 

Q.  Then,  if  you  have  more  than  suspicion,  why  have  you  not  made 
jour  knowledge  the  basis  of  a  charge  under  the  law? — A.  As  I  told 
voQ,  we  labor  under  the  difficulty  of  having  to  testify  some  time  after 
tbe  occurrence. 

Q.  But  these  events  were  fresh  at  the  time  of  the  election,  but,  so  far 
from  gathering  up  the  facts  and  making  use  of  them,  you  have  allowed 
tbem  to  lie  dormant,  and  are  not  able  now  to  recollect  them  yourself. — 
A.  I  cannot  now. 

Q.  Then  it  would  be  useless  to  bring  them  forward  as  a  reason  for  a 
change  of  this  law,  which  is  for  your  protection. — A.  I  am  not  finding 
fault  with  that  law. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  it  is  necessary  in  many  places? — A.  In 
many  places,  no  doubt. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  it  is  necessary  here  in  Massachusetts,  to 
reach  just  such  places  as  you  are  speaking  of? — A.  Yes  j  if  it  will  reach 
tbem. 

Q.  Do  you  not  understand  that  General  Butler  himself  is  the  author 
of  this  law  ? — A.  That  does  not  matter.  I  do  not  agree  with  General 
lintler  in  all  his  doings. 

Q.  But  you  do  not  find  fault  with  the  law  itself,  do  you  ? — A.  I  am 
m  here  to  find  fault  with  that  law. 
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Q.  Then  that  is  all  right ;  I  have  foand  one  citizen  of  Massachasetts 
Ti'ho  is  in  favor  of  the  law. — A.  I  have  not  said  that  I  was  in  favor  of 
the  law.  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  it.  I  am  not  here  to  find  faalt 
with  it. 

Q.  Yon  have  stated  that  yoa  know  of  no  instance  of  actnal  intimida< 
tion  in  the  State. — A.  I  have  tohl  yoa  of  the  difliculty  of  even  getting 
evidence  if  I  shonld  know  of  it,  as  I  know  it  is  difficult  even  to  get  men 
to  go  before  the  labor  committee  (as  has  been  demonstrated  time  and 
again  in  my  experience),  from  the  terror  that  hangs  over  them. 

Q.  Have  you  known  of  any  intimidation  on  the  part  of  the  Democrats 
or  of  men  in  favor  of  the  election  of  General  Butler  at  and  before  tbe 
governor's  election  in  1878  ? — A.  The  Democrats  who  had  the  [lower 
to  intimidate  were  last  year  on  the  side  of  the  liepublicans;  they  were 
the  Democratic  tail  to  the  Kepublican  kite. 

Q.  You  speak  of  the  Abbott  Democrats  ? — A.  I  speak  of  the  Abbott 
Democrats. 

Q.  Who  were  they  who  were  engaged  in  this  process  of  intimidation 
in  coalition  with  the  Republicans? — ^A.  I  do  not  exactly  say  that.  Their 
sympathies  were  with  the  other  side. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  any  instance  where  the  Butler  Democrats  act- 
ually intimidated  anybody  ? — A,  I  know  that  the  worst  species  of  intim- 
idation during  the  year  was  at  the  last  convention  by  the  Abbott  crowd. 
The  great  trouble  last  year  was,  that  the  people  who  claimed  to  havt^  all 
the  virtue  and  intelligence  of  the  commonwealth  were  on  the  Abbott 
side;  and  for  that  reason  they  accused  the  poor  Butler  side  of  being  the 
bulldozers. 

Mr.  Blair  (after  an  informal  conversation  in  the  committee  upon  the 
inexpediency  of  inquiring  into  the  witness's  reference  to  the  State  con- 
vention). I  do  not  know  of  any  reason  why,  if  this  gentleman  knows  of 
intimidation  on  the  part  of  the  Democratic  State  committee,  he  should 
not  tell  it. 

The  Witness  (continuing  his  statement).  It  would  not  perhaps  be 
criminal  nor  actual  intimidation  for  an  employer  to  call  together  his  em- 
ployes and  lecture  them  upon  their  duties  politically ;  yet  I  say  it  is  cow- 
ardly, it  is  bulldozing;  because  the  man  who  is  thus  talked  to  knows, 
particularly  if  the  winter  is  a  bad  one  and  times  are  somewhat  hard,  that 
while  he  is  merely  talked  to  to  vote  in  a  certain  way,  at  the  same  time 
his  employer  wants  to  force  him  to  vote  that  way. 

Q.  Suppose  that  the  employer  says  to  the  men,  at  the  same  time,  that 
he  has  no  objection  to  their  voting  with  the  utmost  freedom  and  just  as 
they  choose,  but  undertakes  to  explain  to  them  the  political  issues,  so 
that  their  judgment  may  be  convinced — is  that  wrong  ? — A.  That  is 
right. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  which  the  employers  did  call  their 
employes  together,  and,  with  a  menacing  shake  of  the  head  such  as  yoa 
have  just  given  us,  explain  to  the  men  that  it  would  be  to  their  interest 
to  vote  as  they  (their  employers)  voted  ? — A.  It  seems  to  me  that  an  in- 
telligent man,  such  as  you  are,  Mr.  Senator,  could  infer  from  the  remarks 
or  the  equivocal  testimony  of  the  two  gentlemen  who  were  on  the  stiiml 
to-day  what  the  purpose  was. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  as  to  what  other  gentlemen  testified  to,  but  am 
asking  for  your  knowledge.  Their  testimony  is  already  a  matter  of  record. 
Do  you  know  of  any  instance  where  an  employer  did  call  his  own  em- 
ployes together  and  did  address  them  on  the  subject-matter  of  their 
voting  at  all  f — A.  Not  personally. 

Q.  Then  you  need  not  make  the  statement  as  to  what  you  have  heard. 
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—A  There  is  the  difficulty.    I  am  hedged  in,  yoa  see,  somevrhat,  since 
¥lut  1  know  and  feel  to  be  true  I  cannot  tell. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  In  yonr  public  speeches,  did  you  not  make  it  a  point  to  address 
joor  remarks  to  operatives  and  workingmen  ? — A.  I  addressed  them  as 
citizens. 

Q.  When  yon  speak  to  them  as  a  class  you  address  them  as  working- 
men? — A.  No,  sir;  unless  a  meeting  is  called  together — Oh,  no;  not  at 
all.  I  see  what  you  are  driving  at.  If  it  is  in  a  political  canvass,  I  con- 
sider the  operative  the  peer  of  the  best  Republican  in  the  laud. 

Q.  So  do  I. — A.  If  it  is  a  workingraan's  meeting  for  the  purpose  of 
talking  of  grievances  that  the  workingman  may  have  against  an  em- 
ployer, then  1  may  address  them  as  workingmen. 
Q.  Did  yoa  not,  in  your  political  speeches  in  1878,  address  your  remarks 
,  to  operatives  particularly? — A.  1  called  them  my  "fellow-citizens,''  I 
F  did  not  call  them  ''operatives.'' 

f  Q.  The  point  is,  did  you  not  speak  to  them  with  reference  to  their  rela- 
fioQ  to  their  employers  T — A.  I  quoted  in  my  speeches  to  them  from  ar- 
'  ric!e8  that  I  found  in  the  New  York  Times  and,  for  that  matter,  in  the 
Xew  York  World,  the  conclusions  of  which,  it  seemed  to  me,  pointed  to- 
ward a  monarchy ;  referred  to  some  of  the  things  that  had  been  done  in 
the  interest  of  the  moneyed  class  and  of  corporations,  and  commented 
U|>on  the  fact  that  the  legislation  in  Massachusetts  was  controlled  by  the 
representatives  of  corporations. 

Q.  Did  >oa  not  appeal  to  them  especially  to  stand  up  for  their  rights 
as  against  their  employers  f — A.  That  is,  if  the  employers  were  wrong 
and  they  right,  certainly  I  did ;  but  not  to  stand  up  as  operatives 
becaase  they  were  operatives,  against  employers  because  they  were  em- 
ployers.    That  would  be  demagogism,  wholly. 

Q.  Then  you  were  during  the  campaign,  as  I  supposed,  addressing 
arguments  especially  to  the  workingmen! — A.  No,  sir;  my  audiences 
were  not  select^  because  they  were  operatives. 

Q.  Not  at  all,  but  you  addressed  to  them  arguments  which  were  es- 
pecially applicable  to  workingmen  f — A.  I  presume  that  in  my  speeches 
lilid,  as  VV.  W.  Rice  did,  make  points  that  concerned  and  interested 
tie  workingmen. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  this,  whether  you  hold  that  the  man  who 
employs  workingmen  must  not  address  them  upon  such  subjects  as  he 
may  think  are  of  interest  to  them? — A.  An  employer  has  a  right  to 
address  his  fellow-citizens  as  I  have,  but  when  he  gets  up  a  meeting  in 
the  corner  to  lecture  them,  as  I  have  known  them  to  do,  I  do  not  think 
be  is  doing  exactly  that  which  is  right. 

Q.  That  was  not  the  question.    The  question  was  whether  you  held 
it  to  be  wrong  for  employers,  either  singly  or  in  numbers,  to  endeavor 
to  convince  them  by  arguments  simply  as  te  their  political  duty,  going 
BO  further  than  that. — A.  Now  permit  me  to  answer  you.    If  the  em- 
ployer knows  that  those  men  are  conscientious  in  the  sentiments  that 
tbey  hold  and  knows  that  they  conscientiously  differ  with  him,  and  if 
then  be  calls  them  together  and  talks  to  them  in  this  way  merely  be- 
cause he  is  determined  to  carry  through  his  candidate,  I  say  I  do  not 
think  it  is  fair.    He  does  not  talk  to  them  because  he  thinks  he  can 
persoade  or  alter  them  in  their  convictions,  because,  if  that  was  his 
HJotive,  why  would  he  not  have  talked  with  them  on  the  subject  at  some 
other  time  in  the  previous  two  or  three  years!    No,  he  talks  to  them 
l)ecaQse  an  exigency  has  arisen  with  the  coming  of  the  election  day,  and 


124  INTIMIDATION   AND   FRAUD   IN   MASSACHUSETTS. 

lie  talks  to  tbem  then  because  he  must  do  it.  I  have  conversed  with  news- 
])aper  men  and  manufacturers  who  have  defended  the  right  of  the  em- 
ployers to  compel  their  men  to  vote  as  they  wanted  them  to. 

Q.  If  you  will  answer  my  questions  and  not  give  us  a  stump-speech, 
I  will  be  obliged  to  you.  You  talk  to  people  in  your  audiences  who  do 
not  believe  as  you  do,  who  are  of  opposite  beliefs  politically,  and  try  to 
convince  them,  do  you  not? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  hold  that  a  man,  simply  because  he  employs  another,  is 
deprived  of  the  privilege  which  jou  have  and  which  is  conceded  to  you, 
of  trying  to  convince  men  by  proper  argument? — A.  I  do  not  wish  to 
deprive  any  man  of  his  rights;  but.  Senator,  you  know  as  well  as  I  do, 
only  you  are  a  Republican  and  I  am  a  Democrat. 

Q.  Excuse  me.  I  am  not  talking  of  whether  the  employer  abuses  his 
right  or  not.  But  assuming  that  he  does  not  abuse  his  position,  do  yoa 
hold  that  the  employer  has  not  the  right  to  talk  to  men  who  are  his 
employes  and  try  to  convince  them  ? — A.  I  do  not  hold  anything  of 
the  kind. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blair.)  Do  you  know  of  any  intimidation  of  employers 
by  workingmen  ? — A.  I  have  heard  of  cases  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  it  has  been  done? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
has  been  done. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  speak  of  it  as  to  voting  ? — A.  No;  the 
gentleman  asked  the  question  in  a  general  way,  and  I  did  not  suppose 
the  gentleman  would  put  so  absurd  a  question  as  to  voting. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Whati  then,  did  you  refer  to  ? — A.  To  business.  I  never  knew  an 
employ^  to  bulldoze  an  employer  in  that  sort  of  way  as  to  voting. 

Q.  I  asked  that  question  with  a  view  to  predicating  upon  it  another. 
In  reading  the  addresses  of  Mr.  Kearney  and  the  others  who  were 
pretty  friendly  to  General  Butler  in  the  last  campaign,  have  you  not 
observed  that  they  abound  with  denunciations  of  and  threats  against 
the  capitalists,  and  have  you  not  found  in  them  many  expressions  from 
which  the  capitalist  could  reasonably  inter  that  unless  he  changed  his 
political  course  his  property  would  be  destroyed  and  his  capital  ruined? 
— A.  I  do  not  think 

Q.  Can  you  not  answer  the  question  by  yes  or  no  ? — A.  Not  if  you  put 
the  question  in  a  way  that  is  unfair  and  untrue. 

Q.  I  do  not.  I  ask  you  if  the  speeches  of  Dennis  Kearney — perhaps 
your  own  speeches  and  those  of  many  who  advocate  the  greenback 
theory — did  not,  last  year,  and  do  not  customarily  abound  with  denun- 
ciations and  threats  against  the  capitalist?  Is  not  that  so? — A.  Will 
you  permit  me  to  answer  in  my  own  way  ?  You  ask  what  I  think  is  au 
unfair  question. 

The  Chairman.  Answer,  if  yoa  can,  yes  or  no,  and  then  explain  what 
you  mean  by  your  answer.  • 

The  Witness.  Then  I  certainly  answer,  no,  sir.  I  say  that  the  gen- 
eral speaker,  that  is,  the  greater  number  of  the  speakers  in  favor  of 
General  Butler  should  not  be  classed,  as  the  honorable  Senator  and 
many  others  of  his  party  class  them,  with  Dennis  Kearney,  and  that 
their  speeches  are  not  full  of  vituperative  terms. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  You  must  understand  that  I  have  not  classed  them,  but  have  re- 
ferred to  the  speeches  of  Dennis  Kearney,  and  of  many  who  advocate 
the  greenback  theory,  to  have  you  state  whether  they  do  or  not  abound 
Teith  denunciations  of  the  capitalists  as  a  class. — A.  I  acknowledge  that 
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Dennis  Kearne^v's  do.  I  acknowledge  that  there  are  some  who,  like 
Dennis  Keiirney,  use  language  that  they  should  not.  But  it  is  equally 
true  that  many  of  those  who  talked  for  and  supported  General  Butler 
last  year  used  language  less  censurable  than  that  which  was  made  use 
of  this  morning,  in  this  chair,  by  the  gentleman  who  had  the  honor  of 
being  the  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  committee  last  year. 

Q.  On  the  other  hand,  the  speeches  of  those  who  advocated  the  elec- 
tion of  Governor  Talbot  were,  as  a  rule,  in  their  language,  moderate  and 
temperate  in  their  treatment  of  the  class  to  which  you  belong. — A.  That 
is  not  true  of  last  year,  because  their  papers  as  well  as  their  speeches 
abounded  in  extreme  language,  the  tendency  of  which  was  to  excite  ill- 
will  and  bad  feeling  to  a  greater  extent  than  was  the  talk  of  Dennis 
Kearney,  because  Kearney  was  assumed  to  be  uncultivated,  ^^  a  sandlot 
orator,^'  as  he  was  called. 

Q.  Is  not  this  the  fact,  that  while  the  politicians  were  more  or  less 
heated,  on  the  one  side,  the  moderate  and  sensible  men  on  the  other 
side  advocated  their  views  in  a  sensible  and  moderate  way;  and  did 
you  not  hear,  in  the  last  campaign,  as  much  talk  against  the  capitalists 
as  you  heard  against  the  employers? — A.  Well,  that  is  about  balancing 
the  thing. 

Q.  Is  it  not  true  that  it  was  so  ? — A,  Probably  it  was. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  were  asked,  in  regard  to  their  operation  in  this  State,  whether 
the  Federal  election  laws  were  not  intended  to  protect  men  from  being 
influenced  imi)roperly,  or  improperly  controlled.  You  do  not  know  of 
anything  in  the  election  laws  that  would  make  it  an  offense  for  the 
chairman  of  the  Eepublican  State  central  committee  to  call  together 
such  gentlemen  as  Joseph  H.  Walker,  George  Crompton,  George  S. 
Barton,  John  J.  Inman,  B.  W^,  Vaill,  Philip  L.  Moen,  and  others  of  their 
character,  and  make  to  them  a  speech  such  as  the  one  that  he  reported 
here  today  as  the  one  that  he  did  make  to  them  at  that  meeting  in 
W^orcesterl — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  you  could  prevent  it. 

Q.  The  election  laws  furnish  no  safeguard  against  the  consequences 
of  an  incendiary  speech  of  that  kind  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  better  to  let  such  talk  go  unnoticed  than  to  prohibit  it? — A. 
It  would  be  difficult  to  draw  the  dividing  line. 

Q.  Sujtpose  that  the  manufacturers  among  these  gentlemen,  alarmed 
and  impressed  with  what  had  been  told  them  with  so  much  apparent  sin- 
cerity and  earnestness  by  the  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  com- 
mittee, had  called  the  voters  among  their  operatives  together  and  given 
them  what  has  been  called  "convincing  advice"  in  regard  to  their  duty  ; 
is  there  anything  in  the  law  that  prohibits  that? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  this  law  does  not  reach  the  particular  evil  that  manifested 
itself  out  there  in  Worcester  last  year? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Further  legislation  would  be  required  before  these  laws  could  reach 
an  offense  such  as  that? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  benefit,  in  this  State,  that  these  Federal  elec- 
tion laws  are  ? — A.  I  do  not.    When  was  that  law  enacted  ? 

Q.  In  1871. — A.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  got  along  the  same  when  this 
law  was  not  in  operation. 

Q.  It  seems  to  have  been  in  operation  only  in  1876. — A.  T  was  think- 
ing that  it  was  not  in  operation  in  1872. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  it  pays  to  keep  up,  in  this  State,  the  expensive 
machinery  which  it  has  created? — A.  No,  sir.  I  believe,  though,  there 
have  been  cases  and  places  where  it  has  been  efficacious. 
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Q.  You  were  avsked  if  General  Batler  was  not  the  author  of  this  law. 
Do  you  not  know  that  a  little  gentleman  down  here  in  New  York  City 
is  said  to  have  framed  this  law  t — A.  I  heard  something  on  that  subject, 

Mr.  McDonald.  I  believe  he  has  filed  a  caveat  on  that  subject  iu 
order  to  secure  his  invention. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  the  operatives  in  the  mills  express  themselves  freely  during 
the  heated  canvass  previous  to  the  last  governor's  election  in  ihia 
State  f — A,  They  say  not. 

Q.  Why  ? — A.  Because  the  men  who  were  over  them  and  the  super- 
intendents were  adverse  to  them  ;  did  not  agree  with  them  in  their  poli- 
tics and  there  was  a  danger  of  their  losing  their  situations  or  being  amon^ 
the  first  that  would  be  let  go.  Now,  sir,  that  night  we  were  in  Maa- 
chaug  the  operatives  there  told  about  the  operations  in  that  village 
for  years.  They  said  that  one  man,  the  superintendent,  controlled  the 
elections  there ;  that  he  obliged  men  to  vote  as  he  would. 

Q.  After  this  meeting  of  manufacturers  at  Worcester  what,  if  any, 
expression  was  there  that  you  know  of  as  to  whether  it  was  perfectly 
sate  for  the  operatives  to  vote  as  they  saw  fit? — A.  There  was  no  meet- 
ing for  the  expression  of  any  sentiment. 

Q.  Was  there  a  sentiment,  as  to  that,  among  the  workmen  through- 
out the  county! — A.  There  was  faultfinding  in  the  city  before  it  was 
held. 

Q.  When  a  man  is  discharged  from  one  of  the  places  at  which  be 
has  been  employed  in  a  mill,  is  it  usual  for  him  to  get  employment 
easily  at  another? — A.  There  is  such  a  thing  as  black-listing.  I  have 
heard  a  good  deal  of  it  in  my  experience  in  the  legislature.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  committee  have. 

Q.  What  is  a  black-list? — A.  If  a  man  is  pretty  independent  and  as- 
serts his  opinion lind  is  discharged,  word  is  sent  around  to  the  manu- 
facturers of  that  section,  giving  his  name,  that  he  is  a  man  they  shoald 
not  employ  ;  that  he  is  apt  to  stir  up  strife  and  dissension. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  the  figures,  for  1877,  of  the  total  vote  polled  in 
the  city  of  Worcester? — A.  I  think  the  total  was  about  8,000. 

Dy  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  as  a  fact  that  any  manufacturers  have  sent  word  to 
other  manufacturers  about  men  who  they  thought  ought  not  to  be  taken 
to  work? — A.  That  is  another  thing  it  is  difiicult  to  answer.  I  have 
heard  the  testimony  of  men  who  have  experienced  the  bitterness  of  this 
way  of  pursuing  them. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  say  that  such  was  the  fact,  or  was  it  mere  suspicion 
on  their  part  ?  That  is  what  we  want  to  get  at  facts  ;  not  at  mere  stories 
that  cannot  be  substantiated.  You  do  not  know  of  any  manufacturer 
who  does  it? — A.  No;  it  never  has  been  done  to  me.  As  soon  as  work 
was  a  little  slack,  I  was  let  go  off  by  a  manufacturer  who  acknowledged  I 
was  a  good  workman,  and  the  only  thing  I  could  attribute  it  to  was  that 
I  had  been  a  little  too  independent.  I  had  refused  to  sign  a  petition  in 
favor  of  a  gentleman  who  wanted  to  run,  in  the  city,  for  mayor. 

Q.  That  was  a  surmise.  Then,  too,  as  to  this  story  of  blacklistin^Tt 
does  that  amount  to  anything  more  than  a  mere  surmise  by  people  wbo 
are  unable  to  get  employment? — A.  When  you  find  a  skillful  work- 
man  

Q.  1  am  not  asking  you  for  an  argument  ? — A.  That  is  all  that  I  can 
tell  you. 
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Q.  Ton  have  no  knowled^re  on  the  subject,  but  you  argue  that  it  must 
be^f— A.  No;  the  knowledge  that  I  can  now  adduce  is  not  of  the  kind 
ttit  ironid  convince  you,  but  it  is  sufficient  to  convince  me. 

Q.  Do  yon  claim  that  there  is  a  general  system  of  that  character 
looDg  the  mannfacturers  of  Massachusetts  t — A.  I  do  not  say  that,  by 
Uij  means.  I  do  not  say  that  there  is  a  general  system  of  bulldozing  by 
ill  the  mannfacturers. 

Q.  Hare  you  ever  known  an  instance  where  it  was  proved,  or  of  any 
indeoee  that  proved,  that  one  manufacturer  had  informed  other  mauu- 
ictorers  about  men  f — A.  It  is  hard  for  me  to  tell  you  now.  I  believe 
ttmld  refer  to  State  documents  in  which  the  fact  is  pretty  well  sub- 
intiated.  I  conld,  I  think,  if  I  had  time,  get  men  who  would  give 
idence  that  would  convince  you  that  there  are  such  manufacturers. 
\i^  Can  you  give  the  names  of  any  manufacturers  who,  you  think, 
ve  black-list^  men  f — A.  That  is  putting  a  man  iu  a  box  when  you 
k  me  to  give  the  name  of  a  man,  and  say  that  he  did  that,  without 
r  having  my  proof  right  here. 

Q.  Ou  the  other  hand,  you  ought  not  to  accuse  mannfacturers  with- 
t  pretty  substantial  grounds.  —A.  Those  I  have.  But  it  is  hardly 
r  to  ask  me  to  say  that  a  man  did  it  without  my  being  prepared  with 
oof. 

Q.  To  what  reports  have  you  referred  as  containing  information  on 
is  subject! — A.  The  labor  bureau's  reports.  I  think  you  will  find 
me  evidence  in  that  work. 

Q.  In  what  year! — A.  I  cannot  pick  out  the  year.    Of  late  years. 
DO  will  there  find  testimony  given   by  some  of  the  operatives  in  that 
rection  ;  that  they  have  been  blacklisted. 
Q.  Is  not  this  necessarily  true,  that  an  operative  who,  for  one  reason 

another,  has  not  been  able  to  get  employment  during  these  hard  times, 
iturally  feels  that  there  is  some  unusual  reason  existing  why  he  can- 
st get  employment? — A.  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  some  men  who 
ave  been  industrious,  try  to  be  thrifty,  and  are  out  of  employment,  who 
0  feel  that  there  is  some  unnatural  reason  for  their  position  and  are  a 
Ule  discontented. 

Q,  Is  it  not  perfectly  natural  that  there  should  be  such  a  feeling! — 
i.  I  acknowledge  that. 


Jason  Waters  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live! — Answer.  In  Sutton,  Massachusets. 

Q.  Have  you  been  a  member  of  the  legislature  ! — A..  I  was,  some  two 
w  three  years  ago. 

Q.  Were  you  at  Manchaug  Village  at  the  time  of  the  meeting  last 
tall,  when  Mr.  Eli  Thayer  was  there! — A.  I  was.  I  introduced  Mr. 
Thayer. 

Q.  Who  is  the  superintendent  of  the  Manchaug  corporation  ! — A. 
Robert  McArthur  is  the  superintendent  or  agent.  I  do  not  know  which 
title  he  assumes. 

Who  is  John  McArthur  !— A.  He  is  a  brother  of  Robert  McArthur's, 
&o<l  an  employ^  about  the  establishment. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  is  John  McArthur  there! — A.  I  think  he  has 
8ome  outdoor  work,  and  is  clerk  in  some  of  the  departments. 
Q<  Who  has  charge  of  the  hall  iu  Manchaug  ! — A.  I  do  not  know 
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whether  tbere  is  a  janitor  in  charge  of  it,  or  whether  Mr.  Robert  Mcs- 
Arthur  has  charge  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  not  make  application  to  Mr.  Hobert  McArthnr  for  the  ase 
of  the  hall  ? — A.  I  made  application  to  him  for  the  use  of  the  hall,  i>er- 
son  ally. 

Q.  For  whom  ? — A.  For  Mr.  Thayer  and  others  to  speak  in  it. 

Q.  Did  you  get  it? — A.  I  met  with  a  refusal  of  it. 

Q.  State  what  the  conversation  was. — A.  Shall  I  state  the  reasons 
why  I  came  to  apply  for  it  f 

Q.  Yes. — A.  Up  to  1876 1  had  always  been  a  Republican  ;  but  in  that 
year  I  went  with  the  Democrats,  for  Tilden,  because  of  my  preference  on 
the  financial  issues.  At  that  time  I  was  informed  by  the  Democratio 
town  committee  that  the  hall  had  been  refused  to  tbem,  an<i  also  tbac 
the  streets  and  lands  throughout  the  village  of  the  Manchaug  cor- 
poration had  been  refused  to  them  to  allow  them  to  raise  a  flag. 
At  that  time  (October,  1876)  I  was  requested  to  meet  some  speakers 
from  Worcester  to  come  and  attend  this  flag-raising.  I  afterwards 
spoke  there  myself,  in  the  same  barn  to  which  Mr.  Thayer  referred  this 
morning.  The  gentlemen  having  the  matter  of  the  flag-raising  in  charge 
having  been  refused  permission  to  raise  it  in  the  village,  went  outside 
of  the  property  of  the  corporation,  to  the  land  of  Mr.  Coggsball,  where 
they  stretched  a  flag  across  the  road,  and  there  had  the  speaking  from 
the  veranda  of  Mr.  CoggshalPs  house.  That  was  in  1876.  It  wa.s 
alleged  at  that  time,  as  an  excuse  for  the  refusal  to  allow  the  use  of  the 
public  hall,  as  they  seemed  to  feel  ashamed  on  that  account,  (the  opera- 
tives and  workmen,  as  1  have  been  told,  having  contributed  liberally 
for  the  furniture  of  the  hall),  that  had  responsible  parties  asked  lor  the 
hall  they  probably  would  have  got  it.  Therefore,  in  the  Butler  cara- 
paign  of  1878,  I  suggested  to  the  chairman  of  the  Democratic  commi^ 
tee,  who  was  the  same  gentleman  who  had  been  chairman  in  1876,  to  go 
an<l  apply  for  the  hall ;  but  as  he  was  very  busy  in  his  store,  he  requested 
that  1  sliould  make  the  application.  I  then  went  to  Mr.  McArthurand 
applied  for  the  hall,  and  told  Mr.  McArthnr  that  as  Mr.  Rice,  the  lie- 
))ublican  candidate,  had  complimented  our  town  by  miiking  his  opening 
speech  of  the  canvass  there,  I  thought  it  would  be  a  very  good  send-off 
and  a  compliment  to  the  place  if  Mr.  Thayer  would  make  the  secoud 
speech  of  his  canvass  in  our  town,  and  that  all  parties  would  then  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  hear  their  candidates  in  the  opening  of  the  canvass. 
Mr.  McArthnr  replied  that  he  could  not  let  the  hall,  and  remarked  to 
me,  *' You  know  how  our  people  are.''  I  supposed  that  b^'  "our  people" 
he  meant  the  owners.  He  went  on  to  say,  "You  know  how  our  people 
are,  and  they  are  not  of  that  way  of  political  thought,  and  do  not  be- 
long to  that  political  party  ;  if  you  owned  a  hall  you  would  not  let  in 
the  oi)po8ition  to  speak,  either."  I  replied,  "Mr.  McArthnr,  on  the  con- 
trary, I  should  certainly  do  that  very  thing;  and  if  you  people  are  in- 
tending to  suppress  freedom  of  discussion  of  political  questions  our 
community  want  to  know  it."  He  said,  "  Well,  I  think  I  cannot  let  you 
have  the  hall."  I  then  proceeded  to  the  house  of  Mrs.  Coggshall  (her 
husband,  of  whom  I  spoke  before  as  the  owner,  having  since  died)  and 
asked  for  the  use  of  a  portiim  of  her  grounds  and  the  veranda  for  tbe 
purpose  of  holding  the  meeting.  This  she  very  cordially  granted.  1 
then  sent  to  Mr.  Terrence  Kennedy  instructions  to  distribute  documents, 
he  being  the  only  man  for  that  purpose  on  whose  courage  I  could  con- 
fide in  the  distribution  of  the  documents;  and  as  the  occasion  was  tbe 
only  one  during  the  campaign  upon  which  Mr.  Thayer  would  be  likely 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  speak  in  the  town,  it  was  imi>ortant  that 
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notice  of  the  meeting  shoald  be  given.  The  notices  were  accord- 
istiibated  by  Mr.  Kennedy,  and  we  had  our  meeting.  Upon  as- 
\g  at  the  point  selected,  in  front  of  the  house,  it  was  found  that 
itber  was  so  inclement,  being  very  chilly  and  cold,  that,  without 
:  the  meeting,  we  went  from  that  place  to  the  barn  and  held 
(ting  there. 

3  yon  know  that  this  hall  was  used  for  public  purposes  ? — A. 

.    I  have  seen  advertisements  of  dances  and  theatricals,  and  all 

negro  minstrel  performances,  but  I  have  never  attended  any  of 

>  yen  vote  at  the  poll  at  which  the  people  of  the  Manchaug  cor- 

I  votef — A.  Sutton  is  a  town,  and  Manchaug  is  a  village  within 

rn. 

bout  how  many  voters  are  in  the  employ  of  the  Manchaug  cor- 

1 1 — A.  They  claim,  I  cannot  say  whether  truly  or  not,  that  thejr 

e  hundred. 

ow  many  persons  do  you  know  are  employed  there  f — A.  I  couki 

y  you  know  who  was  the  selectman  who  had  charge  of  the  bal- 

at  the  election  of  1878  ?— A.  Tes,  sir. 

ho  was  itf — A.  John  MoArthur  was  chairman  of  the  selectmen 

.     Robert  McArthur  was  his  predecessor  as  chairman  of  the 

f  selectmen  for,  I  think,  many  years. 

i>bert  McArthur  was  the  superintendent  of  the  Manchaug  cor- 

1,  the  same  who  denied  you  the  use  of  the  hall,  and  John  McAr- 

\»  his  brother  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

'hat  is  the  office  of  the  chairman  of  the  selectmen  ?    Has  he 

>f  the  ballot-box  so  that  be  can  see  every  voter  as  he'deposits  his 

•A.  Yes,  sir. 

'ere  the  Republican  ballots  that  were  deposited  on  that  occasion 

)  size  ! — A.  Yes,  I  think  they  were. 

ley  were  easily  distinguishable  from  the  Democratic  ballots? — A. 

t  say  as  to  that ;  I  should  say  that  they  were. 

Kplain  how  the  voting  was  done  on  the  day  of  the  State  election 

. — A.  It  has  been  usual  at  all  national,  State  and  local  elections 

;ional  election  occurring  on  the  same  day  as  the  State  election) 

uverseers  of  the  Manchaug  establishment  and  the  head  men  of 

iloy^s  and  others  to  stand  on  either  side  of  the  poll  and  have* 

I  to  come  up  in  single  file,  so  that  as  the  men  carried  ballots  in 

inds  they  could  readily  be  observed  and  the  fact  ascertained  as 

*  ballots  they  were  that  the  men  voted.    As  we  have  a  law  in 

busetts  that  enables  voters  to  vote  with  sealed  envelopes,  we 

ied  to  have  the  men  vote  as  they  saw  tit  by  means  of  the  use  of 

.led  envelopes.    The  corporation  also  saw  fit,  last  year,  as  they 

he  campaign  of  1876,  to  prepare  envelopes  already  sealed  to  give 

operatives,  and  the  men  have  deposited  those  sealed. 

'as  there  in  the  election  of  1878,  at  this  poll,  a  narrow  passage 

1  which  the  voters  passed  in  single  file,  and  were  persons  con- 

with  the  corporation  present  at  the  poll  in  such  positions  that 

Qld  see  the  ballots  as  deposited  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Tho  were  those  persons  ? — A.  Charles  Chase  was  one,  and  Mr. 

be  other. 

\  Charles  Chase  connected  with  the  corporation ! — A.  Charles 

8  the  brain-motor  of  the  corporation. 

)  BOS 
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Q.  State  what  position  he  holds  in  connection  with  the  corporation. — 
A.  Nominally,  he  is  the  bookkeeper. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  what  position  Mr.  Knox  holds  ? — A.  He  has  been  an 
overseer,  and,  1  believe,  was  recently  turned  away. 

Q,  Was  he  there  in  the  employ  of  the  corporation  in  the  fall  of  1878? — 
A.  I  understood  so;  I  cannot  say  it  was  so  from  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  Mr.  McArthur,  then,  was  inside  to  receive  the  ballot? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Chase  and  Mr.  Knox  were  on  the  outside  to  supervise  the  bal- 
lot ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  to  say,  they  were  standing,  leaning  over, 
here  [indicating],  where  the  people  were  coming  in.  They  might  not 
have  been  exactly  opposite,  but  the  voters  would  have  to  pass  chrough 
here.    I  had  to  run  that  gauntlet  myself. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  any  of  them  interfere  with  ballots  in  the  hands  of 
voters  ? — A.  I  have  not  seen  it,  but  voters  have  told  me  of  it. 

Q.  On  the  day  of  the  election  ? — A.  It  was  on  the  day  of  the  election 
that  they  told  me. 

Q.  What  did  they  tell  you  ! — A.  I  have  distinctly  in  mind  a  case  in 
which  a  Frenchman,  an  operative,  who  knew  me,  came  to  me.  As  I 
had  introduced  the  French  speaker  to  that  meeting  from  the  veranda, 
these  men  took  me  to  be  their  friend,  and  they  knew  me  to  be  one  from 
whom  they  could  get  ballots  in  safety.  I  inclosed  the  tickets  that  I  gave 
them  to  vote  in  envelopes  and  then  requested  that  they  should,  before 
going  to  vote,  seal  these  up.  This  gentleman  came  back  to  me  imme- 
diately after  depositing  his  ballot,  and  said  that  before  he  had  voted  he 
had  been  accosted  by  Mr.  Chase,  who  asked  him  what  had  he  got ;  that 
he  replied,  '^  I  have  got  the  ballot  in  an  envelope;"  that  Chase  then 
asked,  "  Who  gave  it  to  you  f"  to  which  he  answered,  "A  gentleman  out 
here."  "  Who  was  he!"  "  Well,  I  don't  know."  Then  Chase,  handing 
him  an  envelope,  said  to  him,  '^  Take  that  and  put  it  in."  He  told  me 
th<it  he  took  the  envelope  in  his  hand,  finally  put  it  in  his  pocket  by  the 
side  of  the  other  envelope  which  he  had,  and  was  very  careful  to  leave 
that  in  his  pocket  when  he  voted.  He  brought  the  one  that  Chase  had 
given  him  and  showed  it  to  me. 

Q.  What  ticket  was  that  one  that  Chase  had  given  him  ? — A.  It  was 
Ihe  Kepublican  ticket. 

Q.  Then  this  man  did  vote  the  other  ticket  ? — A.  He  did  vote  the 
other  ticket,  if  he  made  that  statement  correctly. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  that  any  threats  were  made  to  him  at  the  time  by 
Mr.  Chase? — A.  He  told  me  of  nothing  but  the  command  that  Chase 
gave  him.  He  also  said  to  me,  ^^  I  am  a  good  workman ;  I  can  work 
where  I  have  a  mind  to.  Mr.  Chase  may  turn  me  away  just  as  quick  as 
he  pleases." 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  Chase  had  said  that  to  jest  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  that  at  the  election  place  which  is  termed  *^  a  narrow 
passage  "? — A.  A  row,  say,  of  constables  standing  on  one  side,  and  a  row 
on  the  other,  with  a  width  of  space  for  a  man  to  pass  through. 

Q.  When  was  this  occurrence  to  which  you  refer? — A.  In  the  elec- 
tion of  1878. 

Q.  Was  there  a  distinction  in  the  appearance  of  the  envelope  which 
the  Frenchman  returned  to  you  from  others  used  there? — A.  I  did  not 
observe  any.  There  was  a  report  that  those  envelopes  had  a  private 
mark  upon  them.  I  cannot  vouch  for  that,  because  I  did  not  hear  the 
report  until  after  that  and  did  not  search  for  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  control  of  any  of  the  employes  by  the  em- 
ploy ers  there  ? — A.  Yes ;  there  is  a  boast  made.    They  boast  that  they 
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eafi  bring  ap  a  hundred  voters  to  vote  as  a  unit.    I  do  not  say  that  they 
doil;  that  is  the  boast. 

Q.  Row  many  of  these  voters  do  yon  know  are  Democrats  ? — A.  I 
itow  from  their  professions  there  are  many.  They  have  come  to  me 
Dd  told  me  they  were  Democrats.  I  should  think  that  a  majority  were 
emocrata. 

Q.  What  are  their  nationalities? — A.  French,  mostly.  Some  are 
Qglish. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  is  your  business? — A.  I  am  a  mechanic  and  farmer. 
$.  I  presume  you  are  a  pretty  active  Democrat  ? — A.  ]So,  sir;  I  am 
Independent. 

^  Tou  take  an  active  interest  in  elections,!  judge? — A.  No,  sir;  not 
a  Democrat. 

J-  You  did  in  1878, 1  conclude? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  much. 
j.  Where  is  this  hall  situated  with  reference  to  the  works  of  the 
Achang  Manufacturing  Company  ? — A.  The  factory  works  are  on  one 
e  and  the  hall  is  on  the  other  side. 
2.  Is  it  an  independent  building? — A.  Tes,  sir. 
2*  There  is  no  manufacturing  carried  on  in  that  building  ? — A.  No, 

• 

^  The  hall  is  in  the  buildiug  which  contains  the  post-office  ? — A.  Yes, 

» 

ii.  Where,  with  reference  to  the  manufacturing  works,  was  the  meet- 

l  held  which  Mr.  Thayer  addressed  ? — A.  I  should  thluk  it  was  some 

^hty  or  ninety  rods,  more  or  less,  distant. 

IQ.  Do  you  remember  the  name  of  this  Frenchman  who  gave  you  a 

Uot  and  told  you  on  the  day  of  election  that  Mr.  McArthur  had  given 

en  a  ballot  and  told  him  to  vote  it  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  his  name. 

ras  quite  busy  at  the  time.    I  regretted  very  much  that  I  did  not  get 

s  name.     But  the  French  having  such  peculiar  pronunciation  of  their 

imes,  I  probably  should  not  have  recollected  it  had  he  given  it  to  me. 

Q.  Does  he  live  there  now  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  How  many  votes  does  the  Mauchaug  corporation  cast  in  the  whole 

»WD ;  in  other  words,  what  is  the  proportion  to  the  whole  vote  of  the 

lanufacturing  vote  of  the  mill  ? — A.  About  four  or  hve  hundred,  I  judge. 

hat  is  a  mere  guess.    I  ought  to  know  it,  but  it  has  increased  very 

ach  since  I  have  given  special  attention  to  that  point. 

Q.  Yon  think  that  a  considerable  number  of  men  in  that  mill  are 

^mocrats? — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  is  no  doubt  of  it  at  all. 

Q.  Yon  think  that  a  considerable  number  vote  the  Democratic  ticket? 

-A.  I  think  that  sometimes  they  do;  that  is,  when  they  can.    I  think 

ley  do  not  do  it  as  freemen. 

Q.  But  they  do  it  ? — A.  They  do  it  on  the  sly  ;  they  hide  around. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  they  mislead  the  company  as  to  the  way  they 
ote? — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  some  cases  I  think  they  do.  I  do  not  mean  the 
ampany,  I  mean  the  agents  of  the  company. 

i^  May  it  not  be  true  that  that  company  has  kept  for  years  in  its  em- 
ploy men  whom  they  knew  to  be  Democrats  f — A.  It  may  be  true. 

Q.  Are  those  who  stand  there  making  the  gauntlet  that  you  have 
poken  of  the  agents  and  overseers  of  these  people  ? — A.  No,  sir  ;  they 
lave  constables  and  selectmen  who  stand  there. 

Q.  What  position  does  the  chairman  of  the  selectmen  occupy  at  the 
K>IU? — A.  He  becomes  the  moderator. 

Q.  Do  not  the  selectmen  permit  any  Democrats  to  stand  up  in  this 
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lavs  ot  Ehode  Island  and  Massachusetts.    The  Knights  are  the  larger 
owners  by  far. 
Q.  Who  is  the  president  of  the  corporation  ? — A.  I  could  not  inform 

Q.  Yon  say  yon  are  informed  that  Mr.  Knox  left  there  ! — A.  I  think 
he  left,  or  was  dismissed  some  weeks  since. 

Q.  He  has  been  in  the  habit  of  voting  the  Eepublican  ticket  ? — A.  I 
think  he  has. 

Q.  They  dismiss  Republicans  occasionally  there  f — A.  O,  no  doubt. 

Q.  Is  there  any  way  in  which  3'ou  can  describe  this  Frenchman  of 
rhom  you  have  spoken,  so  that  we  can  ascertain  who  he  is  ? — A.  I  do 
lot  think  I  could  describe  him  among  so  many  Frenchmen  as  there  are 
here,  so  that  you  would  be  able  to  pick  him  out. 

Q.  Bat  you  wonld  know  him  if  you  saw  him  f — A.  I  think  I  would,  I 
Dight  not  be  able  to  identify  him  unless  he  was  dressed  as  he  was  then. 
9e  wonld  probably  know  me  better  than  I  would  know  him. 

Q.  Will  yon,  when  you  get  home,  endeavor  to  identify  him  ? — A.  I 
■ill,  and  try  to  find  out  his  name  from  parties  who,  I  think,  can  find 
tiis  name ;  because  I  think  his  name  ought  to  be  preserved.  They  are 
changing  frequently  up  there,  but  I  will  do  that  with  the  greatest  pleas- 
ure, as  I  would  like  to  bring  him  before  you. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  as  wishing  to  convey  the  impression  that 
this  corporation  systematically  practiced  intimidation  and  coercion  upon 
their  voters  f — A.  They  endeavor  to  influence  by  unfair  means,  as  I  be- 
lieve, the  votes  of  their  operatives. 

Q.  Systematically! — A.  Yes, sir;  systematically. 

Q.  By  threatening  to  deprive  them  of  employment  in  case  they  vote 
the  Democratic  ticket  ? — A.  I  do  no£  think  that. 

Q.  In  what  way  ? — A.  By  intimidation. 

Q.  By  intimidation  in  what  ? — A.  In  danger  to  their  interests. 

Q.  In  danger  of  what ;  give  us  some  definite  notion  of  what  it  is,  if 
it  is  not  danger  of  loss  of  employment  f — A.  The  danger  of  loss  of  em- 
ployment. 

Q.  I  asked  yon  in  the  first  instance  whether  it  was  not  their  fear  of 
loss  of  employment  f — A.  You  said  by  threatening.  You  asked  whether 
I  considered  that  they  were  threatened  with  loss  of  employment;  I  said 
I  wonld  not  swear  to  that. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  to  say  then  f — A.  I  mean  to  say  by  intimations 
thrown  out  that  it  is  dangerous  to  their  interests  for  them  to  vote  as 
they  do. 

Q.  You  know  that  they  are  intimations  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  single  instance  in  which  they  have  discharged  a 
man  for  voting  as  he  pleased  ? — A.  For  canvassing  as  he  pleased. 

Q.  But  for  voting  as  he  pleased  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  connection  with 
bis  canvassing. 

Q.  Give  the  name  of  a  man  who  yon  say  they  discharged  for  can- 
Tassing  and  voting  as  he  pleased  f — A.  Dennis  Kennedy. 

Q*  When  was  that ! — A.  In  the  Butler  campaign  of  1878. 

Q.  Where  is  the  man  f — A.  He  is  right  behind  you. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  instance  f — A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Can  yon  give  another  name  f — ^A.  I  can. 

Q.  Give  the  name  of  another  person  who  you  say  has  been  intimidat- 
ed in  the  manner  you  have  described  ! — A.  I  shall  decline  to  give  the 
Dame  until  I  have  time  for  reflection. 
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Q,  You  think  of  one  other,  but  I  understand  you  you  cannot  g 
the  name  now  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  of  several  others. 

Q.  Can  you  give  any  of  the  names  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  cannot. 

Q.  When  did  this  occur  ! — A.  It  occurred  at  different  times.  It  did 
occur  in  1878,  but  some  part  of  it  has  occurred  since,  but  of  course 
local  elections. 

Q.  When  will  you  be  able  to  give  us  the  names  ? — A.  I  cannot  8 

Q.  Are  you  likely  to  do  it  at  all  ! — A.  I  might  refresh  my  mem( 
when  I  return  home  and  do  so. 

Q.  That  is  what  we  would  like  to  have  you  do,  because  facts  are  wl 
we  are  after,  and  when  you  cannot  give  a  fact  or  a  circumstance  thai 
susceptible  of  explanation,  but  merely  these  general  statements,  no 
portunity  is  offered  to  reply  to  or  to  explain  them. — A.  I  have  i 
made  general  statements ;  I  have  made  statements  of  fact,  and  wl 
you  have  pressed  me  for  statements  that  were  not  facts  I  have  qualii 
them. 

Q.  I  have  asked  you  for  specific  instances.  If  these  parties  wh 
you  accuse  are  thereby  accused  of  crime,  they  are  entitled  to  come  h 
and  explain  the  facts  in  self  defense.  My  object  is  to  bring  out  t 
facts  so  that  the  parties  charged  may  have  an  opportunity  to  expU 
them,  and  if  they  cannot,  then  they  will  stand  convicted.  I  hi 
pressed  the  inquiry  because  you  seem  to  resent  my  asking  you  for  fw 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  I  have  made  specific  sta 
ments  and  have  not  made  general  statements. 

The  Chairman.  You  will  endeavor  to  answer  the  questions  of  i 
Senator  so  far  as  you  may  be  able  to  do  so.  When  he  asks  you  a  qn 
tion,  answer  it  categorically,  and  then  if  you  desire  to  explain  m^ 
your  explanation. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir.  Now  J  consider  that  I  have  been  inform 
of  this  state  of  things  by  operatives.  They  say  that  some  employ 
some  overseer 

Mr.  Blair.  I  object  to  the  witness  proceeding. 

The  Chairman  sustained  the  objection. 

The  Witness  (when  about  retiring)  remarked :  If  I  made  the  sU 
ment  that  an  employ^  was  discharged  for  voting,  I  would  correct  it 
saying  that  it  was  his  children  who  were  discharged  from  the  mill,  a 
that  he  himself  was  turned  from  his  house  for  voting. 

By  Mr.  Blair: 

Q.  That  was  by  Mr.  Chase  f — A.  I  could  not  tell. 
Q.  It  was  by  what  concern  f — A.  By  this  same  Manchaug  corpo 
tion. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  What  do  they  manufacture  ? — A.  Cotton  goods,  what  is  known 
the  market  as  '^  The  Fruit  of  the  Loom." 

Q.  The  children  of  the  operative  you  refer  to  were  employed  in  1 
factory  as  factory  operatives  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  BlAir  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  man  himself  is  here  and  v 
testify  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  about  his  testifying.    lie  is  here. 

John  W.  Loring  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 
Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? — Answer.  In  Worcester. 


INTIMIDATION   AND    FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSETTS.  135 

Q.  Are  yoa  a  manafaclarer  ? — A.  I  am  a  maDufactarer  and  connected 
wjtL  a  corporation  of  which  I  am  general  superintendent. 

Q,  What  is  the  name  of  it? — A.  The  Loring  and  Blake  Organ  Manu- 
ktaring  Ck>mpany. 

Q.  Were  yoa  called  upon,  last  October,  by  Mr.  John  D.  Washburne, 
I  reference  to  the  action  of  the  employers  of  labor  at  a  meeting  held 

Mr.  Washbnrne^s  office ;  and,  if  so,  what  conversation  had  yoa  in 
Terence  to  the  sabject-matter  of  that  meeting? — A.  Mr.  Washburne 
I  Dot  call  apon  me  personally;  he  called  at  the  office  and  inquired  for 
'.  Woodford,  who  has  charge  of  the  office,  and  is  the  clerk  and  treas- 
T.  That  gentleman  being  out  of  town  that  day,  I  asked  Mr.  Wash- 
He  if  he  wanted  to  see  him  upon  any  business  of  the  company.  He 
lied  that  it  was  not  business  of  the  company;  that  he  was  going  by, 
I  thoaght  he  would  step  in  and  see  how  our  men  were  on  Butlerism. 
iforoied  him  that  that  was  a  thing  that  I  did  not  interest  myself 
^at  with  regard  to  my  men  ;  that  I  did  not  hire  my  men  on  account 
their  politics  or  religious  views,  or  where  they  visited  at  night,  but 
t  it  was  the  ten  hours,  nothing  more,  that  I  required  of  them. 
i-  What  did  he  say,  if  anything,  as  to  what  he  wanted  done? — A. 
At  which  I  have  given  is  the  substance  of  the  conversation  that  I  had 
h  him. 

}.  Who  was  Mr.  Woodford? — A.  He  was  formerly  a  Western  man, 
o,  two  years  ago  last  January,  was  made  clerk  and  treasurer  of  the 
operation. 

C}.  What  are  Mr.  Woodford's  politics? — A.  He  is  a  Republican. 
^  How  many  men  do  ydu  employ  ? — A.  We  have  from  sixty  to  sev- 
ty  men. 

Q.  How  near  to  your  factory  is  Mr.  Vaill's  place  ? — A.  I  think  from 
irty  to  thirty-five  feet. 

Q.  How  many  men  does  Mr.  Vaill  employ? — A.  I  should  say  about 
e  same  namber  that  we  employ.  I  do  not  know  the  namber. 
Q.  Do  yoa  know  of  any  talk  between  your  men  and  Mr.  VailVs  men 
I  regard  to  intimidation  ? — A.  I  have  heard  the  men  discussing  that 
aestion.  or  the  question  of  politics,  between  shop  and  shop,  but  never 
«ard  it  to  take  any  interest  in  it  myself,  or  to  discuss  the  matter  at  all. 

Q.  What  was  the  subject-matter  of  their  conversation  ? — A.  The  gen- 
iral  re8alt  of  the  election ;  nothing  definite  that  I  could  state. 

Q.  W^as  anything  said  in  regard  to  what  they  were  required  to  do  on 
be  one  side  or  the  other,  or  as  to  whether  they  were  perfectly  free  in 
beir  action  ? — A.  I  could  not  say  that  there  was. 

Q.  Was  anything  said  that  yoa  heard  in  those  conversations  as  to 
»bether  Mr.  Vaill's  men  were  required  to  vote  as  their  employers  de- 
iired  them  T — A.  I  have  heard  onr  men  express  those  views. 

Q.  In  conversation  with  Mr.  VailPs  men  ? — A.  Not  in  conversation 
tith  Mr.  Vaill's  men. 

Q.  At  another  time  ? — A.  At  another  time.  I  cannot  say  that  I  have 
ever  beard  Mr.  YailFs  men  and  onr  own  men  discuss  the  thing  as  a  body 
of  men.  A  Mr.  Barrett  runs  the  engine  for  Mr.  Vaill — we  take  our 
power  that  runs  the  shop  a  great  deal  from  Mr.  Vaill's — and  I  have 
beard  what  yoa  might  call  '^ blackguarding"  backwards  and  forwards, 
but  nothing  that  I  committed  to  memory  at  all. 
Q.  Did  yon  ever  hear  any  of  those  men  of  Mr.  Vaill's  say  they  were 

going  to  vote  for  Butler  ?— A.  I  did  not. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 
Q-  Tour  men  were  left  free  of  political  influence  to  act  as  they  pleased? 
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— A.  If  a  man  in  my  employ  shonld  vote  merely  to  please  me,  I  wou.^ 
not  have  any  confidence  in  bim ;  if  be  bad  not  independence  to  vote  ^ 
be  saw  fit,  I  should  not  want  bim  as  an  employ^  of  mine. 

Q.  It  is  understood  in  your  establishment  that  in  the  matter  of  pc^l 
tics  every  man  talks  as  he  ])leases  and  votes  as  he  pleases! — A.  Yes,  s-m 

Q.  You  say  that  you  took  your  power  from  Mr.  Vaill's  engine  ! — -«a 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  the  men  working  in  Mr.  Vaill's  establishment  on  thesacKi< 
footing,  in  respect  to  their  political  rights  and  their  freedom  in  exen^ia 
ing  them,  and  in  expressing  their  opinions,  that  your  men  were  f — A.  i 
could  not  say.    I  can  relate  only  one  instance  in  which  I  have  heard  tb& 
men  talk 

Mr.  Blair  objected. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  It  was  well  understood  that  your  factory  stood  upon  that  footing, 
was  it  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  it  that  Mr.  Washburne  said  to  you  when  he  called  ia  l 
to  see  Mr.  Woodford? — A.  When  he  inquired  for  Mr.  Woodford,  in  the ; 
first  place,  I  told  bim  that  Mr.  Woodford  was  out  of  town,  introduced  | 
myself,  asked  bim  if  he  had  business  with  the  company,  and  said  that  | 
if  he  had,  I  would  attend  to  it.  He  said  he  had  no  business  with  the  i 
company ;  that  he  was  merely  going  by,  and  had  called  in  to  see  how  I 
our  men  stood  on  Butlerism. 

Q.  How  they  stood  on  "  Butlerism  "  f — ^A.  That  was  the  word  he 
used. 

Q.  He  did  not  seem  to  have  a  desire  to  interrogate  the  men  on  that 
subject,  but  to  see  Mr.  Woodford  on  the  subject ! — A.  His  object  was  to 
see  Mr.  Woodford. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Woodford  take  a  pretty  active  part  in  politics  ! — A.  He 
did  not. 

Q.  He  was  known  to  be  a  Kepublican  and  an  anti-Butler  man  ?~A. 
He  was  known  to  be  a  Republican  and  an  anti-Butler  man. 

Q.  When  he  left  your  establishment,  did  Mr.  Washburne  go  from 
there  to  Mr.  Vaill's  establishment? — A.  I  could  not  say  which  way  he 
went  when  he  passed  out  of  the  office. 

By  Mr.  Blaie  : 

Q.  The  friends  of  the  different  candidates  were  pretty  active  last  au- 
tum,  were  they  not! — A.  I  think  they  were. 

Q.  It  was  a  very  sharp,  hotly  contested  campaign,  was  it  not !— A. 
It  was,  as  far  as  I  know.    I  did  not  take  an  active  part  myself. 

Q.  Do  you  vote  I — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Are  you  a  Republican  !— A.  I  am  a  Republican.  I  voted  the 
Butler  ticket  last  fall,  and  intend  to  do  so  this  fall  if  General  Butler  is 
a  candidate. 


Tebbence  Kennedy  sworn  and  examined. 

By  The  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  ? — Answer.  In  Manchaug  village. 

Q.  In  whose  house  were  you  living  in  the  fall  of  1878  ! — A.  I  lived  in 
a  house  belonging  to  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Company. 

Q.  Were  any  of  your  family  employed  by  that  corporation  ! — A.  Tes, 
sir. 
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Q.  How  many  and  when  t — A.  At  that  time  and  for  three  years  pre- 
vious ;  some  for  a  longer  and  some  for  a  less  period.  At  that  time  I 
had  three  nieces  and  a  son  there. 

Q.  Did  your  nieces  live  with  you  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  boarded  with 
me. 

Q.  Where  was  your  house  ? — A.  I  lived  in  what  they  call  the  middle 
row,  number  13,  in  Manchaug  village,  right  in  front  of  the  new  mill. 

Q.  Who  was  the  superintendent  of  the  corporation  f — A.  Mr.  Robert 
McArtbur.  He  is  generally  called  ^' agent  "of  the  mill;  there  is  no 
superintendent ;  he  signs  his  name  ^^  Robert  McArthur,  agent." 

Q.  Has  he  a  brother  John  there  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  is  his  position  f — A.  He  is  not  in  any  position,  but  merel3' 
takes  an  account  of  stock ;  that  is,  if  it  is  cotton  or  cbal  he  weighs  it. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  reside  up  there  ? — A.  1  left  four  days  after  the 
fall  election,  when  JButler  was  not  elected.  I  was  not  to  blame  for 
that. 

Q.  Up  lo  what  time  were  your  nieces  and  son  employed  by  the  Man- 
chaug corporation  f — A.  The  day  that  Mr.  Thayer,  Mr.  Mellen,  and  Mr. 
Waters  applied  for  the  hall,  I  was  at  work  until  night,  when  I  came 
home. 

Q.  You  were  not  working  for  the  corporation  f — A.  I  was  not  work- 
ing for  the  corporation,  but  I  was  active  in  the  campaign.  I  distributed 
all  the  campaign  documents  to  everybody.  I  was  one  of  the  signers  of 
the  Butler  call  and  one  of  the  vice-presidents  of  the  Butler  club.  I  con- 
tributed two  or  three  dollars  to  the  Butler  flag  raising,  when  we  were 
going  to  have  a  good  time.  Mr.  Waters,  who  had  asked  for  the  hall, 
came  to  my  house  when  I  was  not  at  home ;  my  wife  told  me  of  his 
being  there.  Immediately  after  this,  a  notice  came  from  the  mill  that 
I  must  vacate  my  tenement  within  two  weeks.  I  did  not  take  any  notice 
of  that  at  that  time. 

Q  By  whom  was  it  signed  ? — A.  It  was  signed  by  Robert  McArthur 
and  by  Charles  A.  Chase,  clerk.  For  two  or  three  days  nothing  was 
said,  and  they  sent  for  me  to  come  to  the  shop. 

Q.  Who  sent  for  you  ! — A.  Mr.  Chase.  He  was  in  general  charge  of 
all  the  tenements  and  machines  and  so  on.  I  went  to  him  ;  found  him  at 
his  house,  when  he  wanted  to  know  whether  I  was  going  out  of  the 
tenement.  It  was  then  about  the  10th  of  October.  I  said  I  would  like 
to  stop  until  after  town  meeting ;  that  I  had  taken  an  active  part  and 
would  like  to  vote  for  General  Butler.  He  said,  ^^  You  cannot."  I  replied, 
"  I  think  I  can."  He  said,  "  I  will  have  you  out  in  about  a  week."  I 
asked  him,  ^<  Have  I  no  rights!"  He  answered,  '^Kot  a  God-damned 
right."  I  told  him,  "  There  is  one  rightl  have  got."  He  asked,  "  What 
is  that?"  I  said,  ^^I  have  got  possession,  and  I  shall  hold  it  until 
after  town  meeting,  if  I  can."  Finally,  I  had  three  notices  and  three 
writs  to  go  to  Worcester,  but  went  and  voted  after  all. 

Q.  You  staid  there  until  after  the  election  t — ^A.  I  did. 

(^.  If  you  had  been  turned  out,  would  that  have  lost  you  your  vote  ? — 
A.  If  I  bad  been  turned  out  I  could  not  have  got  any  place  in  town, 
and  I  could  not  have  gone  back  to  the  tenement.  Not  only  that,  but 
the  fact  was  that  previous  to  my  getting  my  notice  I  had  the  village  in 
a  blaze;  nine-tenths  were  Democratic,  or  for  Butler,  but  after  they 
gave  me  the  notice  no  man  would  dare  say  ^^  Butler  "  in  the  village. 

Q.  Did  you  not  make  public  the  fact  that  you  had  been  notified  f — A. 
A  statement  of  it  was  in  the  Boston  Globe.  But,  as  I  say,  a  man  did 
not  dare  to  say  '^  Butler  "  on  the  road. 

Q.  Had  your  rent  been  paid  up  t — A.  Yes,  sir.    The  overseer  came 
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to  my  .SOD  who  was  employed  in  the  mill  and  said  to  him,  ^'  I  have  ord.< 
to  discharge  yoa ;  yoa  mast  not  think  there  is  anything  bet  ween  ^- o^ 
and  I,  Thomas ;  1  am  obliged  to  do  it.  When  this  blows  over  yoa  n^^^^ 
not  be  afraid  to  come  back  in  any  place  where  I  am,  as  far  as  yoa  ai:^  <i  j 
are  concerned.  Do  not  think  that  this  has  been  any  of  mv  basines^  at 
alL'^ 

Q.  Did  yonr  son  get  his  notice  to  qnit  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  he  quit ! — A.  He  stopped  there  a  day  or  two  after  re- 
ceiving his  notice,  and  then  thought  that,  as  he  woald  have  bat  tw4^ 
weeks  to  work,  he  had  better  leave,  and  he  left. 

Q.  How  was  it  with  your  nieces  T — A.  They  were  not  notified. 

Q.  By  general  castom  the  employes  are  entitled  to  two  weeks'  prevfoo^  ' 
notice  of  discharge? — A.  They  do  not  always  get  it;  sometimes  thej^ 
get  it. 

Q.  When  was  your  son  notified  ! — A.  In  about  four  days  after  I  got 
my  first  notice. 

Q.  After  this  conversation  that  you  had  with  Chase  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  efiect  upon  the  community  politically  had  this  notice  to  yoa, 
turning  you  out  of  your  tenement  T — A.  They  did  not  dare  say  "  Batler"; 
all  the  votes  that  we  got  were  secret. 

Q.  Where  did  the  men  who  worked  under  the  corporation  live !— A.. 
They  lived  in  the  village,  all  around  the  factories. 

Q.  Who  owns  the  houses  in  which  they  liveT— ^A.  The  corporation. 

Q.  Are  there  some  Democrats  among  them  ? — A.  There  are ;  I  thiub  ^ 
that  nine-tenths  of  them  would  be  Democratic  if  they  dared  to  be.  There 
is  no  honest  man  who  is  an  operative  who  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  and  who 
is  not  a  Butler  man  particularly. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  of  the  politics  of  the  operatives  f — A.  I  will 
tell  you.  Some  of  them  told  me  that  they  were  indebted  at  the  store, 
that  they  had  little  families,  and  that  they  must  vote  as  Mr.  Chase  told 
them  or  go  out  or  be  refused  provisions  in  the  winter.  Those  were  some 
who  were  legal  voters.  I  want  the  committee  to  understand  that  one-  |^ 
third  of  these  voters  were  illegal  voters.  i  ^ 

Q.  How  is  that  T — A.  Mr.  Chase  makes  a  list — he  is  assessor — and  tbey   \ " 
are  not  obliged  to  go  before  the  board.    It  would  not  make  any  differ-   I 
ence,  for  they  are  moving  every  week.    I  objected  to  two  of  them  at  the   ^ 
polls  last  year.    I  could  object  to  ten  who  never  were  naturalized  and    ; 
could  not  read  nor  write,  but  they  are  brought  up  and  voted  like  cattle.    ''} 
Teams  are  harnessed  to  take  them,  and  they  are  brought  down  and    I 
brought  in  the  room  there,  when  Mr.  Chase  tells  them  the  ticket  they    |^ 
are  to  vote,  and  they  vote  it.   I  could  mention  some  who  are  not  citizens    | 
of  the  United  States.  ! 

Q.  State  whether  or  not,  so  far  as  you  know  of  it^  the  borough  or  town 
offices  are  under  the  control  of  this  corporation. — A.  The  offices  of  the 
town  are  located  in  the  south  of  the  town,  and  this  Mancbaug  corpora- 
tion is  the  largest  and  most  extensive  in  that  town.  The  company  have 
the  first  selectman  and  the  assessor.  One  of  the  McArthurs  is  select- 
man and  Chase  is  assessor.  Chase  collects  all  the  taxes,  not  only  the 
real  but  the  personal  taxes.  The  poll  taxes  of  tbe  men  in  the  mill  are 
taken  out  of  their  wages  in  the  counting-room.  The  men  are  paid  off 
by  having  their  money  put  in  envelopes  every  fonr  weeks ;  and  once  a 
year  two  dollars  are  taken  oat  of  the  pay  of  the  head  of  every  family  as 
taxes.  Last  year  it  was  something  extra,  the  amount  being  $2.40,  bat 
it  is  usually  two  dollars.  That  is  taken  from  every  man  whether  he  is 
a  voter  or  not.  With  regard  to  their  carrying  voters  to  the  polls,  I  have 
seen  tbera  carry  ap  boys  eighteen  years  old  and  make  them  vote.  Tbey 
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mdertook  to  pat  my  son's  name  down  and  make  him  vote,  bnt  I  woald 
Iff  him  vote. 
Q.  What  is  the  fact  as  to  your  son  ? — A.  That  son  was  not  twenty- 
jears  of  age  nntil  last  March.    I  have  other  sons  who  are  voters. 
Q  Were  they  living  in  the  tenement? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  lived  with 


Q.  As  to  the  mode  of  taking  the  voters  from  the  mills  to  the  polls, 
kovvas  that? — A.  They  have  two  great  teams,  three-horse  teams,  that 
ttej carry  coal  on,  ^^  boat  wagons"  they  call  them;  then  they  have 

Kinte  carnages  of  their  own,  and  they  hire  all  the  private  carriages. 
eoverseers  ride  in  the  private  carriages ;  and,  inside  of  the  coal  cart 
^reat  benches  are  laid  along  with  one  in  the  middle,  and  these  are 
fall  with  the  men.  In  that  way  they  come  up  from  Manchang 
'iUAge  to  Satton  Centre,  where  we  vote.  When  that  is  over,  Mr.  Chase 
Is  them  to  go  home,  and  probably  he  pays  for  their  rum.  We  gen- 
MIj  calculated  that  he  wonld  give  a  couple  of  rounds  apiece  and  pay 
he  bill.    He  generally  pays  their  liquor  bill  as  they  go  through  Sut- 

DO. 

Q.  These  men  are  taken  generally  in  the  wagons  of  the  company  ? — 
.  Yes,  sir ;  they  are  paid  their  day's  wages  into  the  bargain. 
Q.  Who  meets  them  at  the  polls  ? — A.  Mr.  Chase  is  there  always. 
Q.  Who  is  the  selectman  who  receives  the  ballots  ? — A.  The  chair- 
ao  of  the  board,  who  sits  in  the  center.    There  are  three  selectmen 
ere.    We  have  a  moderator,  but  he  does  not  preside  over  the  ballot- 

•X. 

Q.  Who  was  the  first  selectman  at  that  time? — A.  John  McArthur. 

Q.  Robert  McArthur  is  the  superintendent  and  John  McArthur,  his 

other,  is  the  outside  man  of  the  corporation  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  men  in  the  corporation  known  to  you  to  be  Butler  men 

loog  those  who  were  taken  there  and  voted  by  Mr.  Chase  ? — A.  Yes  ; 

^reat  many.    Bnt  he  did  not  get  them  all ;  I  think  I  stole  some  of 

dffl. 

Q.  Yoa  were  pretty  active?    You  worked  all  that  you  could  for  But- 

r? — A.  I  never  saw  the  man,  but  I  liked  him. 

Q.  Referring  still  to  the  last  fall  election,  describe  the  kind  of  ballots 

at  went  into  the  box  ? — A.  There  were  three  kinds  of  tickets,  the  Re- 

iblican,  the  Butler,  and  what  they  called  ^^  the  straight  Democratic  ^ 

±et. ;  1  could  tell  the  difference  by  seeing  them  go  into  the  box.    The 

pablican  was  larger  than  the  Butler  and  the  Democratic ;  they  had 

o  or  three  kinds,  but  all  the  Republican  tickets  were  larger  and  of 

eivier  paper.    They  had  an  open  box,  and  Mr.  McArthur,  when  they 

ire  patting  them  in  the  box,  would  take  and  turn  them  over  and  see 

w  the  men  voted.    I  objected  to  it  and  he  stopped  it. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Yoa  say  it  was  an  open|box[? — A.  It  was  a  kind  of  square  box 
:e  that  one  [indicating],  and  when  a  man  put  his  ticket  in,  he  [McAr- 
orj  wanted  to  get  them  head  and  head  together  in  this  way  [iudicat- 

Q.  Was  there  no  lid  on  the  box  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 
Q.  You  say  that  he  stopped  when  you  objected  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 
Q.  Did  you  ask  Mr.  Chase  what  he  had  given  you  that  notice  to  quit 
r  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not.    He  told  me  that  it  came  from  headquar- 
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ters ;  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  did  not  know  anything  about 
it,  and  no  one  took  any  responsibility  about  it. 

Q.  He  told  you  that  you  would  have  to  get  out  of  the  tenement  T — A. 
He  said  he  would  bet  me  one  hundred  to  five  that  I  would.  I  told  him 
I  had  no  money  to  stand,  but  that  I  was  going  to  vote  in  Sutton  if  it  cost 
me  a  barn,  or  something  like  that. 

Q.  Your  wages  were A.  Taken  for  my  family. 

Q.  Did  he  say  they  wanted  you  out  of  there  I — A.  No. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  t — A.  He  first  notified  me  to  go  to  Worcester  to 
see  the  lawyer  about  it.  Within  two  weeks,  they  notified  me  not  to  ap- 
pear at  Worcester  and  then  again  notified  me  to  vacate  the  house  at 
10  o'clock  on  the  next  morning.  I  went  to  Worcester  on  the  next  morn- 
ing. Then  they  went  and  leased  the  house  while  I  was  still  in  it,  and  he 
notified  me  out.  But  they  gave  me  time  by  their  little  mistakes  to  have 
a  chance  to  vote.    Then  I  got  my  place  and  was  ready  to  move. 

Q.  Who  was  this  man  to  whom  they  leased  the  tenement  T — A.  His 
name  is  James  Seymour.  He  was  a  man  as  to  whom  I  had  my  doubts 
whether  he  was  naturalized.  I  do  not  think  he  was  naturalized  at  any 
time. 

Q.  State  his  politics  f — A.  Republican. 

Q.  He  was  a  more  important  man  for  them  than  you  were? — A.  Well, 
I  voted  for  Phillips  the  year  before.    I  am  not  a  strong  party  man. 

Q.  But  when  you  voted  you  wanted  to  vote  for  whom  you  pleased!— 
A.  Yes,  every  time. 

Q.  You  did  not  want  somebody  else  to  vote  you ! — A.  I  don't  think 
they  have  any  right  to. 

Q.  You  have  described  how  those  men  were  brought  up  from  the  fac- 
tory to  the  polls,  and  you  say  that  Mr.  Chase  gave  them  tickets  f — A. 
He  generally  attended  to  it,  but  he  had  assistants — Seymour  or  my- 
self. 

Q.  Were  the  votes  that  he  gave  them  generally  in  envelopes? — A. 
Not  always. 

Q.  Were  envelopes  given  out  to  the  men  in  the  factory  there  ? — A.  I 
had  a  good  many  men  giving  them  out,  and  the  Republicans  gave  out 
some  envelopes. 

Q.  Did  you  give  them  to  men  in  the  factory  ? — A.  Yes,  on  the  sly. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  anything  peculiar  in  Chase's  envelopes  ? — A.  I 
could  not  tell  you  about  that.  I  saw  him  take  envelopes  out  of  a  man's 
hand  and  stand  and  argue  with  him  half  an  hour,  and  put  another  in  his 
hand.  I  was  standing  at  the  entrance,  and  I  told  him — well,  no  matter; 
it  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  case. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Who  was  this  who,  you  say,  you  saw  take  envelopes  out  of  a  man's 
hand  and  argue  with  him  half  an  hour  ? — A.  Charles  Chase. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? — A.  On  the  7th  day  of  last  November. 

Q.  Who  was  the  man  out  of  whose  hand  the  envelope  was  taken  ? — 
A.  Charles  A.  Smith.    I  think  there  is  an  '<A"  to  it. 

Q.  Did  you  take  a  little  part  in  the  argument  yourself  ?— A.  Not  at 
that  time. 

Q.  After  Chase  got  through  ? — A.  When  he  got  to  me  the  man  had 
got  through  voting.  I  was  on  the  extreme  end  like  this,  and  he  was  on 
that  end.    The  ballot-box  was  as  far  away  as  that  door. 

Q.  Which  was  nearer  to  the  ballot-box,  you  or  the  man  ? — ^A.  He  was 
on  the  entrance,  in  that  way  [indicating]. 

Q.  He  was  at  the  entrance  and  you  were  at  the  exit ! — A.  Exactly. 
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»■ 

I    Q.  What  was  yonr  business  in  Manchang  ?    Yoadid  not  work  for  the 

OMopaoj  ?— A.  I  did  a  spell  of  work  tor  the  company. 

^  At  tbe  time  yoar  family  occapied  the  house  ? — A.  I  am  a  mason 
Hlf  trade.  At  this  time  I  was  building  a  cistern  in  old  Douglass  Town  for 
It  DID  who  used  to  occupy  the  post  ofQce. 

Q.  What  majority  had  Talbot  there  f — A.  Fifty-seven  majority  in  our 
toirooTer  Butler,  and  I  think  forty-five  over  Butler  and  Abbott.    He 
[kid  two  hundred  and  twenty-seven ;  Butler  had  one  hundred. and  sev- 
eoty,  or  something  like  that. 

Qs  What  was  the  result  in  1877  f — A.  In  1877  the  town  was  Demo- 
snt/c. 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  of  the  town  election,  but  of  the  governor's  election 
le  year  before  ? — A.  I  was  there,  but  do  not  rememlMBr. 
Q.  You  did  all  that  yon  could  for  Butler  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.    I  objected 
some  illegal  voting.    I  knew  how  it  was  carried  on,  and  I  objected 
one  illegal  vote ;  and  he  said  that  he  would  back  him  up  in  spite  of 
B  or  any  other  damned  man. 

Q«  What  was  the  situation  relatively  of  Douglass  and  Manchang? — 
.  Douglass  is  not  in  the  town  of  Sutton,  but  in  the  next  town.  Man- 
aug  is  right  on  the  verge  of  the  town  of  Sutton. 
Q.  Did  your  duties  extend  over  to  Sutton  ? — A.  I  lived  in  Sutton, 
id  took  all  the  active  part  I  could  in  circulating  campaign  matter.  I 
ok  the  documents  to  every  house,  and  worked  night  and  day. 
Q.  You  took  the  documents  to  every  house  without  reference  to 
lether  the  occupants  were  Republicans  or  Democrats  I — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
lid. 

Q.  And  Butler's  speeches  T — A.  And  Butler's  speeches  on  finance, 
d  everything  else.  I  worked  hard ;  there  is  no  question  about  that. 
Q.  Did  you  get  the  feeling  considerably  wrought  up  ! — A.  Not  very 
d.  1  did  not  want  to  hurt  any  man  in  the  corporation,  but  I  did  want 
r  side  to  win. 

Q.  It  was  just  at  the  time  of  which  you  have  spoken  in  reference  to 
is  Mr.  Waters  coming  to  see  you  that  you  got  your  notice  ? — A.  It 
» in  the  evening  of  the  same  afternoon  in  which  Waters  came  and 
at  I  got  the  notice  about  Mr.  Thayer  coming.  I  think  it  was  upon  a 
kturday  night  that  we  had  the  meeting. 

Q.  You  got  it,  then,  between  the  time  that  W^aters  came  to  see  you 
id  the  time  of  the  meeting  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  before  that  meeting  did  you  get  your  notice  ? — A.  I  was 
»t  at  home  when  Waters  came,  but  my  wife  told  me  that  he  had  come 
the  afternoon.  1  got  the  notice  through  the  mail,  at  supper  time, 
at  evening. 

Q.  So  that,  according  to  that,  the  notice  must  have  been  given  to  you 
fore  Waters  came  to  see  you  f — A.  It  was  dated  that  day.  There  are 
ro  mails  a  day,  one  at  2  o'clock,  and  one  at  half-past  seven. 
Q.  Do  yon  think  they  had  found  out  at  the  mill  that  Mr.  Waters  had 
eeu  to  your  house  inquiring  for  you,  and  that  they  had  given  you  the 
otice  ou  that  account  f — A.  They  knew  a  few  days  before  that  that  I 
ras  very  active.  One  of  the  overseers  of  the  waif  shop  and  I  were 
alking  politics,  and  he  said  he  would  not  have  a  man  in  the  village  who 
roQld  talk  as  I  did  on  politics.  But,  then,  he  did  not  say  that  he  was 
;oing  to  use  his  influence  to  hurt  me. 

Q.  Give  his  name. — A.  I  cannot  think  of  it. 

Q.  Mr.  Chase,  to  whom  you  talked  about  it,  never  intimated  to  you 
tbat  it  was  because  you  were  a  Democrat  that  he  wanted  you  out  f — A. 
Hsir.    I  told  him  very  plainly,  "  Let  me  stay  in  until  after  the  elec- 
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tion,  and  1  will  owe  yoa  nothing.^'    He  replied,  "You  shall  go.    I  bet, 
by  God,  you  go  out,  one  hundred  dollars  to  one.'^ 

Q.  You  and  he  had  pretty  warm  words  ? — A.  No ;  I  had  not. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  back  to  him  as  he  did  to  youf — A.  No;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Chase  has  never  said  that  it  was  on  account  of  your  politics  T—rA. 
No,  sir;  he  has  not. 

Q.  Nor  Mr.  McArthur  has  not  said  so ;  he  did  not  at  the  timef — A. 
No,  sir.  •  I  have  not  spoken  to  Mr.  McArthur  within  two  years — not 
since  the  Tilden  campaign. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  if  you  had  gone  out  of  that  house  you 
would  have  lost  your  vote! — A.  I  do  not  see  how  I  could  have  got  it  if 
I  had.    How  was  I  to  get  my  vote  ? 

Q.  Where  did  you  go  when  you  did  move  ! — A.  I  moved  to  Meriden, 
Connecticut,  where  I  got  employment.  I  did  not  see  where  I  could  go 
there,  near  Manchaug,  without  being  blackballed,  so  I  got  into  another 
State,  out  of  the  reach  of  the  company. 

Q.  You  think  that  before  you  got  that  notice  nine-tenths  of  the  village 
were  Butler  men  T — A.  So  they  were,  in  their  talk. 

Q.  And  the  fact  that  you  got  that  notice  converted  them  T — A.  It  did 
not  convert  them,  but  it  bulldozed  them;  it  did  me. 

Q.  So  you  think  that  by  bulldozing  Talbot  got  forty-five  majority.  Do 
you  think  that  that  did  it  all  T — A.  It  certainly  bulldozed  me,  though  it 
did  not  interfere  with  my  voting.  One  man  told  me  he  was  obliged  to 
vote  that  way  because  he  had  no  place  to  go  to. 

Q.  A  man  did  not  dare  to  say  anything  about  Butler  after  that  T — A. 
I  am  for  Butler  all  the  time. 

Q.  But  you  attributed  all  this  to  the  fact  that  you  had  got  a  notice  to 
get  out  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  think  I  should  have  been  no- 
ticed if  it  had  not  been  for  that. 

Q.  You  really  think  so  I — A.  This  that  I  speak  of  was  the  village,  the 
eastern  part  of  the  town. 

Q.  Of  those  who  work  for  this  Manchaug  Company,  how  many  men 
voted  ? — A.  They  ought  to  vote  forty,  but  they  carry  up  about  one  hun- 
dred. 

Q.  There  were  five  hundred  and  forty  votes! — A.  We  polled  all  the 
votes  the  last  time. 

Q.  There  were  about  five  hundred  and  forty  in  round  numbers  f — A. 
I  do  not  know. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  they  carry  up  from  forty-five  to  a 
hundred  f — A.  I  do  not  know ;  they  might  carry  up  that  many. 

Q.  You  want  to  answer  questions  fairly,  do  you  not  I — A.  Well,  if 
possible. 

Q.  You  said  they  carried  up  from  forty-five  to  one  hundred  f — A.  I 
did  not  say  so ;  you  misunderstood  me.  There  are  four  hundred  looms 
in  the  great  mill,  or  about  that,  and 

Q.  You  had  five  hundred  and  forty  votes  in  Manchaug  ? — A.  Not  in 
Manchaug ;  in  the  town  of  Sutton. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  came  from  the  Manchang  mill  ? — A.  Probably 
one  hundred  and  probably  not. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  do  you  think  were  Republicans  ! — A.  I  think 
not  more  than  ten  in  a  hundred.  They  have  to  vote  Republican  or 
quit. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  nine-tenths  of  the  voters  in  Sutton  were 
for  Butler,  and  got  tremendously  scared  ! — A.  I  did  not  say  in  Sutton, 
but  in  the  village  of  Manchaug. 
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}s  Then  it  was  simply  this  village  of  Maocbaug  that  you  got  iuto 
I  blaze  f— A.  Certainly. 

.  Did  they  get  frightened  oat  of  their  senses,  and  was  that  the  rea- 
they  did  not  vote  for  Batler  I — A.  The  most  of  them  got  scared.  I 
the  most  active  in  the  campaign,  but  the  notice  didn't  scare  me  at 

When  was  your  son  discharged  ! — A.  About  four  days  after  I  was 
«d. 

That  is  after  yon  had  this  talk  with  Chase  that  day  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
And  Chase  told  him  that  when  it  blew  oyer  to  come  back  ? — A. 
the  overseer  said  he  might  come  back;  that  he  might  not  be 
3ed  to  work  for  him. 

Did  you  not  say,  when  you  were  telling  the  story  before,  that  he 
lim  he  need  not  be  ashamed  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

What  man  told  you  that  he  had  to  vote  as  Chase  said  he  should  ? 
Charles  Bell,  a  Frenchman — that  is  the  English  of  it — I  do  not 
what  his  other  name  is.  He  lived  in  the  second  house  from  mine, 
h  Geear,  junior.  In  fact  there  are  a  number  of  them,  but  I  cannot 
;  the  names. 

Dan  you  give  the  names  of  any  of  the  others  who  told  you  that! — 
lo  not  know  that  I  can ;  but  I  can  give  you  seven  or  eight  names 
^se  who  voted  who  had  no  right  to  vote. 

Let  us  have  those. — A.  Joseph  Seymour,  Joe  Geear,  sr.,  Joe  Geear, 
len  there  is  this  Bell ;  he  is  compelled  to  vote,  and  has  no  legal 
to  vote. 

Is  there  anybody  else  whose  name  you  can  give  ! — A.  I  know  them , 
innot  give  their  names ;  in  fact,  the  most  of  them  are  French,  and, 
ling  to  law,  they  cannot  any  of  them  vote. 

What  was  it  that  Chase  did  in  regard  to  trying  to  get  your  son  to 
lefore  he  was  of  age  t — A.  He  put  his  name  on  the  list.  Mr.  Chase 
8  to  carry  the  spring  election  particularly.  Until  last  fall,  he  was 
irticnlar  how  we  voted  for  governor.  In  the  spring  he  wants  to 
sessor  and  wants  to  carry  the  town. 

McDonald  suggested  to  the  witness  to  exclude  from  his  state- 
any  reference  to  the  spring  election. 

Blair.  I  suggest  that  it  is  rather  unfair  when  the  witness  has 
into  all  these  wholesale  accusations  about  Mr.  Chase  that  we  should 
iquire  into  them  because  they  have  no  reference  to  a  State  election. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Was  it  at  a  local  or  town  election  when  he  wanted  to  have  your 

0  and  vote  f — A.  It  was. 

It  was  not  at  a  State  election  I — A.  No.    He  pnt  his  name  on,  and 

1  he  had  better  not  go.  In  fact,  there  were  a  good  many  boys  who 
o. 

You  think  that  Mr.  Chase  knew  that  he  was  not  twenty-one  years 
[e  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  did.  He  did  not  pay  any  tax. 
How  many  men  did  you  steal  from  Mr.  Chase  ?-:— A.  I  will  tell  you. 
as  standing  at  the  counter.  Before  town-meeting  day  I  worked  all 
light ;  but  that  day  I  never  left  the  counter. 
You  say  you  stole  some  men  from  him  ? — A.  I  got  them  to  go  pre- 
sto  the  opening  of  the  polls.  I  asked  them  to  put  the  tickets  in, 
that  is  all  I  could  depend  upon. 

Who  were  your  men  ! — A.  All  that  were  in  favor  of  General  But- 
tbey  were  my  men,  I  guess. 
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By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Can  you  remember  the  name  of  the  overseer  who  told  yon  he  woca^ 
not  have  any  man  in  that  village  who  talked  like  yon  T — A.  I  tbiDk  J 
can  refresh  my  memory  among  some  gentlemen  here. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Can  yon  describe  the  man  f — A.  He  was  a  man  who  lost  his  eji 
in  the  Army.    We  were  both  woauded  soldiers — he  and  I. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  The  overseer  talked  one  way  and  you  the  other,  and  he  said  the/ 
would  not  have  a  man  in  the  village  who  talked  as  yon  did  ? — A.  Tes,8ir^ 

Q.  How  long  was  that  before  yon  received  your  notice  T — A.  Alongif 
that  week,  I  think.     But  I  did  not  attribute  anything  to  him,  after 

Q.  That  was  the  first  warning  note,  was  it  not  T — A.  I  went  in  and 
ried  documents,  and  he  and  1  had  quite  a  talk  in  politics.    I  did  Dotj 
blame  him  for  talking.    I  talked,  and  he  said  he  would  not  have  a  ma^ 
in  the  village  who  talked  like  me.    I  left  the  documents,  however.    Idc 
not  know  whether  they  reached  him  or  not. 

Q.  That  same  week  you  got  the  notice  to  quit? — A.  It  was,  to  thej 
best  of  my  knowledge,  the  same  week. 


Frank  Kennedy  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  j-ou  live! — Answer.  In  VVilljmantic,  Connecticut. 

Q.  Were  you  at  Manchaug  during  hist  year? — ^.  I  was  stopping 
there  from  about  the  Ist  of  September  until  about  the  15th  of  Novem- 
ber. 

Q.  The  gentleman  who  has  just  left  the  stiiud  is  your  father?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  conversation  had  you  with  Charles  Chase  in  regard  to  the 
subject-matter  about  which  your  father  has  testified  ? — A.  I  never  had 
any  conversation  directly  with  Mr.  Chase  except  on  election  day. 

Q.  What  was  that  ? — A.  At  3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  I  was  going  to 
drive  to  Worcester  and  stop  at  Millbury  to  bring  the  reports  as  near  as 
we  could  have  the  estimates  made.  I  inquired  of  different  ones  who,  I 
thought,  had  means  of  knowing,  by  the  number  of  votes  polled  either 
way,  how  they  thought  the  vote  was,  in  order  to  bring  au  estimate  to 
Worcester  as  soon  as  possible.  After  I  had  got  the  extreme  Butler 
view,  I  went  to  Mr.  Chase  and  asked  him  how  he  thought  the  other 
vote  was.  I  told  him  there  were  then  more  votes  polled  than  had  been 
polled  at  the  previous  State  election  ;  that  1  wanted  his  views ;  then  I 
was  going  to  estimate  myself.  He  told  me  that  he  counted  upon  about 
ninety  from  the  village,  but  he  thought  that  about  forty  of  the  French- 
men had  gone  back  on  him ;  so  he  thought  that  in  place  of  carrying 
the  town  by  about  one  hundred,  they  would  not  carry  it  by  over  sixty. 
That  was  all  the  conversation  I  had  with  Mr.  Chase. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  French  vote  was  there  ? — A.  I  was  there 
on  the  morning  of  the  election  and  saw  most  of  the  Frenchmen  as  they 
came  up  in  the  teams,  and  they  all  had  envelopes  SQaled  with  the 
straight  Eepublican  ticket. 

Q.  In  what  teams  were  they  brought  there  ? — A.  In  the  Manchaug 
Company's  teams. 
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Q.  TTho  was  at  the  polls  when  they  came  ? — A.  Mr.  Chase,  Mr.  Koox, 
MoMcArthar,  and  Robert  McArthar. 

Q.  Were  they  takeu  to  the  polls  and  voted  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Bo  jou  know  the  politics  of  those  men  ? — A.  1  know  that  a  great 

ianjof  them  who  got  a  chance,  some  thirty,  I  should  think,  slipped 

Iraj  from  the  crowd  and  changed  their  ballots  for  other  ballots  that 

bad.    They  gave  me  their  ballots  and  I  gave  them  ballots  which  I 

Id. 

Q-  Was  this  done  publicly  or  otherwise! — A.  It  was  done  secretly 
HD  Mr.  Chase. 

8-  Was  it  done  with  their  own  will  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  a  French 
aker  to  speak  to  them  on  the  night  before  the  election,  and  he  told 
m  in  French  that  they  could  obtain  ballots  from  me.  I  had  told  him 
i  they  h}id  already  received  their  ballots  from  the  company. 
J.  Do  yon  know  that  the  ballots  that  they  had  when  they  came  there 
re  marked  f — A.  I  could  not  find  any  marks  upon  them.  I  was  in- 
EDed  that  thev  would  be  marked. 

J.  Hail  they  their  ballots  before  the  French  speaker  spoke  to  them  ? 
L  Yes,  sir  ;  they  received  them  that  morning.  I  got  three  the  night 
ore  the  election  from  workmen  in  the  mills. 

J.  How  were  those  tickets  distributed  among  the  workmen  f — A.  I 
lid  not  say  further  than  that  they  told  me  Mr.  Chase  had  given  the 
kets  to  them. 

i.  When  they  came  there,  about  how  many  of  them  came  in  a  body  f 
k,  1  should  think  there  were  twelve  or  fourteen  in  each  wagon. 
J.  Were  you  watching  these  people  as  they  came  up  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
i.  It  was  pretty  sharp  work  to  get  their  ballots  changed,  was  it  nott 
L  Yes,  sir. 

3.  Was  there  any  difficulty  between  you  and  Chase,  or  between  him 
1  any  of  them  f — A.  No,  sir. 

J.  Dill  iliey  know  that  you  would  be  there? — A.  Mr.  King  told  them 
It  I  would  furnish  them  their  ballots. 

i.  Did  they  seem  to  seek  you  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  did  not  know  hardly 
f  of  them  when  they  came  to  me. 

J.  Did  they  exchange  their  ballots  with  you? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  W^hen  you  opene<l  the  ballot  that  they  had  what  was  on  it;  was  it 
^Bepublicau  ticket? — A.  It  was  the  Republican  ticket. 
i.  How  <lid  Chase's  estimate  come  out  with  the  facts? — A.  We  had 
)at  seventeen  more  votes — the  Democratic  or  Greenback  ticket  had— 
ID  he  estimated  for. 

i.  What  do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  from  your  experience 
ong  these  men  there,  whether  the  operatives  in  that  town  are  at 
erty  to  vote  as  they  wish  or  are  controlled  by  their  employers  I — A. 
tien  I  first  came  there  several  of  the  operatives  spoke  to  me,  I  having 
le 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  When  was  that  ? — A.  That  was  about  the  first  of  September,  when 
retarned  from  the  West.  They  spoke  to  me  about  making  arrange- 
ents  about  raising  a  flag,  as  I  did  not  work  for  the  company  and  cared 
)thing  for  the  company.  They  were  afraid  to  take  an  active  part  in  it, 
It  agreed  to  contribute  toward  defraying  the  expense.  I  had  a  list  of 
Hne  twenty-four  names  of  those  who  contributed,  some  a  dollar  and 
>iQe  two  dollars,  toward  hiring  the  band  and  paying  the  expense  of  a 
'rench  speaker.    After  Mr.  Waters  came  with  a  notice  of  Mr.  Thayer's 

10  BOS 
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and  Mr.  MeAlen's  meeting,  tbis  notice  wbich  followed,  from  Mr.  McArthar 
to  my  father,  made  a  cliange.  Tbose  men  did  not  seem  to  dare  to  speak 
to  me  on  the  front  street  there;  they  would  come  around  after  dark  and 
call  me  out  to  speak  to  me;  they  would  pass  me  on  the  street  without 
si)eakiiig ;  and  they  told  me,  two  or  three  different  ones,  that  it  was  com- 
ing near  winter  and  they  did  not  wish  to  lose  their  job,  still  tbey  wished 
to  vote  for  Butler. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Was  there  a  manifest  change  in  the  behavior  of  the  voters! — A. 
Yes,  sir;  decidedly. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Were  you  a  voter  there? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  there  from  wh^t  time  in  September! — A.  I  think  it  was 
the  second  day  of  September. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  been  a  voter  in  that  village!-  -A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  took  quite  an  interest  in  politics  there  for  a  man  who  was  not 
a  voter! — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  J)id  >ou  work  politically  for  your  own  love  of  it,  or  because  some- 
body had  hired  you! — A.  Neither. 

Q.  You  worked  politically  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wore  you  hired  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  paid  for  your  time! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  worked  because  you  were  interested  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Chase  see  these  men  go  and  talk  with  you  when  tbey 
came  up  at  the  election  place! — A.  I  think  he  must  have  seeu  some  of 
them. 

Q.  Mr.  Chase  was  there,  saw  some  of  them  come  up,  and  they  had 
ballots  which  he  had  given  them  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  he  saw  them  go  and  talk  to  you  ! — A.  He  may  have. 

Q.  If  he  watched  very  closely  he  could  not  have  helped  it ! — A.  He 
may  have,  or  may  not. 

Q.  He  thought  that  some  forty  had  gone  back  on  them,  and  that  was 
about  the  number  of  those  for  whom  you  changed  ballots ! — A.  I 
changed  for  some  twenty  seven. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  Chase  discharging  those  men  ! — A.  He  had 
no  moans  of  knowing  who  they  were. 

Q.  I  thought  you  said  that  when  they  came  up  there  he  watched 
them  ! — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

Q.  He  knew  the  men  who  were  in  the  mill  and  saw  them  go  to  you  ! — 
A.  I  said  if  he  watched  them. 

Q.  ]f  he  saw  them  coming  he  must  have  seen  them  go  to  you  when 
they  got  there  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  his  discharging  those  men,  or  any  of  the 
forty,  because  they  went  back  on  him  or  voted  the  Butler  ticket!— A. 
I  do  not  think  he  knew  who  they  were. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  his  discharging  any  of  the  Frenchmen  who 
voted  the  Butler  ticket ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  you  changed  those  tickets  ! — A.  Some  of  them 
as  they  came  from  the  mill ;  some  outside  there. 

Q.  Taere  was  nobody,  then,  to  receive  those  men  as  they  came  from 
the  mill,  take  charge  of  them  and  march  them  up  to  the  polls  ! — A. 
There  was  an  overseer  with  every  team,  I  judge. 

Q.  Yet  they  were  not  so  watched  but  that  you,  in  broad  daylight, 
could  talk  with  them  and  change  their  votes  ! — A.  I  had  them  come  to 
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me,  aud  hacf  tbem  Laud  me  their  envelope  right  in  front  of  Chase, 
some  of  them. 

Q.  He  saw  you  change  the  tickets  then  T — A.  He  did  not  see  any. 

Q.  You  were  not  a  coujuror? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  he  not  see  it  then  ? — A.  Because  we  took  particular 
pains  not  to  let  him  see. 

Q.  How  could  you  elude  his  observation  if  he  was  watching  jou  f — 
A.  Some  men  would  come  to  me,  turn  their  backs  right  up  to  me,  put 
their  hands  out,  ask  for  a  Butler  ticket,  and  hand  me  the  other  while 
they  were  watching  him. 

Q.  Did  you  use  any  argument  to  convince  them  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did 
not  know  the  men. 

Q.  But  he  did  in  some  way  get  the  idea  that  they  had  gone  back  on 
him,  a  considerable  number  of  them  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  suppose  he  got  that  idea  if  he  did  not  see  you  change 
the  vote  ? — A.  I  sippose  that  some  of  the  other  voters  who  suspected 
some  of  them  told  him  the  others  had  changed  their  votes :  1  do  not 
know. 

Q.  Did  yon  get  that  French  speaker  there? — A.  I  went  with  Mr. 
Waters  for  him. 

Q.  Did  these  Frenchmen  talk  English  f — A.  Some  of  them  did,  I  be- 
lieve. 

Q.  Did  these  men  for  whom  you  changed  the  votes  talk  English  f — 
A.  I  think  that  most  of  them  did. 

Q.  Who  was  this  French  speaker? — A.  Dr.  King,  of  Webster,  Mass. 

Q.  Was  his  audience  composed  of  French  f — A.  Principally. 

Q.  Were  you  there  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  Did  he  talk  in  French  or  not? — A.  In  French. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  he  told  them  in  French  that  they  could 
get  ballots  of  you  ? — A.  He  told  me  that  he  would,  and  told  me  after- 
wards that  he  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  else  he  told  them  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  arguments  he  addressed  to  them  to  get  them 
to  vot<*  for  Mr.  Butler! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether,  up  to  that  time,  they  had  intended  to  vote 
agaiust  Mr.  Butler  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  they  voted  in  the  State  election  in  1877,  or  the 
year  before  that  f — A.  No,  sir ;  1  was  not  there. 

Q.  Were  you  a  voter  at  all  anywhere! — A.  1  am  a  voter  in  Connecti- 
cut. 

Q.  Have  you  been  made  such  since  you  were  there! — A.  I  had  been 
for  four  years. 

Q.  You  had  been  a  voter  in  Connecticut  before! — A.  Yes,  sir;  am 
still. 

Q.  But  had  never  been  a  voter  in  Massachusetts  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  conversed  with  many  of  these  Frenchmen  ! — A.  Some  of 
them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  a  single  Frenchman  whose  ballot  you 
changed! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  give  me  the  names  of  some  of  them  ! — A.  I  can  give  you 
the  name  of  the  single  one  of  whom  I  have  just  thought. 

Q.  What  is  his  name! — A.  Joseph  Herbert. 

Q.  Any  more! — A.  I  cannot  recall  the  names.  I  can  think  of  the 
men  very  well.    They  were  mostly  strangers  to  me. 

Q.  When  you  gave  the  ballots  to  them,  were  the  ballots  in  sealed 
envelopes! — ^A.  The  envelopes  were  not  sealed. 
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Q.  They  were  in  envelopes  I — A.  Yes,  sir.  * 

Q.  Did  they  look  at  them  ! — A.  Not  while  I  was  present. 

Q.  Did  they  seal  them? — A.  I  could  not  say  ;  some  did  and  some  <lid 
not. 

Q.  And  so  you  know  that  they  took  ballots  from  you  and  witboni 
looking  at  them  went  and  voted  them  ? — A.  I  changed  the  ballotewbid 
they  had. 

Q.  Did  yon  put  their  ballots  in  the  envelopes  which  they  hadf-A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  ballots  which  you  gave  them  and  which,  so  far  asyoi 
observed,  they  did  not  look*  at  but  went  and  voted! — A.  I  do  not  say 
that. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  ? — A.  I  changed  them  with  them,  and  fartbei, 
they  come  to  me  for  them.  I  stood  beside  Mr.  Waters  at  the  door,aoi 
80  they  came  for  them  those  men  would  call  me  outside  and  \raottt 
change  with  me.  1  changed  with  them,  told  them  they  wanted  the  vhitt 
[Butler]  ballot. 

Q.  Was  not  any  overseer  keeping  them  in  sight! — A.  They  wei* 
around  there.  The  overseer!  They  were  not  paying  much  attention tft 
him. 

Q.  He  did  not  watch  them  very  sharply,  if  you  could  do  such  a  thinj 
as  that  unobserved  by  him  ? — A.  I  guess  they  did  not  think  I  was  hand 
ling  the  ballot,  I  not  being  a  voter  in  the  town. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  You  worked  very  hard  in  that  town,  politically  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  not  employed  at  anything  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  there  ! — A.  From  September  2  until  Xovem- 
ber  15. 

Q.  The  moat  of  the  ten  weeks  you  spent  in  that  town  of  Sutton  ?— -^ 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  not  a  voter  and  had  no  interest  in  the  result  f — A.  ^^) 
sir. 

Q.  You  gave  that  amount  of  time  with  no  understanding  with  any- 
body that  you  were  to  be  paid  for  it ! — A.  I  was  there  on  a  vacation. 

Q.  1  say  you  gave  that  amount  of  time  with  no  understanding  that 
you  were  to  be  paid  for  it,  and  you  were  not  so  paid,  neither  by  anj 
agent  of  the  Democratic  party  nor  the  Democratic  candidate,  nor  any 
body  else  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  speak  of  these  envelopes.  These  men  had  their  ballots  in  en 
velopes  that  had  been  given  them  by  Mr.  Chase,  as  I  understand  yon?- 
A.  So  I  was  informed. 

Q.  And  some  of  those  envelopes  came  into  your  possession,  and  yo 
delivered  to  the  voter  another  envelope  with  a  Democratic  ballot  in  it 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  those  envelopes  different  in  appearance! — A.  The  envelope 
were  the  same. 

Q.  How  was  that  arranged  ! — A.  They  were  the  envelopes  furnishe 
by  the  secretary  of  state. 

Q.  The  envelope  is  an  oflScial  one  issued  for  that  purpose  ! — A.  Yei 
sir. 

Q.  Scarcely  any  of  these  Frenchmen  could  understand  our  English 
— A.  I  think  that  very  few  of  them  could  read  it. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  scarcely  any  of  them  could  sufficiently  unde 
stand  our  English  to  comprehend  a  political  speech,  or  to  follow  tl 
statistical  statements  and  course  of  reasoning  of  a  political  arguraei 
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Bed  in  the  English  language  ! — A.  I  should  tbiuk  that  some  of 

Duld. 

Jut  not  many  f — A.  Perhaps  a  few. 

bose  French  raen  are  from  Canada,  the  most  of  them  I — A.  Yes, 

hev  came  to  work  for  this  same  class  of  manufacturers  for  whom 
id  worked  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

bese  men  did  not  seem  to  have  had  any  means  of  learning  mach 
«r  poHrical  affairs,  did  they  f — A.  Some  of  them, 
at  very  few  of  ihem.    They  have  not  been  brought  in  contact 
e  mauafacturers,  but  get  their  living  from  the  business  which 
lanufacturers  carry  on  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

ow  do  you  account  for  it  that  they  come  here  and  vote  in  a  mass 
the  very  interests  and  very  business  from  which  they  derive 
?n  sustenance  ? — A.  We  had  French  citizens  there, 
on  have  French  citizens  there  who  vote  directly  contrary  to  what 
a  who  carry  on  the  business  think  is  so  necessary  for  their  pros- 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  and  of  their  help  f — A.  I  never  ac- 
1  for  it. 
h>  you  not  think  it  in  some  measure  against  their  own  interest  f— 

0  not  look  at  it  in  that  way. 

Ion  cannot  acconnt  for  their  doing  it  1 — A.  I  never  have  tried  to. 
Blair.  I  have,  but  failed. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Is  not  that  which  you  have  just  heard  from  the  Senator  the  way 
icb  the  mauafacturers  talk  to  their  men  ? — A.  I  think  it  is. 
The  speech  that  they  make  is  quite  the  same  kind  of  a  speech ; 
the  men,  when  working  for  the  manufacturers,  should  not  vote 
ist  the  interests  of  the  manufactarers  T — A.  That  is  not  just  the  way 

1  heard  Mr.  Chase  talk  to  them. 

Did  be  pat  the  same  idea  iti  different  language! — A.  Yes,  sir;  bat 
er  strouger  than  that. 

^  The  night  before  the  election,  yon  say,  this  French  physician  came 
t^ud  uiade  a  speech  f — A.  It  was  the  Saturday  night  before  the 
^.  Tbe  election  took  place  on  Tuesday. 
Uodyou  were  at  the  meeting? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
\'  These  men  all  knew  you  by  sight  pretty  well  f    Yoa  had  a  brother 
^^  been  working  in  the  establishment,  and  your  father  was  well 
^1  there! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  my  partner  used  to  be  an  overseer  there. 
This  French  physician  informed  them  at  the  meeting  that  any  of 
'  ^ho  wanted  to  vote  but  did  not  want  to  vote  the  Eepublican 
^  which  had  been  given  oat  to  them  by  Mr.  Chase  and  those  in  aa- 
^y  in  tbe  establishment,  could  get  their  tickets  exchanged  by  call- 
^  5'oa  ui)on  the  day  of  the  election ;  that  you  would  be  prepared  to 
^^ge  tickets  with  them  and  give  them  the  ticket  that  they  wanted 
^  -—A  Yes,  sir. 

^that,  in  parsaance  of  that  information,  these  men  came  to  yoa 
^  ^ay  of  the  election  and  yoa  exchanged  twenty-seven  tickest  f — Ar 
1  gave  twenty-seven.  I  received  three  of  the  tickets  they  had 
that  Saturday  or  the  day  before  the  election,  but  I  did  not  receive 
^Qtler  tickets  until  the  day  of  the  election,  and  on  that  day  I  gave 
-three men  whose  tickets  I  received  their  ballots. 
Those  three  gave  yoa  before  the  election  day  the  ones  that  had 
'  Siveu  to  them  in  the  envelopes  in  the  factory  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
•  ^^d  you  gave  out  27  Butler  tickets  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Yon  did  not  intend  that  anybody  should  see  you  give  those  tickets 
to  these  men  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  purpose  was  to  give  them  out  secretly  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  you  took  the  best  means  that  you  could  take  to  carry  that 
out  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  they  would  come  up  with  their  hacks  to  you,  hold  their 
hands  out,  ask  you  to  make  the  exchange  and  you  would  do  it,  they 
taking  your  envelopes  and  leaving  the  others  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  you  did  not  intend  that  Mr.  Chase  should  be  able  to  follow 
their  movements  ? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Was  there  any  difference  in  the  general  appearance  of  the  en- 
velopes ! — A.  No,  sir ;  Mr.  Waters  and  I  compared  them  in  the  morning 
and  found  them  just  the  same. 

Q.  All  the  tickets  that  you  got  from  them  were  Republican  tickets 
and  all  the  tickets  that  you  gave  them  back  were  Butler  tickets  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  had  expressed  a  desire  to  vote  Butler  tickets  I — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
they  came  to  me.     I  did  not  know  them. 

Q.  And  you  were  simply  aiding  them  to  carry  out  their  own  wishes, 
which  they  were  otherwise  unable  to  carry  out  by  reason  of  the  influence 
that  was  exerted  upon  them  ? — A.  Yes,  eir. 

Q.  You  had  been  engaged,  before  going  there,  in  what  business  ! — A. 
In  the  music  business — pianos  and  organs. 

Q.  In  selling  them  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  kept  a  music  store. 

Q.  You  were  visiting  your  friends  in  this  place  on  a  vacation,  as  yon 
say  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  W^here  was  this  French  speaker's  meeting  held! — A.  At  Mrs. 
Coggshall's.    It  was  out  of  doors,  an  open  air  meeting. 

Q.  What  one,  if  any,  of  the  Frenchmen  >vorking  in  the  mill  helped  to 
engineer  this  change  of  ballot ! — A.  All  of  them  who  got  the  ballot 
helped. 

Q.  Was  any  particular  one  among  the  men  from  the  mill  in  special 
charge  of  it? — A.  I  think  not.  The  reason  that  Dr.  King  told  them  that 
I  would  hand  them  the  ballots  was  that  they  were  all  afraid,  any  one 
of  them  alone  was  afraid,  to  take  hold  of  tbem. 

Q.  Did  yoi|  say  that  you  had  conversed  with  these  men  personally 
and  they  had  informed  you  that  they  wanted  to  vote  for  Mr.  Butler  i — 
A.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Platt.  I  thought  that  you  did  not  say  it,  and  yet  it  might  be  an 
inference  from  your  answer  to  Senator  McDonald's  question  that  vou 
did. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blaib.)  Were  you  born  in  this  country  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Adjourned. 


Boston,  Aug.  16, 1879. 
Tebrence  Kennedy  recalled. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Question.  You  stated  yesterday  that  you  had  been  a  soldier? — An- 
swer. Yes,  sir ;  I  served  in  the  Fifty-eighth  Massachusetts,  in  the  war 
of  the  rebellion. 

Q.  What  time  did  yon  go  into  tte  service  ! — A.  I  enlisted  in  1863,  and 
was  discharged  in  18G5. 

Q.  Where  did  you  serve! — A.  I  served  in  the  Army  of  the  Potomac. 
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iiider  General  fiurnside,  General  Meade,  and  the  last  general  who  com- 

iBiodeilj  who  was,  I  think,  Sparks. 

Q.  ^>reyoa  in  any  battles! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  the  principal  ones. — A.  Cold  Harbor,  Peters- 
3or^.    I  was  wounded  in  1865,  in  front  of  Petersburg. 

Q.  Where  were  you  wounded! — A.  In  the  hand.  (Exhibiting  wound.) 
lam  a  pensioner. 
Q.  Yon  draw  a  pension  on  account  of  that  wound ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 


Alvan  W.  Putnam  sworn  and  examined. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

QuestioD.  Where  do  you  live! — Answer.  In  the  town  of  Sutton,  VVor- 
»ter  County. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  November  election  in  1878! — A.  I  was.  It  was 
be  State  election. 

Q.  The  State  and  Congressional  elections  were  held  at  the  same  time! 
-A.  Ye.*>,  sir. 

Q.  Who  were  the  candidates  for  Congress! — A.  Mr.  Rice  was  the  Re- 
tublican  and  Mr.  Thayer  the  other  candidate. 

Q.  Describe  the  condition  of  the  room  into  which  the  employes  of  the 
Dills  were  brought  to  vote,  the  situation  of  the  ballot-box  and  the  pro- 
>esdof  voting  as  you  saw  it. — A.  The  town  meeting  was  held  in  the 
restry-room  nnder  the  Congregational  Church.  At  one  end  of  the  vestry- 
t>om  a  platform  had  been  raised  with  a  railing  around  it  probably  eigh- 
een  or  twenty  feet  in  length,  and  there  was  usually  drawn  up  along- 
ade  ot  that  a  long  settee,  and  so  arranged  as  to  leave  a  narrow  passage- 
ray  between  the  settee  and  the  railing,  the  oflScers  being  stationed  at 
either  end  of  it.  That  settee  is  usually  filled  with  lookers  on  watching 
:o  see  the  ballots  as  they  are  deposited. 

Q.  Was  the  ballot-box  closed  ! — A.  The  ballot-box  was  open,  stand- 
incr  on  square  tables  inside  of  the  railing. 

Q.  Who  was  the  selectman  in  charge  of  the  ballot-box! — A.  The  se- 
Itclmen  usually  take  charge — the  three  of  them.  Mr.  John  McArthur 
is  the  principal  of  the  selectmen. 

Q.  Is  he  connected  with  the  Manchaug  corporation  ! — A.  He  is  an 
employ^. 

Q.  \Vhat  are  his  politics! — A.  He  acts  with  the  Republican  partj'.     I 
eoald  not  tell  you  what  his  politics  are  ;  it  would  be  a  question. 
Q.  What  are  your  politics  ! — A.  I  am  a  prohibitory  Republican. 
Q.  Were  you  at  the  election  most  of  the  day  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Did  yon  see  what  occurred! — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  notice  any- 
thing i)articnlarl3%  that  is,  in  regard  to  the  balloting,  but  it  was  the  cur- 
rent report 

Q.  What  was  the  current  report! — A.  The  current  report  was  that 

Mr.  Chase 

Mr.  Platt.  I  object  to  current  reports.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  ought 

to  limit  this  some\?here. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  From  your  observation  of  the  manner  in  which  the  voting  wascon- 
<lncted  on  that  day,  what  do  you  know  of  what  occurred — was  there  or 
not  a  free  election  on  the  part  of  the  employes  of  the  corporation !— A. 
I  judge  that  there  was  not,  from  what  I  saw  and  heard,  and  what  I  heard 
Mr.  Chase  say  himself. 

Q.  State  it.— A.  I  was  sittihg  beside  the  Mr.  Rice  who  was  the  Demo- 
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craticcaiididate for  Representative,  aud  who  was  elected,  when  Mr.  Cban 
came  tohiiu  and  congratulated  him  upon  his  success,  that  is,  in  earrviog 
that  town.  1  said  to  Mr.  Chase,  '*  Why,  you  have  come  around  on  to  mf- 
ground'';.  Mr.  Rice  being  the  man  for  whom  the  prohibitionists  voted^ 
and  Mr.  Chase  having  voted  against  him  the  year  before,  and  haviaj 
this  time  voted  to  pay  off  the  organ  people  as  he  thought,  for  defeatinj 
the  man  for  whom  be  voted  the  year  before. 

Q.  What  else  did  he  say  about  him  ! — A.  I  don't  rec/Ollect  anytbii 
in  particular,  and  only  the  common  congratulatory  remarks  in  regai 
to  having  helped  elect  him. 

Q.  What  connection  did  Mr.  Chase  have  with  the  corporation?—. 
Mr.  Chase  is  the  clerk,  I  think,  and  does  its  paying.     I  think  he  pays 
the  help. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  this  case  of  Kennedy's! — A.  No, sir^l 
only  from  what  Mr.  Kennedy  has  told  me  from  time  to  time ;  I  have  uo 
personal  knowledge  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  day  of  which  Mr.  Kennedy  S!>eak8!— 
A.  Not  from  any  personal  knowledge. 

Q.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  where  Kennedy  lived?— A. 
Only  from  what  he  has  said.  He  has  said  that  he  lived  in  No.  13  Mid- 
dle Row. 

Q.  You  knew  that  he  lived  in  the  town  ! — A.  1  knew  that  he  lived  in 
Manchaug  Village. 

Q.  Is  he  there  now! — A.  No,  sir;  I  understand  not 

Q.  Who  owned  the  tenement  houses  in  the  village  of  Manchaug !— A. 
The  corporation. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ! — A.  Agriculture,  at  the  present  time. 

Q.  What  candidate  did  you  support  tor  governor  last  year! — A.  Dr. 
Miner,  the  prohibitory  candidate. 

Q.  Was  there  a  prohibitory  candidate  for  Congress? — A.  I  think  we 
bad ;  I  think  it  was  a  Westboro^  man  ;  I  do  not  recollect  his  name  now. 

Q.  Of  your  own  knowledge,  do  you  know  of  any  act  of  intimidatioo 
on  the  part  of  the  officers  of  the  corporation  toward  their  voters!— A 
Not  of  real  intimidation.  I  know  that  they  usually  watch  their  men; 
that  is,  Mr.  Chase  and  some  of  the  overseers  of  the  mill  are  usually  near 
the  polls  as  some  other  men  who  act  for  them  are. 

Q.  It  seems  from  the  testimony  of  the  witness  Frank  Kennedy,  yester- 
day, that  other  parties  watched  them  a  little  better  than  those  men  did? 
— A.  Mr.  Kennedy  knows  more  in  regard  to  those  matters  than  I  do : 
I  lived  some  five  miles  from  their  village ;  I  am  near  the  center,  aua 
their  village  is  some  five  miles  from  the  center. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  the  position  of  the  chairs  and  settee  in  the  voting  room  a»d 
of  the  people  who  were  there  make  a  narrow  passage  through  which  the 
voters  had  to  pass  up  to  the  polls! — A.  No,  sir;  not  until  they  got  up 
to  the  platform. 

Q.  There  was  then  such  a  narrow  ])assage  when  they  got  up  to  the 
j)latform  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  This  long  settee  was  drawn  up,  leaving  a  space 
about  wide  enough  for  men  to  pass  through  in  single  file  to  vote  as  their 
names  were  checked. 

Q.  Through  that  narrow  passage! — A.  Through  that  narrow  passage- 
These  men  were  standing  watching  there. 

Q.  Usually,  did  you  see  the  employes  of  the  corporation   brought 
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tJierpf— A.  I  did  uot  at  that  time.  But  tuej  usually  came  up  iu  large 
tesiBs. 

Q,  When  ! — A.  Usually,  I  think.  I  canuot  state  so  as  to  fix  dates, 
hull  know  they  usually  came  there  in  that  way. 

Q,  The  usual  practice  was  to  bring  them  in  large  teams! — A.  Yes, 
air. 

Q.  Are  they,  then,  brought  to  the  polls  and  voted  en  masse  f — A.  I 
thiak  they  usually  do  not  start  together;  my  impression  is  that  some- 
times those  teams  have  been  obliged  to  come  twice. 

Q.  Who  usually  meets  them  at  the  polls  and  takes  charge  of  them  ? — 
A.  1  do  not  know  that  anyone  meets  them,  but  I  have  frequently  seen 
Mr.  Chase  and  Mr.  Knox  standing  near  to  where  they  passed  through. 

Q.  What  became  usually  of  the  employes  alter  they  had  voted  ? — A. 
1  think  thev  are  usuallv  soon  taken  home. 

ii.  In  these  same  teams  in  which  they  had  been  brought  there? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  they  or  not  provided  with  tickets  when  they  come  to  the 
\K>\h ! — A.  1  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Have  you  been  familiar  with  the  arrangements  for  voting  in  other 
couutry  towns?  I  do  not  know  that  you  would  call  that  place  a  coun- 
try town  exactly. — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  a  country  town.  I  have  been  iu 
other  country  towns  at  elections. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  unusual  about  this  passage  way  f  Do  they 
Dot  usually  put  something  like  a  barrier  in  front  of  the  box  so  that  peo- 
ple have  to  pass  through  the  passage  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  anything 
of  the  kind  ;  and  what  is  peculiar  in  our  town  is  a  set  of  men  standing 
00  that  settee  and  watching. 

Q.  Active  politicians  are  pretty  apt  to  stand  near  the  ballot-box  iu 
all  places? — A.  We  suppose  that  the  more  active  a  man  is  iu  politics 
the  more  interest  he  takes  iu  it,  of  coarse. 

Q.  Active  Democrats  get  up  there  too,  do  they  not  ? — A.  I  presume 
80,  but  I  have  declined  voting  in  two  or  three  instances  because  I  was 
witclied.     I  did  not  care  so  much  about  voting,  or  I  would  have  voted. 

Q.  Yoa  do  uot  look  hke  a  man  who  would  be  easily  intimidated.  I 
do  not  know  that  it  is  claimed  you  were  intimidated.— A.  No,  sir;  I  was 
more  provoked  than  intimidated. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  ; 

Q.  Is  it  usual  to  vote  in  an  open  ballot-box  ? — A.  It  is  usual  in  our 
place, 

Q.  Is  it  usual  iu  other  places  ?^A.  Not  so  far  as  my  knowledge  ex- 
tends. 

Q.  Was  there  any  lid  to  the  ballot-box  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  the  ballot-box 
stands  on  a  table  or  desk,  and  the  clerk  checks  the  names  as  the  voters 
come  up  here.  [Indicating.]  Then  they  deposit  their  ballots  in  an 
o|)en  box  under  the  eye  of  the  selectman.  I  speak  of  a  State  elec- 
liou. 

Q.  What  is  the  size  of  that  box  ?— A.  I  should  think  perhaps  ten 
inches  iu  length  and  seven  or  eight  inches  wide. 

Q.  It  is  a  good  deal  like  voting  in  an  open  hat  f — A.  Y''e8  ;  it  is 
about  as  wide  as  that.  It  is  just  on  the  same  principle  as  would  be 
voting  in  an  oi)en  hat. 
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Lewis  Grigos  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Where  do  yon  live! — Answer.  In  the  town  of  Sutton,  the 
northwest  part  ot  the  town,  county  of  Worcester. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  election  of  1878? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  What  are  yoqr  politics! — A.  I  generally  vote  the  Republican 
ticker. 

Q.  Can  you  describe  the  manner  of  voting  at  the  Manchaug  or  Sut- 
ton polls  in  November,  1878,  and  how  the  employes  voted  or  were 
voted! — A.  There  are  no  Manchaug  polls;  the  polls  are  opened  in  the 
middle  of  the  town,  at  the  place  where  we  hold  town  meetings.  There 
is  a  sort  of  desk  or  platform,  with  the  selectmen  and  the  moderator  in- 
side and  the  box  outside;  the  box  to  receive  the  votes  being  outside. 
When  we  go  up  to  it  we  pass  something  as  we  would  pass  through  here 
[illustrating I,  and  go  in  the  opposite  direction. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  was  the  condition  of  the  room  when  the  era- 
plo.yes  of  the  corporation  were  brought  there  to  vote  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  not  a  narrow  passage  through  which  they  had  to  go 
up! — A.  There  was. 

Q.  Who  were  there  looking  after  their  votes! — A.  I  think  that  Mr. 
Chase  was  there.  1  cannot  remember  positively  in  regard  to  the  Stat« 
elections.     My  observation  was  more  particularly  in  the  local  elections. 

Q.  We  do  not  want  anything  about  local  elections! — A.  lean  tell 
you  but,  very  little,  as  I  lia<^e  not  anything  in  particular  sufficiently  clear 
in  my  mind  in  regard  to  the  State  election. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  that  occurred  in  the  election  of  No- 
vember, 1876! — A.  No,  sir;  I  cannot  particularize. 

Q.  Or  in  that  of  November,  1877  ! — A.  I  cannot  remember  at  this  mo- 
ment. 

Q.  What  has  been  the  custom  of  Mr.  Chase  or  Mr.  Knox  in  regard  to 
bringing  the  emyloyes  of  the  corporation  to  the  polling  place  and  voting 
them  f — A.  Generally  Mr.  Chase  came  up  there  with  them.  I  am  not  per- 
sonally acquainted  with  Mr.  Knox. 

Q.  How  were  the  men  brought  there  ? — A.  They  were  brought  in  large 
teams  and  in  large  carriages  generally,  the  majority  of  them. 

Q.  Were  they  taken  back  in  the  same  way  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  generally. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  came  with  tickets  ! — A.  Some  of  them 
did. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

*  Q.  How  far  are  the  polls  from  the  mill  of  the  Manchaug  corporation ! 
— A.  From  three  to  four  miles.  It  may  be  more  than  three  and  may  be 
more  than  four.    I  am  not  quite  certain. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrence  Kennedy,  the  witness,  who  sits  here 
now! — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  is  the  gentleman  sitting  over  there  who  testified 
yesterday.  I  know  him  by  having  seen  him  at  town  meetings.  I  am 
very  little  acquainted  with  him. 

Q.  Where  did  he  live  last  fall  ! — A.  I  think  he  lived  in  Manchaug. 

Q.  Did  he  live  in  one  of  the  tenement  houses  belonging  to  the  Man- 
chaug corporation  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  where  he  lived.  I  understood 
he  moved  last  fall  or  winter,  but  I  do  not  know  at  what  time. 

Q.  You  knew  him  to  be  a  resident  of  Manchaug  before  that  ?— A* 
Yes,  sir;  I  have  seen  him  at  town  meeting. 
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Q.  All  of  those  tenements  are  owned  by  the  Manchang  Company  f — 
A.  Yes, sir:  I  understand  that  they  are. 
Q.  They  own  the  whole  village,  the  public  hall  and  all  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

John  O.  Parker  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? — Answer.   In  Sutton. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  election  in  Sutton  in  November,  1878  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  How  near  to  the  village  of  Manchang  do  you  live? — A.  About 
three-quarters  of  a  mile  from  it. 

Q.  What  are  your  politics  t — A.  I  always  voted  the  Republican  ticket 
until  within  a  year  or  two. 

Q.  What  was  the  practice  of  the  Manchang  corporation  last  Novem- 
ber, with  respect  to  taking  their  emyloyes  to  the  polls  on  election-day  f 
— A.  The  practice  last  November  and  always  has  been  for  the  corpora- 
tion to  bring  them  in  large  teams. 

Q.  Are  they  taken  back  in  the  same  teams  usually? — A.  Yes,  sir; 
usually. 

*  Q.  Do  they  vote  in  the  middle  of  the  day  or  in  the  evening  ? — A.  They 
usually  get  there  and  vote  in  the  morning. 

Q.  Do  they  then  take  them  back  to  work  ! — A.  They  do,  when  they 
get  through. 

Q.  Who  was  at  the  polls  to  receive  the  employes  in  November  last  f 
—A.  Mr.  Chase. 

Q.  Is  he  connected  with  the  corporation  ? — A,  He  is  the  bookkeeper 
there. 

Q.  Who  takes  them  from  the  mills  to  the  polls? — A.  The  teams  of 
the  corporation  take  them,  and  they  usually  hire  a  team  from  Douglass* 

Q.  What  have  you  seen  in  regard  to  tickets  when  they  have  got  to 
the  polls  ! — A.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Chase  change  their  tickets.  He  gener- 
ally stands  at  one  side  there  where  there  is  a  small  place  to  go  through , 
and,  as  they  come  along,  he  always  has  the  ballots  there,  and  I  have 
seen  him  change  them,  and  have  seen  them  get  tickets  from  him  and 
carry  them  in. 

Q.  The  specific  tickets  you  speak  of,  did  they  examine  those! — A.  I 
do  not  know  whether  they  could  or  not.  Pretty  nearly  all  of  those  who 
work  there  are  French,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  they  could  examine 
them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  those  tickets  were  in  envelopes  or  open? — 
A.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Chase  give  tickets  to  them  that  were  open. 

Q.  Did  you  see  this  occur  in  November,  1878? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Spefjify  an  instance  and  describe  how  this  occurred,  if  you  can. — 
A.  As  they  passed  along  he  was  standing  there  on  this  side,  and  as 
they  would  come  up  to  the  polls  he  would  stop  them,  hand  them  one  of 
the  tickets,  and  say  ''H^re,  carry  it  in."  They  might  have  had  an  en- 
velope or  something  of  that  kind.  I  have  seen  them  have  envelopes.  I 
have  seen  that  occur. 

Q.  Did  you  or  not  see  Mr.  McArthur  do  the  same  thing  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  his  position  at  the  time  these  men  came  there  in  No- 
vember ? — A.  John  McArthur  was  one  of  the  selectmen. 

Q.  Had  he  charge  of  the  ballot-box? — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Have  you  seen  or  do  you  know  of  any  acts  to  influence  the  votes 
of  the  employes  on  the  part  of  Chase  or  McArthur,  or  requests  by  them 
that  the  employee's  should  vote  in  a  particular  way? — A.  Not  any  more 
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than  that  I  have  seeu  them  change  the  votes ;  that  is,  I  have  se«n  Mr. 
Chase  do  it. 

Q.  What  is  usuall.y  the  behavior  of  the  mill-hands  prior  to  the  elec- 
tion ?  Are  th(?y  open  in  the  expression  of  a  preference  for  candidates, 
or  are  they  rather  quiet! — A.  They  are  rather  quiet  with  me. 

Q.  You  could  not  get  much  out  of  them.  Did  you  hear  an  expression 
by  any  voter  as  to  his  desire  to  vote  in  a  way  which  would  not  be  known! 
— A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did  hear  any  that  day,  only  that  they  wanted 
an  envelope  to  vote  in. 

Q.  You  refer  to  the  men  who  are  employed  there  in  the  mills?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  has  been  the  habit  there  since  you  have  been  voting  at  the 
polls  with  reference  to  control  of  or  interference  with  the  employes  by 
the  agent,  if  you  know  anything  about  it  f 

Mr.  Platt.  Not  before  but  since  the  Presidential  election  of  1876. 

The  Witness.  Chase  has  always  been  there  and  has  always  taken  a 
part  there. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  This  system,  then,  of  controlling  voters,  if  they  have  been  con- 
trolled, has  been  continuous  since  the  general  election  of  1876,  at  geu*^ 
eral  elections  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Kennedy? — A.  I  am  acquainted  with  the  old 
gentleman  and  know  his  boys. 

Q.  What  are  his  politics  I — A.  1  think  he  is  a  Butler  man. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  Terrenoe  Kennedy  lived! — A.  He  lived  in 
Manchaug  village. 

Q.  In  whose  house? — A.  In  one  of  the  company's  houses. 

Q.  When  was  he  turned  out  of  that? — A.  A  little  before  the  election 
last  year,  1  think.  I  think  he  was  warned  out  before  the  election,  bat  I 
do  not  know  that  he  went  out  before  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  he  was  turned  out  ? — A,  I  do  not. 

Q.  He  was  active  as  a  Butler  man  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Chase  active  as  a  Butler  man  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  For  whom  was  he  active  ? — A.  He  was  a  straight  Bepablican. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  Terrence  Kennedy? — A.  Perhaps  a 
year  and  a  half  or  so.  1  could  not  tell  exactly.  I  got  acquainted  with 
his  family  when  they  moved  in  there. 

Q.  Had  he  a  son  working  in  this  factory  ? — A.  He  had  a  son,  Thomas 
Kennedy,  1  think,  was  his  name,  working  there  before  he  came  there.  I 
know  the  other  sons  apart,  but  do  not  know  them  personally. 

Q.  He  is  a  quiet,  peaceable  citizen,  and  has  always  borne  a  reputation 
for  quietness  ? — A.  He  has ;  so  far  as  I  know  of. 

Q.  He  always  had  quiet  about  his  house,  and  no  disturbance,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  a  wounded  soldier,  was  he  not  ? — A.  He  was  a  soldier.  I 
did  not  know  him  when  he  was  in  the  Army,  but  I  know  he  was  known 
as  a  wounded  soldier.  I  am  more  acquainted  with  his  family  than  I  am 
with  him. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  the  wound  in  his  hand  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Y'ou  say  that  Mr.  Chase  has  taken  tickets  out  of  the, hands  of  the 
mill  operatives  as  they  came  up  to  vote,  and  given  them  other  tickets  ?— 
A.  Y'^es,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  last  election  did  you  see  him  do  that  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  5  at  the 
election  last  fall ;  the  one  a  year  ago. 


INTIMIDATION   AND   FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSETTS.  157 

Q.  Were  the  tickets  he  took  out  of  their  hands  open  or  in  envelopes  ? — 
A.  They  were  in  envelopes.  I  think  there  were  some  of  both,  I  staid 
there  a  little  while,  and  saw  it  done. 

Q.  When  he  took  the  tickets  out  of  their  hands,  what  did  he  say  ta 
hem  ? — A.  He  said,  "  Here,  you  just  carry  that  in.^ 

Q.  He  was  a  little  suspicious  that  the  tickets  they  had  were  not 
ightf — A.  I  do  not  know.     I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  their  receiving  tickets  at  the  mill, 
before  they  started  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  far  do  you  say  you  live  from  this  village  of  Manchang  ? — 
L  About  three-quarters  of  a  mile. 

Q.  Whiit  is  your  occupation  ? — A.  I  am  a  peddler. 

Q.  Does  that  village  of  Manchaug  belong  to  the  manufacturing  com- 
pany ? — A.  1  suppose  it  does. 

Q.  The  whole  concern  ? — A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  The  town  house,  the  church,  and  the  tenement  houses — they  own 
the  whole  thing! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  a  village  that  has  been  built  up  in  connection  with  the  man- 
Dfactiiring  establishment  at  Manchaug? — A.  The  most  of  it ;  a  few 
bouses  have  been  built  within  a  year  or  two,  which  the  company  do  not 
own. 

Q.  Did  you  see  whether  or  not  the  men  voted  the  tickets  that  Chase 
pnt  into  their  hands  as  they  were  passing  upf — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw 
them  vote  them. 

Q.  He  stood  where  he  could  see  whether  they  did  vote  them  or  not ! — 
A.  Yes;  he  could  not  help  seeing  it. 

Q.  How  near  to  the  polls  was  he  when  they  put  the  tickets  in  ? — 
A.  0,  right  close. 

Q.  Was  there  any  chance  for  them  to  change  their  ballots,  if  they 
wanted  to  do  so  I — A.  Possibly  they  might  have. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  them  make  any  efltbrt  to  change  them  ! — A.  No  f 
none  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Could  they  have  changed  their  tickets  without  Chase  seeing  them 
doit?— A.  I  think  so. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  You  have  stated  that,  until  within  the  last  two  or  three  years,  you 
generally  acted  with  the  Republicans.  With  whom  have  you  acted  in 
the  last  two  or  three  years? — A.  I  have  not  voted  all  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  vote  in  1878  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  whom  whom  did  you  vote  for  governor  in  1878  ? — A.  I  voted 
the  Democratic  ticket,  I  guess. 

Q.  For  Abbott  ?— A.  Yes ;  for  Abbott. 

Q.  Have  yon  been  in  consultation  with  any  one  in  this  city  as  to  what 
you  were  to  testify  to  here  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  told  no  one  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  not  your  testimony  been  taken  down  ;  that  is,  what  you  would 
testify  to  here t — A.  Perhaps  so;  a  man  talked  to  me  a  little  about  it. 

Q'  What  man  w^as  he  f — A.  I  do  not  know  him. 
.  Q*  Point  him  out  if  you  can. — A.  (Indicating  the  stenographer.)    This 
18  the  gentleman,  here,  I  guess. 
Q*  That  is  the  reporter. — A.  No  ;  there  is  the  gentleman,  over  there. 
Q-  Mr.  McDavitt,  do  you  mean  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q*  These  Manchaug  voters  live  some  three  miles  away  from  the 

polls  ?^A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  It  is  rather  iiicouveuient  for  ibem  to  walk  that  distance  f — A.  Ye«, 
sir ;  it  rather  uecessitates  some  riding. 

Q.  You  saw  voters  brought  to  the  polls  and  saw  Chase  there  to  re- 
ceive them.  Did  you  see  any  man  named  Kennedy  there  to  receive 
them  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  You  say  that  Chase  changed  one  or  two  tickets.  Did  you  see  a 
young  man  by  the  name  of  Kennedy  change  twenty -seven  tickets  ?— A. 
1^0,  sir. 

Bv  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Chase  changed  the  tickets  of  the  men  without  any  request  of  the 
men  to  that  effect,  did  he  not ! — X.  Yes  ;  as  they  came  up. 

Q.  Chase  took  the  tickets  out  of  their  hands! — A.  Well,  they  were 
changed.     I  saw  them  changed. 

Q.  They  made  no  request  of  him  as  they  passed  up  ! — A.  No. 

Q.  He  just  took  their  tickets  out  of  their  hands  and  handed  tbem 
others? — A.  He  handed  them  the  tickets  and  said,  **  Just  carry  this  in." 
1  did  not  see  him  take  any  away  from  them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  voters  voting  at  those  polls  who  do  not  live 
so  far  away  from  the  polls  as  three  miles  who  are  brought  there  iu  the 
company's  teams  ! — A.  O,  some  of  them  walk  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  establishment  that  carries  its  help  up 
iu  wagons  to  vote  there! — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Q.  The  people  from  that  town  come  up  individually  except  those  of 
this  corporation  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  These  men  are  brought  up  there  iu  the  morning  in  the  wagous^ 
Chase  is  at  the  i>oll8,  they  are  put  in  the  wagons  again,  and  taken  back 
to  work  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  That  is  not  the  case  with  any  other  establishment  in  the  town  ?— 
A.  I  never  noticed  any  other.    They  are  close  by  me. 

Q.  The  farmers  usually  walk  to  the  polls  in  the  afternoon  ? — A.  The 
most  of  the  farmers  have  teams  and  ride. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Since  yon  came  to  the  city,  Mr.  McDavitt  asked  you  what  you 
knew  about  the  voting  at  the  Manchaug  polls  last  fall? — A.  It  was 
something  to  that  effect. 

Q.  It  was  this  morning  just  before  you  were  called  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  it  might  be  seen  whether  it  was  worth  while  to  call  you  ?— 
A.  I  suppose  so. 

Bv  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  Do  not  the  Democrats  furnish  teams  to  bring  voters  to  the  polls 
in  that  town  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  they  do  unless  the3'  take  a 
brother  Democrat  in  with  them  and  carry  him.  I  generally  take  my 
neighbors,  carry  them,  and  let  them  vote  which  way  they  please.  I 
have  a  big  wagon  and  generally  carry  up  men  of  either  party. 

Q.  Is  there  any  manufacturing  establishment  in  that  town  other  tban 
that  of  the  Manchaug  corporation  f — A.  There  is  the  Wilkersonville, 
but  it  is  not  very  large. 

Q.  How  many  voters  would  they  have  in  that  establishment  there?— 
A.  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  How  far  off  from  the  polls  is  it ! — A.  About  two  or  three  miles,  I 
think. 

Q.  How  do  the  voters  from  that  establishment  go  up  to  the  jwlls  ?— 
A.  They  come  up  in  teams,  some  of  them,  and  some  afoot. 
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LE15DEB  Putnam  sworn  and  ex»miued. 

Bj  the  Chairman: 

Quei$tiou.  Where  do  you  live?— Answer.  In  Sutton. 

Q.  How  near  to  Manchaa*? ! — A.  O je  mile. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  election  last  November  I — A.  I  do  not  remember 
irbftber  I  was  or  not ;  I  think  I  was  not. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  the  employes  of  the  Manchaug  corpor- 
ation being  voted  by  the  agents  or  superintendents  or  any  of  them ! — 
A.  As  to  those  that  I  know  of,  Mr.  Chase  has  been  there  at  the  polls 
vben  I  have  been  in,  and  has  passed  votes  to  them.  Lie  never  passed 
aoy  votes  to  me,  nor  gave  me  any. 

Q.  You  saw  Mr.  Chase  there  passing  votes  to  them  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  come  in  wagons  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  go  back  in  the  same  way  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  last  see  thisi — A.  This  last  spring,  at  the  last  town 
meeting. 

Q.  Did  you  see  it  in  November  last! — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  I 
was  there  then. 

Q.  Did  you  see  it  in  1876  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  1  did  or 
iK)t,  because  I  have  missed  several  elections,  but  I  have  seen  it  when  I 
Lave  been  there  at  our  town  meeting. 

Q.  When  you  have  been  there  have  you  seen  Mr.  Chase  there  doing 
this  in  the  way  you  have  stated  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  I  understand  that  you  have  missed  some  of  the  elections  since 
1876!— A.  I  have  missed  some  of  them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  You  cannot  specify  which  ones  I — A.  No,  sir. 


Heis'ry  Whiting  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Where  do  you  live! — Answer.  In  Oxford. 
Q.  Is  that  in  the  town  ot  Sutton  f — A.  No,  sir;  it  adjoins  the  town. 
Q.  What  do  you  know  about  elections  in  the  town  of  Sutton  since 
and  iucluding  the  Presidential  election  of  1877,  as  to  their  management 
and  conduct  with  reference  to  the  employes  5f  the  Manchaug  corpora- 
tion?—A.  I  resided  in  the  town  of  Sutton  in  the  year  1877 ;  went  to  the 
polU  aud  voted  in  the  fall  at  the  State  election.    My  attention  was  called 
to  the  |)ecu1iar  way  they  had  of  managing  the  voters  there.     I  stepped 
up  to  the  little  railing  that  they  had  there  to  go  around  and  up  to  the 
l>oll8,  and  1  saw  two  men  stationed  at  the  entrance  where  the  voters 
▼ent  in.    One  was  a  Mr.  Chase,  the  other  was  a  Mr.  Knox.    I  saw  that 
the  help  of  the  village  (1  was  acquainted  with  a  great  portion  of  them) 
caiue  along  in  a  sort  of  rotation.    Mr.  Chase  was  on  one  side  and  this 
Mr.  Kuox  was  on  the  other,  and  as  each  man  came  up  they  would  take 
bold  of  the  ticket  that  the  man  had,  and  say,  "  That  Is  right,  pass  on." 
Auotber  would  come  up,  and  they  would  say,  *'  That  is  right,  pass  on." 
Another  would  come  up,  and  they  would  say,  "  Hold  on,  that  is  not  the 
vote  you  want  to  cast."    "Why,  yes,  it  is  the  vote  I  want  to  cast." 
^*^'o,  it  is  not."    *'  Why,  certainly,  this  is  my  vote."    "  O,  no ; "  and  lie 
got  it  oat  of  the  man's  hands,  tore  it  up  and  threw  it  on  the  floor.    He 
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said,  "You  do  not  want  to  vote  such  a  damned  vote  as  that.''  He  then 
handed  the  voter  another  one.  The  man  then  remarked,  '*!  don't  want 
to  cast  this  vote."  The  reply  was,  "Go  right  along;  that  is  the  vote 
yon  want."  The  man  went  right  along  and  put  it  in  the  box.  Mr.  Hast- 
ings, the  constable,  stood  right  opposite,  and  I  stood  perhaps  four  feet 
from  this  Mr.  Knox. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Is  it  of  Mr.  Knox  or  Mr.  Chase  that  you  are  speaking! — A.  Of 
Mr.  Knox.  Right  opposite  to  me  stood  the  constable,  Mr.  Hastings.  I 
called  his  attention  to  this.  I  said,  "Do  yon  call  that  legal  voting  !" 
He  kind  of  laughed  and  shook  his  head. 

By  Mr.  Blair: 

Q.  I  did  not  hear  your  last  statement. — A.  I  say  that  Mr.  Hsistings 
stood  opposite  to  me.  I  could  have  touched  him  with  my  hand  by 
reaching  across.  There  was  just  room  in  the  passage  to  pass  through 
and  go  up  to  th'e  ballot-box.  I  called  the  constable's  attention  to  this 
way  of  voting — asked  him  if  he  saw  this  man  take  the  man's  ballot,  tear 
it  up,  and  throw  it  on  the  floor;  and  he  kind  of  laughed.  It  seemed  as 
if  he  did  not  want  to  take  any  notice  of  it.  Mr.  Henry  Stockwell  stood 
opposite  to  him.  I  asked  him,  "  What  right  or  business  have  you  stand- 
ing here  in  the  way  of  voters,  and  dictating  to  them  f "  He  replied, 
"That  is  none  of  your  business;  that  is  a  right  we  have,  and  we  are 
going  to  attend  to  them."  Then  I  went  over  and  asked  Mr.  Jason 
Waters  if  he  tiiousjht  that  that  was  a  legal  way  to  vote  in  Sutton.  He 
thought  it  was  not.  I  remarked,  "  I  am  ignorant  of  the  law,  but  I 
should  like  to  have  this  thing  looked  up";  and  I  went  away  disgusted 
with  the  voting,  and  went  home. 

Q.  Was  this  Mr.  Hastings  connected  with  the  corporation  in  any 
way  ! — A.  He  was  the  constable  in  the  town. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  employed  by  the  Manchaug  corpora- 
tion ? — A.  I  think  not.  He  is  not  employed  by  them.  He  was  tax  col- 
lector there. 

Q.  He  is  one  of  the  officers  who  are  elected  by  the  town  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  What  had  Mr.  Stockwell  to  do? — xV.  He  is  one  of  the  officials 
there;  I  think  he  is  one  of  the  overseers  of  the  poor.  He  holds  some 
little  office  in  the  town. 

Q.  Is  he  elected  by  the  town  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Chase  about  this  matter  ? — A. 
I  had,  several  times  during  the  year.  He  used  to  con^e  to  my  place.  I 
kept  a  hotel. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  the  elections  ? — A.  There  was  one  time 
when  the  Eepublican  party  felt  a  little  afraid  that  they  could  not  elect 
some  men  they  had  put  up. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blair.)  Has  this  reference  to  a  local  or  town  election  ? 

Tne  Chairman.  My  question  was  not  as  to  what  occurred  in  a  town 
election,  but  as  to  what  Chase  said. 

Mr.  Blair.  The  witness  was  going  on  to  speak  of  some  local  niatter^ 
apparently. 
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;JO(/er General  Barnside,  General  Meade,  and  the  last  general  who  com- 
anodeilj  who  was,  I  think,  Sparks. 

Q.  VVereyoQ  in  any  battles? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  the  principal  ones. — A.  Cold  Harbor,  Peters- 
ttrg.   I  was  wounded  in  1865,  in  front  of  Petersburgr. 
Q.  Where  were  you  wounded  I — A.  In  the  hand.  (Exhibiting  wound.) 
un  a  pensioner. 
J.  You  draw  a  pension  on  account  of  that  wound  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 


XVAN  W.  Putnam  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

uestion.  Where  do  you  live! — Answer.  In  the  town  of  Sutton,  Wor- 
er  County. 

.  Were  you  at  the  November  election  in  1878? — A.  I  was.  It  was 
State  election, 

.  The  State  and  Congressional  elections  were  held  at  the  same  time? 
.  Yes,  sir, 

.  Who  were  the  candidates  for  Congress? — A.  Mr.  Rice  was  the  Re- 
lican  and  Mr.  Thayer  the  other  candidate. 

.  Describe  the  condition  of  the  room  into  which  the  employes  of  the 
s  were  brought  to  vote,  the  situation  of  the  ballot-box  and  the  pro- 
of voting  as  you  saw  it. — A.  The  town  meeting  was  held  in  the 
ry-room  under  the  Congregational  Church.  At  one  end  of  the  vestry- 
Q  a  platform  had  been  raised  with  a  railing  around  it  probably  eigh- 
1  or  twenty  feet  in  length,  and  there  was  usually  drawn  up  along- 
ot  that  a  long  settee,  and  so  arranged  as  to  leave  a  narrow  passage- 
between  the  settee  and  the  railing,  the  oflQcers  being  stationed  at 
er  end  of  it.    That  settee  is  usually  filled  with  lookers  on  watching 
ee  the  ballots  as  they  are  deposited. 

.  Was  the  ballot-box  closed  ? — A.  The  ballot-box  was  open,  stand- 
on  square  tables  inside  of  the  railing. 

'.  Who  was  the  selectman  in  charge  of  the  ballot-box? — A.  The  se- 
men usually  take  charge — the  three  of  them.  Mr.  John  McArthur 
be  principal  of  the  selectmen. 

K  Is  he  connected  with  the  Mauchaug  corporation  ? — A.  He  is  au 
)loy^. 

!•  NVhat  are  his  politics  ? — A.  He  acts  with  the  Republican  party.    I 
Id  not  tell  you  what  his  politics  are  ;  it  would  be  a  question. 
I  What  are  your  politics  ? — A.  I  am  a  prohibitory  Republican. 
[.  Were  you  at  the  election  most  of  the  day  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
},  Did  you  see  what  occurred? — A.  Xo,  sir;  I  did  not  notice  any- 
Qg  particularly,  that  is,  in  regard  to  the  balloting,  but  it  was  the  cur- 

t  report 

J.  What  was  the  current  report? — A.  The  current  report  was  that 

.  Chase 

Wr.  Platt.  I  object  to  current  reports.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  ought 
limit  this  somewhere. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  From  your  observation  of  the  manner  in  which  the  voting  wascon- 
cted  on  that  day,  what  do  you  know  of  what  occurred — was  there  or 
t.i  free  election  on  the  part  of  the  employes  of  the  corporation  ?— A. 
Qdge  that  there  was  not,  from  what  I  saw  and  heard,  and  what  I  heard 
•  Ubase  say  himself. 
?.  State  it.— A.  I  was  sittihg  beside  the  Mr.  Rice  who  was  the  Demo- 
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ried  to  any  such  extent;  I  have  seen  where  a  few  individuals  would  be 
influenced  by  men  by  the  way  of  being  afraid  of  being  turned  off  by 
their  employers. 

Q.  But  this  was  really  an  extraordinary  thing  f — A.  I  never  before 
saw  such  a  wholesale  business  carried  on. 

Q.  There  was  nothing  like  it  in  the  State,  was  there  f — A.  Yes ;  in 
every  town,  more  or  less,  but  not  to  such  an  alarming  extent.  Oh,  yes ; 
I  do  not  think  there  is  a  town  that  I  know  of  where  I  have  not  known 
of  cases  of  men  being  influenced ;  and  they  have  even  told  me  that 
they  would  vote  differently  if  they  dared  to,  but  they  did  not  wane  to 
lose  their  jobs.     "  It  is  better  than  to  starve,''  I  heard  one  man  say. 

Q.  The  influence  that  has  been  thus  exercised  has  been  pretty  much 
all  by  liepublicans  u|>on  Democrats,  has  it  f — A.  It  has  been,  so  far  as 
I  have  any  knowledge  of  politics. 

Q.  You  have  extensive  knowledge! — A.  I  have  had  for  the  last  twenty* 
Ave  years;  it  has  been  Republican  influence  all  that  time. 

Q.  My  question  was  whether  this  intimidation  or  exertion  of  influence 
in  the  way  you  speak  of  has  been  pretty  much  all  by  Republicans  upon 
Democrats? — A.  It  has  been.  1  do  not  know  that  I  ever  heard  from 
the  other  party  a  threat  made. 

Q.  You  never  heard  of  their  having  done  anything  wrong  whatever 
in  this  regard  ? — A.  I  do  not  known  but  that  they  have  done  something 
wrong. 

Q.  But  you  never  knew  of  it! — A.  I  never  knew  of  it. 

Q.  In  all  your  traveling  throughout  the  State,  the  political  practice 
of  the  Democratic  party  has  seemed  to  you  absolutely  perfect,  has  it 
not? — A.  I  could  not  say  that  it  was. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  anything  to  be  done  by  the  Democrats  of 
this  State  in  the  way  of  influencing  the  votes  of  others? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Never  anything  of  that  kind? 

The  Witness.  Do  you  mean  to  have  me  answer  like  this,  that  I  never 
knew  a  man  to  be  influenced  by  the  Democrats  or  bribed  ? 

Mr.  Blaib.  In  an  improi)er  way. 

A.  I  never  knew  him  to  be  bribed. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  a  man  to  be  influenced  improperly  in  his  vote 
through  Democratic  effort  in  this  State  ? — A.  Only  by  talk. 

Q.  By  improper. talk? — A.  No,  I  never  heard  that  it  was  by  im- 
proper talk. 

Q.  Then  it  is  not  improper  to  influence  a  vote  by  proper  talk? — 
A.  I  think  not.  ^ 

Q.  Then  I  ask  you  again  if  you  have  ever  known  a  single  thing  to  be 
•done  improperly  by  the  Democratic  party  of  this  State  in  influencing  a 
rote  ? — A.  Not  a  single  case. 

Q.  Did  3*ou  ever  hear  of  any  such  case? — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  might 
tiave,  but -if  I  did,  it  was  a  thing  that  I  did  not  take  any  notice  of,  be- 
eaase  it  would  have  been  a  merely  trivial  affair. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  The  Democrats,  generally,  are  not  in  control  of  these  manufactur* 
ing  establishments,  are  they? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Those  are  usually  controlled  by  Republicans? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  intimidations,  the  apprehensions,  and  fears  of  being  turned 
out,  that  you  speak  of,  occurred  in  establishments  controlled  by  Repub- 
licans. Those  are  what  you  have  heard  of  quite  frequently  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 
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Q.  Yoa  do  not  know  of  any  manufacturing  establisbment  that  comes 
iPiMBU*  to  commanding  its  entire  force  as  does  the  one  here  spokea 
HfZ-A.  I  never  saw  any  wholesale  business  but  in  the  case  of  that 


Edwin  H.  Hutchinson  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

^aestion.  Where  do  you  live? — Answer.  In  Sutton,  Mass. 
I  Have  you  been  a  member  of  the  legislature! — A.  I  was,  in  1871. 
!•  What  are  your  politics  ! — A.  I  am  a  Republican,  but  I  always 
A  to  vote  where  I  can  hit  the  liquor  business  the  hardest.    1  never 

occasion  to  vote  with  the  Democratic  party  in  that  direction.  I 
id  for  Mr.  Talbot  and  for  Mr.  Eice,  but  I  did  not  vote  the  whole  Re- 
lican  ticket  last  fall ;  I  voted  for  Talbot  because  I  wanted  to  kill  off 
Butler,  because  I  did  not  want  Mr.  Butler  for  governor.  I  do  not 
ir  that  I  shall  do  it  again,  however. 

.  Now  we  have  your  general  surroundings.  Tell  us  how  elections 
conducted  in  the  town  of  Sutton,  with  reference  to  the  corporations 
«. — A.  The  most  that  I  can  say,  gentlemen,  is  to  corroborate  the 
imony  of  Mr.  In  man  and  some  others.  The  selectmen  and  the  town 
k,  who  checks  the  list,  sit  at  a  desk  and  the  otflcers  generally  draw 
their  settee,  just  making  a  passage  wide  enough  for  a  single  file  to. 
)  through  in  detail.  Here  the  voters  pass  through.  The  clerk  sits 
ne  end,  and  usually  Mr.  Chase  stands  at  the  entrance  and  sometimes 
st«  the  clerk  in  checking  the  names.  Most  of  these  operatives  from 
ichaug  are,  personally  and  by  name,  unknown  to  the  citizens  of  the 
n;  they  are  transient,  coming  and  going.  Mr.  Chase  sometimes  as* 
» the  clerk,  saying,  ^^This  is  that  man^s  name,''  and  so  on. 
(.  Have  you  seen  him  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  ballots  of  the 
srs? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  personally.  I  am  not  a  politician, 
t.  Was  Mr.  Chase,  at  the  time  you  saw  him  do  this,  connected  with 
board  having  charge  of  the  ballots  in  any  way  Y — A.  No,  sir.    He  is 

of  the  assessors ;  has  been  ever  since  he  came  into  town ;  he  is 
irman  of  the  assessors,  but  has  no  supervision  of  the  ballot  in  any 
f  only  as  he  is  self-appointed  supervisor — his  understood  capacity  iu 
town. 

\.  What  is  that  understood  self-appointed  capacity  ! — A.  It  is  to 
id  near  there  and  if  a  man  wants  to  vote  to  give  him  a  ballot. 
!.  Have  yon  seen  Mr.  Knox  there  Y — A.  I  have  seen  him  around  there 
1  have  seen  him  quite  active. 

(.  Do  yoa  know  the  mode  of  bringing  these  voters  there  ft*om  the 
Iftf — A.  I  know  that  they  usually  come  up  in  their  company  tBamSy 
1  that  the  men  go  back  with  the  teams. 

).  By  whom  were  the  men  taken  charge  of  at  the  polls  Y — A.  I  do 
b  kaow  that  there  was  any  one  in  particular  to  take  charge  of  them. 
^  Tbey  go  to  the  polls  and  Mr.  Chase  is  there  Y — A.  Mr.  Chase  usa- 
y  stands  there  ready  to  help  them  in  anything  they  need  to  have 
oe, 

^  Do  you  remember  anything  that  was  said  by  Chase  in  reference  to^ 
s  corporation  or  his  actions  toward  itY — A.  I  have  no  personal  knowl- 
ge  in  regard  to  anything  that  would  affect  this  case  at  all  that  you 
)Qld  care  to  hear.  I  have  heard  a  great  deal,  of  coarse,  which  amounts 
a  conviction  in  my  mind,  and  would,  too,  iu  yours  if  you  heard  it. 
Q*  A  conviction  of  what  1*— A.  A  conviction  that  he  interferes  with 
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the  ballots.  And  it  is  from  what  he  has  said,  that  is,  he  has  said  it  to 
others ;  of  course,  he  never  said  it  to  me.  He  tells  who  shall  be  elected 
and  who  shall  not  be  elected,  bat  I  suppose  he  does  it  by  votes.  If  it 
was  testimony,  I  should  like  to  repeat  what  his  associate  on  the  board 
told  me  that  Chase  had  told  him. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

^  Q.  Who  was  he  ! — A.  Charles  A.  Searles.  He  is  living  in  Millbury, 
now. 

The  Chairman.  That  is,  perhaps,  not  admissible. 

The  Witness.  1  did  not  suppose  it  was  competent,  and  that  is  the 
reason  I  did  not  put  it  in  without  your  leave. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Mr.  Chase  is  the  autocrat  of  the  elections  in  Manchaug? — A.  I 
think,  sir,  perhaps  that  may  describe  it. 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  that  describes  him  pretty  well? — A.  I  think  it 
would. 

Q.  You  understand  and  know  him  to  be  that! — A.  Yes. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  the  business  of  the  town  controlled  by  the  corporation  t — A,  I 
think  so.    They  intend  that — no  doubt  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Torrance  Kennedy  ! — A.  I  know  him  by  sight  and 
by  name. 

Q.  Do  you  know  him  to  have  been  living  in  Manchaug  Village? — A. 
Yes,  sir.  He  made  the  same  statements  to  me  that  he  has  made  to  you, 
before  he  made  them  to  you. 

Q.  He  is  a  peaceable,  quiet,  orderly  citizen  f — A.  I  never  heard  any- 
thing to  the  contrary. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  he  was  living  at  and  just  before  the  election 
laut  fall  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  How  far  do  you  Jive  from  the  village  of  Manchaug? — A.  I  live  at 
about  the  center  of  the  town,  four  or  five  miles  from  the  village.  I  used 
to  be  there  very  often,  in  the  town  office  which  I  used  to  hold.  Affairs 
have  changed  there  a  good  deal ;  and  I  go  there  very  seldom. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  corporation  means  to  control  the  town.  W  bat 
do  you  mean  by  that !  Who  are  the  principal  officers  of  the  town  f — A. 
The  selectmen  and  assessors.  I  mean  by  that  that  they  mean  to  assess 
their  own  taxes  on  their  property. 

Q.  Who  are  the  assessors  If — A.  Mr.  Chase  is  *^  the  "  assessor.  He  has 
two  associates.  He  is  the  company's  bookkeeper  and  their  principal 
man  really. 

Q.  Do  you  vote  for  Mr.  Chase  for  assessor! — A.  I  think  I  voted  for 
him  once.  I  guess  it  was  the  first  time  when  he  came  there.  I  have 
not  voted  for  him  since. 

Q.  You  are  friendly  with  hiajf — A.  Mr.  Chase  and  I  are  good  friends, 
so  far  as  I  know.  I  have  acted  with  him  in  a  matter  of  a  town  history 
that  we  have  been  getting  up  this  year. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  and  Mr.  Chase  do  not  exactly  agree  on  the  matter  of  temper- 
ance?— A.  I  do  not  know  personally  of  Mr.  Chase's  views.  i 

Q.  What  do  you  know,  from  what  Mr.  Chase  has  told  you,  in  regard 
to  the  taxing  of  the  property  of  the  corporation! — A.  1  know  nothing 
from  what  he  told  meabout  it. 


/ 
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Bv  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  flare  yon  a  feeling  that  the  property  of  that  corporation  is  not  snffi- 
teotly  taxed  nnder  the  present  management  ? — A..  I  have  that  feeling. 
Q.  Does  it  not  occur  to  yon  that  that  feeling  creates  a  little  prejudice 
joarmind  against  the  corporation? — A.  I  do  not  think  it  amounts  to 
at  I  mean  to  deal  fairly.  I  have  always  said  that  I  meant  that 
iDchang  should  have  her  full  share  of  the  offices  and  emoluments. 
Q.  There  is  really,  then,  a  kind  of  feeling  in  the  town  that,  in  local 
kirs,  the  Manchaug  corporation  is  unduly  controlling  things  f — A. 
ere  is  a  strong  feeling  to  that  effect  in  other  portions  of  the  town. 
J.  And  especially  about  getting  their  property  in  as  it  ought  to  be 
;ed  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  is  a  good  deal  of  that.  The  town  does  not 
lly  think  that  Mr.  Chase  ought  to  be  an  assessor. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

I.  Do  you  think  that  this  case  is  an  exception  ?    Do  you  know  of  any 

er  such  casef — A.  I  think  it  is  an  exception.     I  do  not  know  what 

y  do  in  other  towns. 

J.  (After  discussion  upon  the  exact  purport  of  the  last  answer.)  I  will 

;  you  again.    Do  you  know  of  any  case  such  as  this  one  in  the  State 

Massachusetts  f — A.  I  do  not. 

I.  Do  yon  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  elections  are  as  free 

I  fair  in  Massachusetts  as  they  are  anywhere  elsef — A.  I  think  they 

,  and  ]>erhaps  more  so. 

j.  You  have  be^n  as  far  as  Washington  ? — A.  I  did  go  to  Washing- 

I  ouce. 

By  31  r.  Platt  : 

$.  About  what  amount  in  value  (I  do  not  suppose  you  can  get  at  it 

)eptap[)roximately)  has  the  corporation  invested  up  there?     How 

lensive  are  their  works  there  ! — A.  I  think  their  property  was  ap- 

kised  at  the  time  they  were  involved  and  had  some  difficulty  in  set- 

ment  at  over  a  million. 

ij.  It  isa  large  establishment? — A.  Yes,  sir,  very  large;  they  pay  taxeSi 

biuk,  on  over  $400,000.    I  would  not  give  these  as  exact  figures. 

Q.  1  did  not  snppose  that  you  could.    Do  you  know  what  the  rate  list 

the  town  is? — A.  I  do  not. 

(^  Or  the  rate  of  taxation  up  there? — A.  The  rate  of  taxation  last 

1  was,  I  think,  a  little  less  than  nine  mills  on  the  dollar. 

Q.  How  long  has  the  corporation,  that  is,  the  present  company,  been 

ire? — A.  From  three  to  five  years,  I  think. 

Q.  Are  there  other  large  corporations  in  the  town  ? — A.  There  is  an- 

aer  cotton  company  owned  by  the  Slaters ;  it  is  in  the  east  part  of  the 

irn  directly  opposite. 

Q.  Is  it  a  large  establishment? — A.  It  is  not  neiir  so  large  as  this 

Q.  When  was  that  put  there  ? — ^A.  It  was  put  there  before  I  came  to 
le  town,  I  think  ;  that  is,  it  has  been  growing  up. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Tbe  Manchaug  Company  elected  as  the  assessor  of  that  town  their 
iK)kkeeper,  while  their  manager  is  the  selectman  of  the  town ;  they 
taoa^e  things  there  pretty  much  as  they  feel  like  doing,  do  they  not  ? 
*A.  That  is  the  general  impression. 

Q.  And  the  complaint,  as  far  as  local  matters  are  concernei,  is  that 
y  electing  an  assessor  of  their  own  they  assess  their  property  as  they 
'lease  for  taxation  ? — A.  That  is  one  of  the  principal  complaints. 
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Q.  Whea  this  property  was  valued  at  a  million  dollars,  you  say  it  was 
when  the  corporation  had  some  embarrassments  ? — A,  That  was  before 
the  present  owners  bought  it  in ;  it  was  placed  before  an  auditor,  I 
think,  or  some  ofiQcer  who  was  sworn  to  make  a  correct  appraisement. 

Q.  The  value  was  placed  at  $400,000;  that  would  be  very  cheap  if 
the  property  was  worth  a  million  ! — A.  Yes;  if  worth  a  million,  I  think 
it  would  be. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Platt.)  What  is  your  occupation  f — A.  I  am  a  farmer. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  taxes  of  the  town  does  this  corporation 
pay! — A.  I  think  their  tax  is  now  somewhere  about  $4,000;  they  pay 
a  heavy  tax,  proportionately ;  I  think  it  has  been  stated  that  they  pay 
one* third  or  nearly  one- third  of  the  taxes  of  the  town. 

Q.  The  other  corporation  also  pays  a  heavy  tax  ? — A.  A  pretty  large 
one. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  town! — A.  Nearly  fifty-eight 
years. 

Q.  You  have  always  lived  there! — A.  I  always  voted  there;  I  have 
lived  out  of  it  quite  a  little  time. 


Andrew  J.  Waters  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  f — Answer.  In  Webster. 

Q,  Where  is  Webster? — A.  Sixteen  miles  from  Worcester,  in  Wor- 
cester County. 

Q.  There  are  corporations  there  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  Slater  corpora- 
tion. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  town  in  which  the  corporation  is  sit- 
uated!— A.  Webster. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  corporation  ? — A.  Slater  &  Sons,  I  think. 
They  own  other  property  in  other  towns,  1  think. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  the  factory  there? — A.  They,  have  a 
woolen  factory  and  a  cotton  factory. 

Q.  About  how  many  hands  do  they  employ  in  that  establishment  !  — 
A.  I  cannot  say ;  they  have  several  factories ;  they  employ  several  hun- 
dred, anyhow. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  voters  they  have  in  all  their  mills  there! 
— A.  I  could  not  answer  positively,  but  the  number  is  quite  large.  The 
mills,  of  which  there  are  several,  are  quite  extensive. 

Q.  What  is  the  nationality  of  the  operatives  who  are  voters! — A. 
Irish  and  French.  There  are  more  Irish  voters  in  Webster  than  there 
are  of  French. 

Q.  Where  does  the  town  of  Webster  vote! — A.  In  the  center  of  the 
town. 

Q.  How  far  from  that  point  is  the  woolen  factory  ! — A.  About  half  a 
mile. 

Q.  How  far  distant  is  the  cotton  factory  ! — A.  About  a  mile. 

Q.  Who  is  the  agent  or  controlling  man  of  the  woolen  corporation ! — 
A.  Mr.  Asher  P.  Moore,  I  think. 

Q.  What  official  position  does  he  hold  with  reference  to  the  town  of 
Webster  ! — A.  Last  year  he  was  one  of  the  selectmen  of  the  town. 

Q.  Have  the  selectmen,  as  such,  anything  to  do  with  the  ballot-box! — 
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^  sir.     He  had  control  of  it  a  portion  of  the  election  day,  at  the 

ben  these  men — that  is,  the  mill  hands — were  coming  in  to  vote. 

ote<l  at  noontime  generally. 

etween  what  hours  ? — A.  Between  12  and  2  o'clock. 

Tas  Mr.  Moore,  the  selectman,  there  in  charge  of  tlie  ballot  box 

they  came  there! — A.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Shumway,  one  of  the  other 

len,  was  there. 

Tas  he  there  after  the  hands  were  done  voting  !— A.  He  was  there- 

I  to  2  o'clock. 

That  town  meeting  was  this? — A.  The  town  meeting  day  in  the 

1878. 

y  town  meeting  we  understand  to  be  meant  the  general  election' 

which  candidates  for  governor  and  Congress  are  voted  for ! — A^ 

correct. 

low  were  the  men  bronght  there! — A.  They  were  brought  there 
is;  that  is,  the  greater  portion  of  them,  not  all.  A  great  many 
:  voters  were  brought  to  the  polls  in  two  and  four  horse  teams, 
ne  in  single  teams. 

^^hen  the  teams  arrived  with  the  men  from  these  mills,  were  any 
igenta  of  the  corporation  there  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
^ho! — A.  Mr.  Fletcher  was  one.    He  is  the  agent  of  the  cotton 

the  North  Village,  or  North  Webster,  as  some  call  it.  Mr.  La- 
vas  another.  He  was  about,  I  think,  with  teams,  and  was  at  the 
oming  in  with  the  men  who  were  brought  in  the  teams. 
V'heu  the  men  came  to  the  polls  in  these  teams,  what  did  these 
nen,  Lavaree  and  Fletcher  do! — A.  They  would  say,  ''Hurry 
t  up  to  vote,"  or  something  to  that  effect.  I  do  not  know  that 
rere  the  exact  words,  but  they  were  something  like,  "Go  right 
md  vote."  The  tickets  were  in  their  hands, 
^o  you  know  that  the  men  who  came  there  had  their  tickets  when 
)t  out  of  the  wagons  ! — A.  Some  of  them  had  them  when  they 
,  of  the  wagons;  some  of  them  were  handed  tickets  after  they  got 

y  whom  were  tickets  handed  to  them! — A.  By  these  agents, 

T  and  the  other. 

>o  you  know  what  these  tickets  were  ! — A.  They  were  Republican 

ould  you  see  them ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

^'hat  were  the  politics  of  these  agents  ? — A.  Republican. 
That  were  the  politics  of  Mr.  Moore! — A.  Republican, 
^'as  there  any  attempt  to  interfere  with  these  men  who  had  tick- 
to  change  tbeir  tickets  ? — A.  No ;  they  all  had  Republican  tickets 
the  right  ticket,  I  suppose;  and  they  did  not  want  to  interfere 
lem. 

^o  you  know  about  the  politics  of  these  operatives  in  the  mills! — 
n  greater  portion  are  Democrats,  or  Democrats  and  *'  Butler  men," 
r  were  called  last  year. 
>id  they  vote  the  Democratic  ticket ! — A.  No,  sir ;  a  great  many 

II  who  said  they  were  Butler  men  went  back  and  voted  the  Re- 
in ticket. 

*rior  to  the  election  day,  had  you  any  conversation  with  these 
ho  voted,  as  to  what  their  political  preference  was ! — A.  With 
>f  them,  with  quite  a  number  of  them,  I  had ;  not  with  all  of 

'hose  men  said  they  were  going  to  vote  how  ! — A.    Some  said 
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they  were  going  to  vote  for  Butler  and  some  of  them  joined  onr  club, 
the  Butler  club,  that  we  had  there. 

Q.  Were  any  of  those  ujen  who  joined  the  club  and  said  they  were 
going  to  vote  for  Butler  in  this  crowd  that  was  joined  at  the  polls  by 
Fletcher  and  Lavaree  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  some  of  them  were. 

Q.  How  did  they  vote! — A.  They  voted  the  Republican  ticket. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  ? — A.  Afterwards  I  talked  with  some  of 
them  and  they  said  to  me,  ''  T  had  to  vote  so."  1  could  not  get  much  of 
an  answer  out  of  them.  They  felt  ashamed  of  it.  As  they  talked  with 
me  before  they  expressed  themselves  that  they  were  going  to  vote  for 
Butler.  The  told  me  afterwards  they  had  to  vote  the  other  way,  and 
that  was  about  all  they  said  about  it. 

Q.  Did  they  express  their  sentiments  freely  at  any  time  before  the 
election  ? — A.  No,  sir  j  but  a  good  many,  of  them  said  they  had  to  keep 
quiet.  There  were  not  many  of  them  who  expressed  their  sentiments 
about  voting  in  my  room. 

Q.  What  reason  was  given  for  that  ? — A.  They  said  they  had  to  keep 
quiet,  that  they  might  lose  a  job. 

Q.  Dow  many  votes  were  cast  in  the  town  of  Webster  at  the  last  fall 
election  ? — A.  Upwards  of  eight  hundred.  There  are  from  seven  hun- 
dred to  nine  hundred  probably  in  the  town,  and  at  least  over  seven  hun- 
dred were  cast  last  fall. 

p  Q.  About  how  many  voters  are  employed  in  these  corporations! — A. 
A  good  many,  but  it  would  be  almost  impossible  for  me  to  tell  how 
many.  Those  of  the  Slaters  are  the  only  factories  in  the  town  of  Web- 
ster. They  have  several  mills,  cotton  and  woolen,  and  manufacture 
cambrics. 

Q.  Were  the  men  brought  to  the  polls  between  the  hours  of  12  and2t 
— A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  most  of  them. 

Q.  Were  they  taken  back  in  the  wagons  in  which  they  had  been 
brought  there? — A.  Many  of  them  were. 

Q.  Were  they  distributed  about  the  polls  or  were  they  taken  in  a 
bodyt — 4.  All  went  up  together  as  a  rule.  There  might  have  been 
some  back,  but  as  a  rule  they  went  up  in  a  body. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  say  that  Asher  T.  Moore  was  one  of  the  selectmen  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  he  was  one  of  the  persons  elected  in  the  town.  And  a 
part  of  his  duty  as  a  selectman  was  to  have  charge  of  the  polls  on  the 
day  of  the  election  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  voting  done  in  an  open  or  a  closed  box  f — A.  The  box  is 
shut,  but  they  open  it  when  a  man  comes  up  to  vote.  The  clerk  tsvkes 
his  name  and  then  the  box  is  opened,  the  vote  put  in,  and  the  box  shut. 
It  has  a  slide  for  shutting. 

Q.  They  have  a  cover  to  '*the  haf  in  which  they  received  votes 
there? — A.  Yes ;  I  think  that  is  the  way,  a  handle  to  the  box.  1  think 
it  is  kept  shut. 

Q.'When  a  voter  is  about  to  put  his  vote  in  the  box  the  lid  or  cover 
is  removed? — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  selectmen  are  up  on  a  platform  and  we 
have  to  reach  up  a  little  to  get  onr  votes  in. 

Q.  Were  most  of  the  votes  that  were  cast  there  last  fall  in  open  bal- 
lots or  envelopes? — A.  The  larger  portion  were  in  open  ballots,  but 
there  was  quite  a  number  of  the  others. 

Q.  When  open,  were  they  distinguishable,  so  that  you  could  tell  what 
kind  of  a  ticket  a  man  voted?— A.  Sometimes  a  man  would  come  up 
«vith  it  doubled  up,  and  the  selectman  would  say,  ".Open   that  balloU" 
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nd  when  open,  you  coald  tell  for  whom  the  party  was  voting  f — 
re  coold  tell  the  Democratic  or  Butler  ticket  from  the  other 

is  ea<9y  to  tell  the  one  from  the  other! — A..  Yes,  sir;  because 
mblicaii  ticket  had  not  the  likeness  upon  it. 
t  what  time  did  the  polls  open  I — A.  I  think  at  ten  o^clock. 
lien  at  12  o'clock  Mr.  Moore  took  charge  of  them,  and  held  it 
ro  o'clock  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

uring  that  time  the  operatives  from  the  Slater  mills  voted  ? — A. 
' ;  they  took  that  time  to  come  and  vote. 

^hat  position  did  Moore  hold  under  these  companies? — A.  He  is 
f  one  of  the  mills — the  woolen  mill. 

ben  at  2  o'clock  he  gave  way  to  some  one  else  t — A.  I  would  not 
live  about  that. 

on  do  not  remember  his  being  in  charge  of  the  box  after  that 
-A.  I  do  not. 

Then  he  had  charge  of  the  box,  where  did  he  stand  ? — A.  Eight 
e  box.    The  box  stood  before  him,  and  he  stood  right  up  in  front 

I  approaching  the  box  to  Ccist  the  ballot,  was  there  any  chute  or 
passage- way  to  pass  through  ?— A.  Yes ;  they  had  benches  along 
s  [indicating],  and  a  voter  had  to  go  away  around  and  take  his 

nd  pass  right  in  front  of  this  selectman  to  put  his  vote  in  t — A. 
r. 

3  that  that  selectman  could  see  every  man  who  voted,  and  as  to 
rho  voted  with  open  ballots  could  see  for  whom  they  voted! — 
,  sir. 

ou  sa^''  that  some  envelopes  were  used  ! — A,  A  very  few, 
Tere  they  used  by  the  mill  hands? — A.  I  think  that  a  few  might 
»en  used  by  the  mill  hands.  We  could  not  get  any  envelopes 
ter  they  had  commenced  to  vote.  The  selectmen  said  they  would 
us  have  any  until  the  voting  commenced.  Then  they  gave  us 
two  of  what  we  wanted. 

id  other  parties  have  the  use  of  them  before  that  time? — A. 
ad  plenty  around.    I  do  not  know  where  they  got  them, 
he  envelopes  are  furnished  by  the  State  authorities,  and  the 
len  have  them  for  distribution  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
hey  are  distributed  by  the  selectmen  ? — A.  I  think  so. 
ou  could  not  get  them  on  the  day  before? — A.  No,  sir;  I  went 
ys  before,  I  think  on  Saturday,  to  get  them,  as  there  were  some 
who  wanted  to  use  them ;  that  is,  they  did  not  want  to  vote  openly, 
d  that  if  they  had  an  envelope  they  would  vote, 
hey  were  willing  to  vote  the  Butler  or  Democratic  ticket  if  they 
rote  it  secretly,  but  were  afraid  to  vote  it  openly,  were  they  ! — A. 
r. 

!'ou  said  you  could  not  tell  how  many  voters  there  were  in  these 
You  can  approximate  the  number,  can  you  not? — A.  There  were 
i  many  persons  employed  in  the  mills  wlio  were  not  voters. 
Lbout  what  was  the  probable  number  of  male  persons  employed 
€  Slater  mills? — A.  There  must  have  been  700  iu  all,  voters  and 
ters. 

Vbat  is  yonr  best  judgment  as  to  the  number  of  votes  that  came 
bose  mills  out  of  those  700  persons?  Deducting  the  portion  that 
rom  the  other  population  of  the  town,  about  how  many  votes  do 
ppose  were  cast  by  those  mills? — A.  I  should  think  there  might 
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be  about  200  voters  iu  tbe  mills — maybe  more ;  I  could  not  tell  posi- 
tively. 

Q.  You  would  call  it  somewhere  along  in  that  neighborhood  ? — A.  I 
should  think  it  would  be  about  that. 

Q.  Of  those  voters  in  the  mills,  what  proportion  would  you  say^ 
from  your  intercourse  with  them — your  meeting  them  at  political 
meetings  and  at  club  meetiogs — were  Democrats  in  sentiment! — A* 
nearly  all ;  yes,  nearly  all  of  the  operatives  in  the  mills  were  Democrats* 
Some  of  the  overseers  were  Republicans. 

Q.  From  that  on  up  they  were  all  Republicans,  were  they  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  But  of  the  operatives  or  employes  in  the  mills,  you  think  a  large 
proportion  were  Democrats f — A.  Yes,  I  know  they  were;  that  is,  they 
told  me  they  were. 

Q.  flow  many  Democratic  votes  do  you  think  were  actually  cast  by 
the  operatives  in  those  mills  last  fall  f — A.  That  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  I  know  that  you  cannot  get  at  it  accurately,  but  can  you  not  ap- 
proxiluate  it  ? — A.  I  know  that  we  had  twenty  or  thirty  men  on  our 
roll  who  went  back  on  us  and  admitted  afterwards  that  they  had  voted 
the  Republican  ticket,  that  is;  some  of  them  admitted  it.  Some  would 
not  admit  it  at  all ;  were  ashamed  to. 

Q.  flow  many  altogether  of  those  who  were  mill  hands  did  you  have 
on  your  rolls  f — A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Taking  off  these  twenty  or  tbirty  that  you  speak  of  having  as  voted 
the  Republican  ticket,  how  many  more  of  the  mill  hands  did  you  prob- 
ably have  on  your  rolls,  as  near  as  you  can  give  it! — A.  We  might  have 
had  a  hundred  and  over,  but  I  could  not  say.  There  were  some  who^ 
said  they  were  Butler  men,  but  would  not  sign  the  roll  because  it  might 
get  out  on  them ;  some  of  them  thought  it  better  not  to  sign  it  lest  some- 
body might  see  the  roll  and  there  would  be  trouble. 

Q.  From  your  observation  there  that  day,  and  from  all  the  facts  yoa 
have  stated  to  us,  did  the  mill  hands  iu  the  Slater  mills  vote  freely  and 
of  their  own  accord  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  should  say  not. 

Q.  Their  votes,  you  say,  were  not  according  to  their  own  wills  f — A» 
No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Are  you  a  brother  of  Jason  Waters,  who  testified  yesterday  ! — A* 
I  am. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ? — A.  A  teacher. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  iu  Webster  ! — A.  About  seventeen  years f 
that  is,  voted  there;  I  have  not  been  there  all  the  time. 

Q.  How  long  have  these  Slater  mills  been  there ! — A.  Some  of  them 
a  great  while.  One  of  them  (tbe  cotton  mill),  I  think,  was  one  of  the 
first  mills  built  in  the  State,  one  of  the  first  in  the  country  and  perhaps 
the  first,  except  one,  in  Rhode  Island. 

Q.  Are  they  owned  by  Massachusetts  capital  or  the  capital  of  other 
States? — A.  Nelson  Slater,  one  of  the  firm  of  the  corporation,  lives 
there  in  Webster. 

Q.  What  are  the  politics  of  Webster  in  State  affairs? — A.  It  has  been 
Democratic,  and  has  been  Republican.    It  went  tor  Gaston. 

Q.  Is  it  considered  a  close  town ! — A.  A  pretty  close  town  when  there 
is  a  fair  vote.  It  went  against  us  last  year  by  about  eighty  or  ninety,  I 
think  it  was  ninety. 

Q.  You  said  that  some  of  those  operatives  were  men  who  said  they 
were  going  to  vot«  for  Butler,  and  who  did  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  About  twenty  Or  thirty  altogether  I — A.  About  twenty  or  thirty 
i  altogether ;  I  would  not  say  positively  the  exact  number  on  our  roll, 
Q.  Yoa  say  there  were  twenty  or  thirty  who,  as  you  say,  went  back 
I  yoa  T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  extent  of  those  who  were  going  to  vote  for  Butler  and 
Tirbo  did  not  do  it  f — A.  Oh,  no  ;  those  were  only  the  men  w^hose  names 
hereupon  onr  roll  and  who  had  signed  in  our  club. 

Q.  Were  there  not  many  men  in  the  town  who  were  not  operatives  who 
said  tbey  were  going  to  vote  for  Butler  and  did  not  f — A.  I  do  not  know* 
[     Q.  If  we  can  judge  from  the  newspapers,  the  result  did  not  quite  jus- 
~  tifj  all  the  expectations  of  the  Butler  men  ? — A.  I  do  not  believe  all 
that  they  say  on  either  side. 
Q.  What  is  the  full  name  of  3Ir.  Shumway  !— A.  William  T.  Shum- 

r    Q.  Was  he  connected  with  the  Slater  establishment? — A    I  am  not 
positive. 
Q.  How  many  of  the  selectmen  were  there! — A.  Three. 
Q.  Give  their  names. — A.  James  H.  Hull.  * 

Q.  Give  his  politics. — A.  He  was  an  Abbott  Democrat,  and  opposed 
to  Butler,  strong,  every  time. 

Q.  What  are  Shumway's  politics! — A.  Republican.    Mr.  Moore  was 
tbe  other  selectman. 
Q.  Then  of  the  three  selectmen  in  Webster  one  of  them,  Mr.  Moore^ 
18  connected  with  the  Slater  establishment;  the  others  are  not! — A» 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  operatives  vote  an  open  ballot! — A.  It 
F  ^oold  be  impossible  for  me  to  tell. 

Q.  Give  an  estimate. — A.  I  should  say  three-fourths;  it  may  have 
been  more. 

Q.  By  the  law  of  Massachusetts  must  a  man  vote  either  in  a  sealed 
envelope  or  an  open  ballot ! — A.  With  either  at  State  elections. 

Q.  Bat  he  cannot  double  his  ballot  and  put  it  in  that  way  if  he  is  re- 
quested to  open  it,  can  he  ! — A.  I  do  not  know  the  law  in  regard  to  it. 

Q.  As  you  understand  the  law,  he  must  either  vote  a  sealed  envelope 
or  or  an  open  ballot  ?-^A.  Yes;  I  think  a  man  has  the  right  to  vote  a 
sealed  envelope. 
Q.  Or  otherwise  to  vote  an  open  ballot! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  in  Massachusetts,  but  I  know  how  it  is  in 
other  States.     Is  it  provided  in  Massachusetts  that,  if  a  man  votes  ai> 
open  ballot  or  does  not  vote  an  envelope,  the  presiding  oflQcer  shall  ex- 
amine the  ballot  and  see  that  it  is  not  doubled  I — A.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  law  is  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  You  got  a  considerable  number  of  the  Democrats  among  the  op- 
eratives for  Butler  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  some.  They  did  not  all  vote  the  Re- 
publican ticket  I  know,  and  there  were  a  good  many  who  were  for  But- 
ler who  voted  the  Republicau  ticket. 

Q.  A  number  of  those  operatives  in  the  Presidential  election  and  at 
rabsequent  elections  have  voted  the  Democratic  ticket ! — A.  Nearly  alL 
When  I  say  nearly  all,  I  mean  that  the  majority  have  voted  the  Demo- 
eratic  ticket. 

Q.  You  have  heard  of  no  man  being  discharged  on  that  account!^ 
A.  Tbere  was  one  man  that  I  know  of  who  was  discharged  a  year  or 
two  ftgo  for  voting  the  Democratic  ticket.  . 
Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  other  being  discharged  for  voting  the 
emocratic  ticket ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Was  it  last  year  or  since! — A.  I  think  it  was  in  1878. 


172  INTIMIDATION   AND   FRAUD    IN    MASSACHUSETTS. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  those  men  ? — A.  One  man  who  was  discharged 
two  years  ago  is  here.    I  cannot  think  of  his  name. 

Q.  How  far  from  the  polls  do  you  live  f — A.  About  forty  rods,  I  guess. 

Q.  Did  the  men  who  you  say  went  back  on  you  vote  an  open  ticket 
or  a  sealed  ticket ! — A.  Some  of  them  voted  a  sealed  ticket  and  some 
an  open  ticket. 

Q.  What  portion  of  those  who  you  thiuk  went  back  on  you  voted  an 
open  ticket? — A.  1  could  not  tell  you.  Some  of  them  voted  in  envel- 
opes. 

Q.  Some  of  the  men  went  back  on  the  Eepublicans,  did  they  not! — 
A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  had  a  pretty  active  canvass  up  there? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  got  or  tried  to  get  all  that  you  could  on  your  side  ? — A.  Cer- 
tainly.   We  did  not  hire  any  men  or  tell  any  men  to  go  and  vote  so. 

Q.  You  did,  as  a  Massachusetts  man  says,  '*  your  level  best?" — A.  I 
went  myself  and  voted;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  one  of  the  officers  of  the  Butler  club  ? — A.  I  was  elected 
one  of  the  delegates ;  I  was  not  one  of  the  officers,  because  I  had  al- 
ways been  a  Republican  until  last  fall. 

Q.  Did  not  these  men  wbo  you  say  went  back  on  you,  some  of  them, 
vote  open  tickets? — A.  Some  of  them  did. 


John  J.  Love  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside ? — Answer.  In  Webster. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there? — A.  Twelve  years. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  about  the  Slater  Manufacturing  Company 
there? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  is  its  agent  or  controlling  man  of  the  woolen-mills  ? — A.  The 
controlling  man  of  the  whole  concern,  of  the  whole  three  mills,  is  Cap- 
tain Amos  Bartlett,  who  is  the  agent. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live  ? — A.  In  Webster. 

Q.  Who  has  control  of  the  woolen-mill  ? — A.  Asher  T.  Moore. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Moore  a  selectman  of  the  town  ? — A.  He  was  last  year. 

Q,  Were  you  at  the  fall  election  of  1878? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Detail  the  circumstances  under  which  the  men  were  brought  there, 
whether  Mr.  Moore  was  in  charge  of  the  ballot-box,  and  when. — A. 
Mr.  Moore  was  in  charge  of  the  ballot-box  from  noontime  until  along 
after  two  o'clock.  I  do  not  know  about  the  circumstance  of  how  the 
men  were  brought  there,  because  I  was  on  the  outside,  sitting  down, 
and  in  a  position  not  to  see  them.    1  had  a  check  list,  checking  the  voters. 

Q.  For  which  party  were  you  acting  ? — A.  The  Butler  party. 

Q.  How  did  the  men  from  the  mills  come  up,  separately  or  en  massed — 
A.  They  came  mostly  together. 

Q.  Who  was  with  them  ;  who  gave  them  tickets,  or  did  you  not  see 
that  ? — A.  No ;  1  did  not  see  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  of  the  agents  of  the  mills  were  there  actively 
working  ? — A.  I  saw  '•  supers  "  [superintendents]  from  the  three  mills. 

Q.  Who  were  they  ? — A.  I  saw  Mr.  Fletcher  (I  think  it  was  W.  W. 
Fletcher),  from  the  north  village,  and  Mr.  Hilton,  superintendent  of  the 
East  village. 

Q.  These  three,  Moore,  Hilton,  and  Fletcher  are  the  coutrolling  men 
of  the  three  mills? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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What  are  the  politics  of  these  three  men  t — A.  They  are  all  Re- 
cans. 

Do  yoa  know  Mr.  Lavaree  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

At  which  mill  was  he  employed  f — A.  He  is  superintendent  or 
for  the  store.  They  have  a  large  store  that  belongs  to  the  com- 
and  be  runs  it. 

What  are  his  polities? — A.  He  is  a  liepublican,  as  far  as  I  know. 
What  is  bis  full  name  ! — A.  I  think  his  initials  are  0.  K. 
Were  these  gentlemen,  the  three  superintendents,  and  Mr.  Lavaree 
in  the  morning? — A.  I  could  uots<'iy. 

Did  you  see  them  there  in  the  morning  ? — A.  I  saw  Mr.  Moore,  as 
IS  on  the  platform  about  all  day. 

Had  he  charge  of  the  ballot-box  between  twelve  and  two 
ikf — A.  Yes,  sir  5  he  changed  oft'  with  one  ot  the  other  selectmen 
that  time. 

Did  you  see  either  of  the  other  superintendents  there  after  the 
lands  were  done  voting  f — A.  I  could  not  say  that  I  did,  as  1  was 
isy  attending  to  what  I  had  to  attend  to  that  I  did  not  pay  much 
tioD  to  what  was  going  on  in  the  hall. 

Do  yoa  know  of  any  men  who  were  connected  with  the  Butler 
emocratic  organization,  or  any  other  political  organization,  who 
I  the  other  way  ?  and,  if  so,  describe  who  they  were. — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
m  one  man  in  particular  who  belonged  to  the  Butler  organization, 
i  member  of  the  club,  had  subscribed  money  to  help  carry  on  the 
*aigD,  and  who,  when  it  came  to  election  day,  voted  the  Eepublican 
t. 

Who  was  he  ? — A.  He  was  an  operative  in  the  Slater  woolen- 
Do  you  know  why  he  so  voted  f — A.  I  do  not. 
Did  you  distinguish  the  tickets  in  the  hands  of  the  men  when  they 
up  to  vote  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

How  did  the  most  of  the  operatives  vote? — A.  Quite  a  number 
sm  voted  in  envelopes. 

Those  who  did  not  vote  in  envelopes  but  voted  open  tickets,  how 
ley  vote? — A.  ISome  of  them  voted  the  Eepublican  and  some  of 
the  Butler  ticket. 

How  many  of  those  who  belonged  to  and  had  subscribed  to  the 
rclub  voted  the  Kepublican  ticket,  or  did  not  come  to  the  polls, 
^ou  know  of? — A.  We  estimated  that  there  were  thirty,  or  between 
:y  and  thirty  of  them. 

Was  there  any  case  on  the  morning  of  the  election  in  which  a  man 
to  you  with  a  sealed  envelope  in  regard  to  voting;  and,  if  so, 
was  it? — A.  Yes,  sir;  a  young  man  came  to  me  with  a  sealed  en- 
le.  His  name  is  Thomas  Sherlock.  He  was  an  operative  in  one  of 
lills.  He  told  me  that  the  envelope  had  been  given  to  him >in  one 
i  mills  by  his  overseer  either  on  that  morning  or  the  night  before, 
le  really  did  not  want  to  vote  that  way. 

W^as  the  envelope  open  or  sealed? — A.  My  impression  is  that  it 
sealed.  He  did  not  know  what  kind  of  a  ticket  it  was,  so  that  the 
lope  mast  have  been  sealed.  I  took  the  kind  of  ticket  he  wanted, 
e  open  the  envelope  that  he  was  to  vote,  put  it  in  that  and  handed 
him.  He  seemed  even  then  to  be  afraid  to  vote  the  ticket  that  I 
ibim. 

.  Why  was  he  afraid  ? — A.  Because,  as  he  said,  he  was  told  to  vote 
other  way. 
.  Who  did  he  say  told  him  to  vote  the  other  way  ? — A.  His  over- 
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Q.  In  what  mill  was  he  ? — A.  He  whs  in  the  cotton-mill,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  he  sa^'  for  whom  his  overseer  had  told  him  to  vote? — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  he  say  against  whom  his  overseer  told  him  to  vote! — A.  He 
told  him  to  vote  the  envelope. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  how  he  did  vote! — A.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  tell 
which  envelope  he  pat  in. 

Q.  Were  all  the  envelopes  in  which  the  men  put  their  ballots  actually 
open  when  the  men  ))ut  them  in  i — A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  w^hether  some  of  them  were  sealed  T — A.  Yes ; 
some  of  them  were  sealed. 

Q.  What  was  the  statement  of  the  men  who  were  connected  with  the 
€lub  in  regard  to  their  political  sentiments  and  their  freedom  of  action  f 
— A.  I  never  talked  much  with  many  of  them  after  the  elections,  but  I 
know  they  w^ere  all  earnest  Butler  men  before  the  election. 

Q.  What  is  the  proportion  of  Democrats  in  the  mills  to  Republicans 
among  the  voters? — A.  I  should  think  that  in  the  mills  the  Demo- 
crats are  in  the  majority. 

By  Mr.  Blaiu  : 

Q.  In  what  mill  did  Thomas  Sherlock  work  ? — A.  I  think  it  was  the 
woolen-mill. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ? — A.  I  am  a  marble  and  granite  dealer. 

Q.  You  did  not  work  in  any  of  the  corporations  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  the  town  ? — A.  Twelve  years,  almost. 

Q.  Where  did  you  live  before  that? — A.  In  Ireland. 

Q.  You  are  a  naturalized  citizen  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Webster? — A.  Since  the  fall  of  1872. 

Q.  What  are  your  politics! — A.  At  present  I  am  a  Greeubacker;  I 
have  been  a  Democrat. 

Q.  What  were  your  politics  last  fall  ? — A.  Greenbacker. 

Q.  You  voted  for  General  Butler  ? — A.  Ye^,  sir. 
'  Q.  Previous  to  that  you  acted  with  the  Democratic  party  f — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  not  consider  your  party  as  really  the  Democratic  party  of 
this  State  now  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  General  Butler  the  Democratic  candidate  last  year? — A. 

He  was  so  considered. 

Q.  You  were  acting  with  the  Democratic  party  last  autumn,  were 
you  not  ? — A.  I  was  acting  with  them. 

Q.  You  were  acting  not  as  a  Democrat  but  as  a  Greenback  Demo- 
crat ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  were  two  divisions  or  factions  in  the  Democratic  party  last 
year? — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  this  State. 

Q.  And  the  only  thing  they  differed  upon  was  the  currency  ? — A.  The 
only  thing  they  differed  upon  in  this  State  was  General  Butler. 

Q.  Then  it  was  on  the  Butler  question  rather  than  on  the  Greenback 
question  that  you  left  your  party,  was  it  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  support  now  the  wing  of  the  Democracy  that  is  Butler  Green- 
back?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  never  worked  for  the  corporations. — 
A.  That  is  so. 

Q.  What  corporations  in  Webster  employ  help ! — A.  The  Slater 
Woolen  Company,  the  Slater  Cotton  Company,  and  the  Slater  Manu- 
facturing Company.    They  are  all  owned  by  one  concern  or  one  family. 
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Q.  Taking^  tbe  tbree  together,  how  many  operatives  do  they  hire  ? — 
1.  Tbej  hire  quite  a  number ;  I  could  not  say  how  many. 

Q.  Aboat  how  many  ;  you  can  make  it  a  little  more  detiuite  than  that^ 
MO  yoa  Dot  t — A.  I  should  say  they  employ  from  twelve  to  fifteen  bun- 
lied  band^. 

Q.  Of  what  nativitiesare  tboseemployes  ! — A.  They  are  mostly  French 
Mid  Irish. 

Q,  Which  is  in  tbe  larger  proportion,  the  French  or  the  Irish  t — A. 
Iliey  are  aboat  evenly  divided ;  1  could  not  say  which  is  the  larger. 

q!  What  as  to  tbe  political  sentiments  of  the  Irish  ? — A.  They  are,  or 
have  been,  Democrats,  a  large  majority  of  them. 

Q.  Tbe  pro|)ortion  of  those  of  opposite  i)olitics  would  be  one  in  ten  of 
the  Irish,  would  it  not?— -A.  Not  more  than  that. 

Q.  Do  yoa  think  there  are  more  than  one  in  twenty! — A.  I  do  not 
think  there  are  more  than  one  in  twenty. 

Q^  Do  you  think  there  is  one  in  twenty  who  is  really  a  Eepublican  ? — 
A.  Not  over  that,  certainly. 

Q.  Would  you  be  willing  to  swear  that  the  proportion  is  as  small  as 
one  in  one  hundred  who  is  a  Kepublican  ? — A.  No ;  I  would  not  swear  to 

it  any  way,  because  I  do  not  know  but  cue  or  two  Irish  Kepublicaus  in 

tite  whole  town. 
Q.  How  mauy  Irish  voters  are  there  in  the  whole  town  f — A.  I  do  not 

Iqow. 

Q.  Aboat  how  many  would  you  judge? — A.  I  should  judge  there  were 
,  limost  two  handred. 
Q.  How  many  Irish  voters  are  there  in  these  three  mills  ? — A.  I  could 

lot  say. 

Q.  How  many  French  voters  are  there  in  these  mills! — A.  Very  few. 
Tbere  are  very  few  French  voters  in  the  town. 

Q.  Of  tbe  French  oi>eratives,  then,  very  few  are  citizens!— A.  Very 
few,  comparatively'. 

Q.  Xearly  all  the  foreign  vote  is  Irish,  is  it  not! — A.  Yes,  sir^  and 
lerman. 

Q.  How  many  German  voters  are  there  in  the  whole  town  ! — A.  From 
drty  to  fifty,  I  should  think. 

Q.  Do  many  of  the  Germans  work  for  these  mills,  or  for  any  of  these 
orporations  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  All  of  them  ! — A.  Not  all  of  them. 

Q.  Nearly  all! — A.  A  majority  of  them. 

Q.  What  are  tbe  political  sentiments  of  the  Germans,  as  a  rule;  Demo- 
ratie  also  f — A.  No ;  they  are  about  evenly  divided,  I  should  say. 

Q.  Aboat  half  voted  for  Butler  and  the  other  half  for  Talbot!— A.  I 
biok  more  than  half  voted  for  Talbot. 

Q.  Yoa  speak  of  this  large  proportion  of  Irish  being  Democrats ;  why 
o  joa  say  that ! — A.  Because  1  judge  them  to  be  so. 

Q.  Of  tbe  Irishmen,  you  say,  as  I  understand  you,  you  would  judge 
hat  Dioeteen  out  of  every  twenty  voted  the  Democratic  ticket! — A.  I 
boold  think  as  many  as  that. 

Q.  Yoa  have  lived  in  the  town  twelve  years! — A.  Not  in  Webster. 

have  lived  in  tbe  adjoining  town  part  of  the  time. 

Q.  Near  by  these  mills  ! — A.  Bight  across  the  river. 

Q.  So  that  yoa  have  known  the  political  status  there  for  the  last 
velve  years! — A.  No;  I  have  not  known  the  political  status  for  that 
eogth  of  time. 

<^  How  long  have  you  known  that! — A.  For  the  last  four  years. 

Q.  And  during  that  time,  you  say  this  Irish  vote  was  Democratic, 
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for  tbe  reason  that  it  has  voted  that  way,  and  to  your  knowledge  has  so 
voted.  Now  the  Irish  help  constitute  the  great  mass  of  the  help  in  these 
mills,  do  they  not? — A.  No,  sir;  I  think  there  are  more  of  French  help 
in  the  mills  than  of  Irish. 

Q.  But  the  help  who  are  able  to  vote  are  mostly  Irish,  are  they  not? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  French  are,  perhaps,  not  naturalized ;  or,  perhaps,  are  careless, 
or  are  minors;  how  is  thatf — A.  No;  they  are  men  who,  as  a  rule,  do 
not  take  an  interest  in  getting  naturalized  and  do  not  get  naturalized. 

Q.  They  are  men  who  simply  come  to  earn  something  and  go  home 
again  to  Canada,  where  they  came  from  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  a  rule,  then,  the  help  vote  pretty  much  as  they  please,  do  they 
notf  They  all  vote  one  way  and  against  their  employers  I  There  can- 
not be  much  intimidation  there,  if  during  the  last  four  years  nineteen- 
twentieths  of  the  help  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  and  the  managers 
have  all  been  Republicans,  as  you  describe! — A.  Yes,  they  have  mostly 
voted  so  except  last  fall. 

Q.  There  was  a  peculiar  state  of  affairs  here  last  autumn  ? — A.  There 
was  in  Webster. 

Q.  You  have  read  the  papers — you  look  like  a  man  who  does ;  it  was 
80  throughout  the  State,  was  it  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  you  undertake  to  say  that^  as  a  rule,  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  intimidation  of  their  employes  by  employers  in  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts in  regard  to  the  ballot  ? — A.  I  should  not  want  to  undertake 
to  say  it  was  a  rule  because  it  was  done  for  one  year. 

Q,  Very  true,  and  you  could  hardly  say  that,  after  testifying  that 
nineteen  out  of  every  twenty  of  the  Irish  employes  had  voted  against 
their  employers  ?— A.  I  do  not  say  that  they  voted  against  their  em- 
ployers, 

Q.  You  have  testified  that  the  employers  were  Republicans,  have  yoa 
not! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  have  voted  against  them,  as  a  rule.  That  was  so  until  last 
autumn.  Now  what  proportion  of  the  Irish  vote  do  you  know  Wbs  for 
Talbot  last  autumn  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  you  think  that  Talbot  got  one  in  ten  of  the  Irish  vote  in 
your  town  last  fall! — A.  He  got  more  than  that,  I  should  think;  yes, 
he  got  more  than  one  in  ten. 

Q.  But  the  Democratic  party  was  itself  divided  last  autumn,  was  it 
not!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  some  men  may  have  voted  for  Talbot  last 
autumn  who  had  formerly  been  Democrats  from  a  feeling  of  disgust  at 
the  position  in  which  the  Democratic  party  found  itself! — A.  There 
were  some  who  thought  so. 

Q.  That  might  have  made  this  difference  in  the  vote  without  any  com- 
pulsion being  used  after  all  ? — A.  It  was  not  enough  to  make  the  differ- 
ence. 

Q.  You  think  there  must  have  been  a  little  intimidation,  do  you  ! — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Was  that  demonstrated  very  largely  by  the  discharge  of  workmen 
after  the  election  ! — A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  much  about  that  ! — A.  I  know  nothing  of  men 
being  discharged. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Irishmen  who  voted  for  Abbott!— A.  I  know 
of  either  three  or  four  in  the  whole  town  who  voted  for  Abbott. 

Q.  Will  you  not  explain  how  it  happened  that  the  Irish  vote  was  sa 
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!(f  for  Butler  last  autumn  ?    Butler  is  a  Repnblicau,  is  he  not? — 
Be  was.  • 

Q.  Is  he  Dot  oue  of  the  strongest  RepnblicaDS  in  the  State  of  Massa- 

\Bsett8  to-daj  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Q,  Do  you  think  General  Butler  has  changed  his  politics  within  a  few 
wire  ?— A.  Ye8,  sir. 

Q.  Wherein  ? — A.  I  should  thiuk  that  General  Butler  was  a  Green- 
idi[er. 

Q.  Did  not  General  Butler  deliver  one  of  the  strongest  Greenback 
tifdie^  in  1868 1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  does  he  not,  or  do  his  friends  not,  claim  that  he  has  been  en- 
eJ?  consistent  in  this  Greenback  theory  within  the  last  ten  years  ! — 

His  friends  claim  that. 

},  You  hare  read  his  speeches,  have  you  not ! — A,  Yes,  sir. 
2.  Then  do  yon  not  know  that  he  is  the  father  of  the  Greenback 
ory  in  this  country  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  for  a  certainty  whether  he  is 
Dot. 

l  Yon  do  not  claim  that  General  Butler  has  changed  his  political 
tioients,  do  you  f — A.  Yes ;  I  do. 

\,  In  this  Greenback  matter?  I  am  afraid  you  are  not  read  up  very 
roughly  on  this  Greenback  theory  as  he  gives  it  to  us  himself.  You 
not  daim  that  General  Butler  is  any  less  a  Eepublican  as  a  Green- 
ker  than  any  other  Republican  ? — A.  No. 

t.  Is  not  the  tact  this,  that  you,  or  rather  the  Democratic  party,  have 
nged  instead  of  General  Butler  ?  In  other  words,  are  you  not  voting 
the  most  stalwart  Republican  in  the  whole  country  now,  so  far  as  the 
reocy  question  is  concerned  ? — A.  I  do  not  look  upon  him  as  a  stal- 
t  Republican  ;  yon  may. 

!.  What  is  the  name  of  the  overseer  who  gave  Sherlock  his  ticket? — 
1  do  not  know. 

,.  Of  which  mill  was  he  overseer? — A.  I  think  it  is  the ex)tton -mill. 
|.  Which  cotton-mill  ?    Is  there  more  than  one  f — A.  There  is  one 
4en-mill  and  one  cotton-mill,  and  one  that  is  a  print  works. 
».  Is  this  overseer  there  still! — A.  I  know  all  the  overseers,  but^I 
not  know  which  of  them  it  was  who  gave  it  to  him. 
I,  You  do  not  know  with  certainty  in  which  mill  Sherlock  works?— ^ 
1  think  It  is  the  cotton-mill. 


I.  J.  McCafferty  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chaieman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  ? — Answer.  In  Webster. 

l  What  is  your  business? — A.  I  am  an  attorney-at-law. 

I.  Do  you  know  anything  in  reference  to  a  meeting  of  employers  of 

or  or  of  manufacturers  in  Webster  in  October  of  last  year;  and,  if 

state  it. — A.  I  was  told  that  there  was  a  meeting  of  eujployers  for 

pur|>ose  of  political  action  at  Webster.  I  had  made  some  allusion 
he  fact  during  the  campaign,  and,  after  its  close,  I  met  at  the  post- 
se  Judge  Adin  Thayer  (who  has  been  a  witness  here),  who  told  me 
t  they  had  had  a  meeting;  that  Mr.  Crompton  was  at  the  meeting, 

that  if  he  [Crompton]  should  say  that  anything  wrong  was  done, 
Thayer]  would  confess  that  he  had  done  something  wrong.    He  re- 
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ferred  me  to  Mr.  Orompton,  and  that  was  all  the  conversation  there  was 
between  us,  as  I  made  no  farther  inqniries.    • 

Q.  Did  yoa  talk  with  Mr.  Grompton  aboot  the  meeting? — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  any  of  the  other  gentlemen  who  were  at  the 
meeting  abont  it! — A.  I  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  John  D.  Washburue  (the 
witness),  in  which  I  told  him  I  thought  it  was  an  outrage  to  call 
employers  together  and  invoke  that  relation  against  the  employed  by 
way  of  intimidating  the  employ^  in  his  voting.  Mr.  Washbnrne,  si- 
lently assenting  for  a  minute,  replied,  *^That  is  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  you  and  me."  That  conversation  was  also  after  the  election,  and 
at  my  office. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  any  of  the  others  f — A.  I  had 
no  cH)nversation  that  I  remember  of  with  any  of  the  others. 

Q.  What  was  the  fact  as  to  the  effect  of  the  action  of  these  employ- 
ers ? — A.  It  was  perceptible  in  the  conduct  of  many  people.  When  the 
petition,  if  I  may  so  call  it,  or  letter,  that  was  circulated,  was  being 
generally  signed  inviting  General  Butler  to  be  a  candidate,  there  was  a 
very  general  enthusiasm  among  the  Democracy  in  favor  of  his  nomina- 
tion ;  in  fact,  it  seemed  to  me  that  the  Democracy  had  gone  off,  of  their 
own  motion,  to  make  the  nomination.  1  mean,  when  I  say  '^  the  Democ- 
racy," the  mass  of  the  voters  of  that  party.  At  that  time  I  found  many 
men  very  enthusiastic  and  ready  to  marke  any  sort  of  legitimate  effort 
for  the  purpose  of  making  General  Butlei^s  nomination  a  success.  After 
the  time  at  which  the- intimidation  was  talked  about,  many  of  these 
people  seemed  to  grow  cold.  I  have  been  informed  that  many  of  them 
did  not  vote,  and  I  know  of  one  of  them  who  voted  for  Judge  Abbott — 
I  did  not  see  him  vote,  but  I  am  so  informed — who  was  quite  an  enthu- 
siast for  General  Butler  at  the  opening  of  the  campaign. 

Q,  Were  you  counsel  for  Mr.  Terrence  Kennedy  in  the  case  of  the 
Manchaug  corporation  against  him  ? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  When  was  that  proceeding  commenced  ? — A.  I  could  not  give  you 
the  date.  1  remember  there  were  two  proceedings.  The  first  one  was 
brought  in  the  name  of  the  corporation  itself  without  notice  and  with- 
out right.  The  consequence  was  that  when  the  return  day  came,  find- 
ing that  the  man  had  not  moved,  they  brought  landlord  and  tenant 
process  in  their  own  name.  They  failed  to  make  an  appear<inoe,  and 
had  an  adjudication  for  costs.  I  have  not  the  record  here,  and  of  course 
this  is  not  the  proper  mode  of  proving  the  fact. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  You  may  state  the  termination  of  that  suit. — A.  The  termination 
of  that  suit  was  judgment  against  them  for  costs.  I  understood  from 
^r.  Bacon  (of  the  firm  of  Hopkins  &  Bacon),  who  acted  for  them,  that, 
upon  their  bringing  in  the  writ  to  have  it  entered,  they  found  upon  ex- 
amination it  was  of  no  use.  They  then  made  a  lease  of  their  premises 
to  a  third  party,  who  gave  notice  of  his  lease,  when  they  brought  an- 
other action,  in  order  to  eject  Kennedy.  I  entered  an  appearance  in 
that  case  upon  the  return  day,  and  after  stating  to  Mr.  Bacon  what  I 
believed  the  transaction  to  be,  namely,  the  bulldozing  of  a  man  on  ac- 
count of  his  vote,  Mr.  Bacon  repudiating  any  sympathy  with  such  a 
proceeding,  I  said  to  him.  that  on  a  given  day  he  might  have  judgment 
without  costs  for  possession.  Mr.  Bacon  agreed  to  take  that  judgment 
That,  of  course,  allowed  the  man  to  remain  and  vote.  He  would  other- 
wise have  been  obliged  to  remove  into  Connecticut,  and  would  thereby 
bave  lost  his  vote.  To  sum  it  up,  the  result  was  that  the  man  was 
allowed  to  remain  and  vote,  and  whether  Mr.  Bacon  ever  took  an  exe- 
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for  possession  or  not,  I  do  not  know.    I  understand  that  the  man 
)red  immediately  afterwards. 

Q.  There  were  how  many  processes  f — A.  There  were  two  processes, 
}lj,  the  one  brought  by  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Oompany, 
ft  process  brought  by  the  lessee  to  whom  they  had  given  a  written 
Under  our  statute  he  had  to  give  reasonable  notice  and  then 
bis  proceeding,  which  took  seven  days,  before  the  return. 
Q.  diider  the  first  proceeding,  if  it  had  been  a  correct  one,  the  man 
Jd  have  been  ejected  f — A,  If  it  had  been  a  correct  one  he  would 
life  heen  ejected  before  the  election  and  would  have  had  to  remove  into 
Soooecticut. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Do  you  speak  of  your  own  knowledge  f — A.  Excuse  me.  I  was 
Dply  repeating  what  the  man  said  to  me.  Being  a  lawyer,  perhaps  I 
^ht  to  have  known  better. 

By  the  Chaibhan  : 

9.  Do  you  knowTerrence  Kennedy!— A.  No,  sir.    The  first  time  I 

*f  met  him  was  when  he  came  to  my  office  to  have  me  attend  to  that 

Iter. 

1  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  intimidation  by  the  employers 

those  who  worked  for  them  ? — A.  Nothing  further  than  what  oo- 

red  in  my  own  town. 

J.  In  the  town  of  Webster! — A.  Yes;  in  several  towns. 

Ir.  Platt.  Confine  it  to  your  own  town. 

%e  Witness.  I  know  nothing  more  than  what  I  have  already  stated. 

By  Mr.  MoDONALD : 

\.  YoQ  spoke  about  many  persons  having  been  very  enthusiastic  in 
beginning  of  the  canvass  in  favor  of  <^  the  Bntier  movement,"  m  it 
iUed,  who,  after  this  manufacturers'  meeting,  and  the  impression 
t  went  abroad  from  it,  grew  cold,  and  were  not  any  longer  active, 
rhat  class  were  those  persons? — A.  They  were  generally  operatives. 
•  Persons  whose  labor  was  under  the  influence  of  mill-owners  and 
lafactoring  establishments? — A.  Yes.  The  Washburne  &  Moen 
ks  are  very  large  works  and  employ  a  great  many  people ;  all  males, 
ink  'j  I  do  not  think  they  employ  any  females  at  all. 
.  After  it  went  abroad  that  there  had  been  such  a  meeting  held  in 
noester,  at  which  the  representatives  of  leading  manufacturing  es- 
iehments  were  t>resent,  what  do  you  say  was  its  effect  upon  the  po- 
al  feeling  of  the  people? — A.  All  that  I  can  say  is,  that  it  seemed 
aonpen  their  ardor  and  change  their  conduct. 
.  Did  it  change  their  political  course  ? — A.  They  either  lost  their 
tical  course,  or  hfid  none  3  I  do  not  know  what  course  some  of  them 
I'y  but  there  was  a  very  decided  change  in  feeling  among  people 
»  had  befote  been  ready  to  do  anything  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
seas  of  their  nomination. 


BANK  M.  Dbapeb  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Ohaibaman  : 

fuestion.  Where  do  you  live? — Answer,  I  live  in  the  town  of  Bast 
iglass,  Webster  County ;  Bast  Douglass  is  a  manufacturing  village, 
\.  What  kind  of  manufacturing  is  carried  on  there? — A.  It  is  prin  ^ 
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cipally  ax  mannfacturiDg ;  that  is  the  maiu  business.   There  is  a  shoddy 
mill  there,  but  it  is  a  very  small  oue. 

Q.  Of  what  class  are  the  employes  there? — A.  The  majority  are 
Freuch  Canadians. 

Q.  About  how  many  men  are  employed  there  ? — A.  Somewhere  about 
three  hundred  men. 

Q.  Who  is  the  agent  or  controlling  manat  the  Douglass  Ax  Works  ? — 
A.  The  agent  is  Edwin  Moore. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  conduct  of  the  agent,  Mr. 
Moore,  or  others  of  that  corporation  toward  the  employes  as  to  freedom 
of  political  action  on  the  part  of  the  eraploy^cn! — A.  I  cannot  say  a 
great  deal  in  regard  to  the  agent  ^  I  can  say  something  as  to  bis  fore- 
man of  the  shop. 

Q.  Who  is  the  foreman  f — A.  Albert  Butler  is  one. 

Q,  What  did  Mr.  Butler  do  ? — A.  Mr.  Butler  has  had  a  great  deal  to 
do  about  elections.  He  was  foreman  of  the  clog-shop.  He  goes  about 
at  election  time  among  the  help,  around  with  the  help  in  the  forge- 
shop,  and  finds  out  or  asks  them  the  question,  ^'  W^hich  way  are  you  go- 
ing to  vote  !  ^  He  seems  to  take  some  of  the  men  in  that  way.  He 
will  want  to  know  for  which  man  they  are  going  to  vote.  He  has  never 
said  anything  to  me  of  that  kind  ;  but  the  general  impression  is  that 
he  asks,  "Are  you  going  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket,"  or,  "Are  you 
going  to  vote  tor  Butler!  ^  "  Butler"  was  last  year  what  he  went  on. 
He  would  tell  them  that  it  was  for  their  interest  to  vote  the  other  way  ; 
to  vote  the  Eepublican  ticket;  to  vote  for  Talbot — that  is  the  general 
expression  with  him — and  he  has  influenced  them  to  vote  foreign  to 
their  own  convictions. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  politics  of  any  of  these  men  who  are  employed 
rn  the  forge-shop  ¥ — A.  They  are  Republicans  and  Democrats. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  they  were  at  the  last  fall  elections  I — A.  That 
has  been  called  a  Democratic  town.  It  is  very  close ;  some  twelve  or 
thirteen  votes  would  throw  the  scale  either  way. 

Q.  How  was  the  majority  of  the  employes  politically  classed  last  fall  ? 
What  was  their  preference? — A.  I  should  thiuk  that  they  were  Demo- 
cratic, the  most  of  them. 

Q.  What  was  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Butler,  the  foreman  of  the  shop,  and 
any  other  employe  of  the  shop,  naming  him,  at  the  election  house,  when 
the  employes  came  to  vote  t — A.  I  will  state  that  Mr.  Butler  and  Mr.  A. 
J.  Thayer  were  there.  There  was  something  like  this  [indicating  a  space] 
where  the  voters  passed  through  to  vote,  with  a  bench  back;  and  the3* 
would  place  themselves  up  there  and  watch — this  Mr.  Butler  would — 
every  man  who  would  come  in;  that  is,  tliese  men  that  he  wouhi  be 
working  w  th,  you  understand.  He  would  watch  them  at  the  polls  to 
see  how  they  would  vote;  would  ^'spot"  them,  you  might  say. 

Q.  From  the  place  where  he  sat  would  he  face  the  voters  as  they  came 
up  ? — A.  He  did  face  the  voters.  As  they  came  up,  they  would  have 
to  pass  under  his  eyes. 

Q.  Could  he  see  the  ballot  which  they  cast  t — A.  Yes,  he  did  ;  and  I 
have  seen  him,  when  one  of  them  would  vote  right,  nod  his  head  that 
that  was  right. 

Q.  How  far  is  it  from  the  factory  to  the  polls  T~A.  It  is  about  a  mile 
and  three-quarters. 

Q.  How  were  the  men  brought  there,  or  did  they  come  without  being 
brought? — A.  Some  of  them  are  carried  up  in  teams,  and  some  of  them 
go  afoot. 
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Q.  Was  there  any  special  time  of  day  at  which  they  voted  ? — A.  The 
xAh  are  generally  opened  at  ten  or  eleven,  from  that  to  three  o'clock. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Butler,  the  foreman,  there? — A.  He  is  generally  on 
lanti. 

Q.  Was  he  there  last  November  f — A.  He  was. 

Q.  Did  yoQ  see  him  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  votes  of  the  em- 
^oyes  or  do  anything  in  regard  to  the  tickets  ! — A.  I  saw  nothing  in 
liebonse,  only  as  he  was  standing  thereon  that  bench  watching. 

Q.  Watching  the  voters  as  they  came  in  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  the  ballots  that  were  voted  sealed  or  open  tickets  ? — A.  They 
rere  open  tickets.  I  do  not  think  there  were  more  than  one  or  two 
leaied  ballots ;  there  may  have  been  one ;  they  were  open  tickets. 

Q.  Aboat  how  many  votes  were  polled  there  in  November! — A.  I 
think  aboot  145  Talbot  votes,  110  of  the  Butler  votes,  and  somewhere 
iboQt  twenty-one  for  Abbott.  Those  are  the  figures  as  near  as  I  can 
pTe  them. 

Q.  A  majority  of  fourteen  for  Talbot  at  the  polls! — A.  Yes;  there 
vnM  a  majority  for  him  there  last  fall. 

Q.  Were  these  employes  permitted  a  freedom  of  choice,  so  far  as  yon 
■IV,  or  were  they  controlled  in  any  way  by  their  employers  ! — A.  You 
ttked  me  in  regard  to  the  agent.  About  the  middle  of  the  day,  about 
•oon  time,  when  the  help  came  in,  the  agent  stood  at  the  door  distrib- 
otJQg  tickets  as  these  men  came  in. 

Q.  Who  was  that ! — A.  Mr.  Moore. 

Q.  Is  he  a  Republican  ! — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  What  are  the  politics  of  Mr.  Thayer! — A.  Republican. 

Q.  All  three  were  there  on  election  day  ! — A.  They  were  there  to  dis- 
Mbote  votes  when  the  men  came  up  there.  They  shut  down  the  wheels 
)f  business,  and  were  there  and  attended  to  that  business. 
Q.  Where  were  they  from  the  time  the  men  came  in  until  they  came 
» the  polls! — A.  Moore  stood  down  at  the  door  where  they  came  in^ 
otler  and  Thayer  stood  on  this  bench. 

Q.  What  kind  of  tickets  was  Moore  distributing  ! — A.  Open  ballots 
ith  the  pictures  of  Talbot  and  Long  for  governor  and  lieutenant  gov- 
nor. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  saw  the  employes  after  they  came  in,  did  they  vote 
e  open  Republican  ticket ! — A.  Some  of  them  voted  that  and  some 
»ted  as  they  chose. 

Q.  Some  voted  the  other  way  ! — A.  Yes ;  some  voted  the  other  way. 
Q.  Of  those  who  voted  the  Republican  ticket,  were  there  any  who 
ire  known  to  you  to  be  Democrats! — A.  O,  yes;  I  think  that  some- 
lere  about  twenty  of  the  Democrats  voted  the  Talbot  ticket.  I  don't 
y  they  were  intimidated,  but  there  were  about  twenty  Democrats  in 
ir  town  who  voted  the  Talbot  ticket. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  personally  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Butler  had 
kssed  through  the  shop  as  foreman  and  stated  it  was  to  their  interest 
to  vote  ! — A.  I  could  not  say  anything  personally  as  to  Mr.  Butler; 
lat  is  hearsay  ;  but  Mr.. Moore  told  those  men  as  they  came  in  it  was 
r  their  interest,  and  handed  them  the  ticket.  I  was  distributing  But- 
r  tickets  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  Mr.  Moore  told  them  it  was  to  their  interest! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
'ard  him  say  that 
Q.  To  the  employes  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  he  the  power  of  discharging  them  ! — A.  He  had  the  power  of 
Hug  them  and  discharging  them. 
Q.  Do  yon  know  that  any  of  the  men  to  whom  he  told  this  had  in- 
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teDded  to  vote  for  BotlerT— A.  No;  I  coald  not  say.    I  was  back  bf 
the  door.    I  saw  him  occasionally,  and  woald  go  around  myself. 

Q.  Did  this  corporation  then,  or  in  1876,  exercise  their  iDfluenoe  apoil 
their  employes  from  what  yon  saw  of  what  occurred  T — A.  In  1876,  and 
from  that  up,  they  have  had  more  of  what  yon  call  intimidation  aDd 
bulldozing  than  1  ever  saw  before,  and  I  have  been  at  work  for  the 
compauy  for  twenty-seven  years. 

Q.  Have  they  ever  intimidated  you  t — A.  They  have  not.  They  (W 
not  say  anything  to  me  of  that  kind  ;  they  know  me. 

Q.  What  position  do  you  occupy ;  do  you  have  any  control  of  tht 
men  T — A.  I  have  no  control  of  men  ;  I  am  merely  hired. 

Q.  Have  they  ever  attempted  to  force  you  to  vote  in  any  way !— A. 
They  never  have.    No  man  Las  ever  attempted  it  by  that  means. 

Q.  Has  the  supervisor  or  Mr.  Moore  ever  asked  yon  how  you  woai4li 
vot«-! — ^A.  No,  sir;  they  have  not.  They  know  well  enough  witboufci 
asking  me. 

Q.  You  are  an  independent  man  and  own  property  1 — A.  I  do,  aocl 
drive  my  own  team.  I  do  my  work  and  do  not  consider  that  any  one 
has  any  busiuess  to  meddle  with  my  politics  or  religion. 

By  Mr.*  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  say  that  when  they  would  give  them  tickets,  Mr.  Moore  would 
say  to  the  men  that  it  was  to  their  interest  to  vote  that  ticket  t — A.  I 
do.  1  heard  him  say  that.  He  said,  ^'  This  is  for  your  interest."  That 
was  all  I  ever  heard  from  Mr.  Moore. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  men  whose  inclinations  politically  were  the  other 
way  who  were  thus  influenced  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket  T — A.  Yes, 
I  think  there  were  men  there  who  told  me  that  they  were  going  to  vote 
the  Butler  ticket  who  did  not  dare  to  vote  it.  I  have  reason  to  beliere 
that  they  did  not  dare  to  vote  it. 

Q.  They  were  not  in  an  independent  condition  as  you  were,  and  after- 
wards voted  the  Eepublican  ticket,  as  you  believe,  because  they  did  not 
dare  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  did  not  dare  to 
vote  it. 

Q.  Did  any  of  the  men  in  the  mill  tell  yon  that  they  did  not  dare  to 
vote  as  they  believed  7 — A.  No ;  they  never  told  me  that  in  so  many 
words ;  there  are  not  many  who  would  like  to  speak  right  out. 

Q.  But  their  conduct  was  that  way  t — A.  Yes ;  they  gave  me  reason 
to  believe  that.  From  what  they  had  said  before,  1  knew' they  always 
had  been  up  to  the  mark. 

Q.  Until  this  unusual  pressure  was  brought  to  bear ! — A.  Yes;  it  has 
been  unusual  in  the  last  few  years. 

Q.  From  1876  down  there  has  been  an  unusual  pressure  in  that  way? 
— A.  Yes  5  there  seemed  to  be ;  and  in  the  Tilden  campaign  they  weut 
it  pretty  hard.  That  was  the  hardest  that  I  ever  saw,  from  that  out; 
they  started  on  that. 

Q.  They  started  in  the  Tilden  electionon  this  bulldozing,  and  have 
kept  it  up  since  f — A.  Yes ;  they  have  kept  it  up  more  than  I  ever 
noticed  before.    I  know  they  did  it  on  me. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  was  your  last  remark  ! — A.  They  did  it  at  that  time,  I  wy, 
when  I  ran  for  representative.  They  used  all  the  influences  and  press- 
ure they  could. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 
Q.  To  keep  your  fellow-operatives  from  voting  for  you  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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the  J  tried  to  hire«  I  have  men  here  dow  who  will  testify  to  that, 
at  they  offered  them  mouey  to  vote  against  me,  and  to  vote  for  the 
ipabiicaD  representative. 

By  Mr.  PL  ATT : 

Q.  What  is  yoar  age  f — A.  Forty-five  years. 

Q.  How  long  haye  you  worked  for  this  company  f — A.  I  think  it  is 
renty-seven  years  this  very  day. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  corporation ! — A.  The  Douglass  Axe 
iMD^mny. 

Q.  How  long  has  Mr.  Moore  been  agent  of  that  company  ? — A.  Four- 
en  years,  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  You  have  been  known  during  that  time  as  an  active  Democratic 
)litician,  have  y6n  notT — A.  I  began  with  the  Eepublican  party  when 
lej  first  came  in,  and  voted  with  the  Republican  party  up  to  1868.  I 
»t  my  last  vote  with  the  Eepublican  party  for  General  Orant  for 
resident.  I  then  became  identified  with  the  Labor  and  Democratic 
iity.    I  have  voted  with  them  since  1868. 

Q.  Id  1868,  then,  you  changed  from  a  Bepublican  to  a  Labor  Demo- 
■at?— A.  I  joined  the  Labor  party.  That  Was  what  came  out  in  Mas- 
tefaaaetts.  The  Labor  party  was  organized  here.  1  have  belonged  to 
e?er  since,  and  was  elected  in  1877  a  member  of  the  general  court. 
Q.  Yet  you  have  continued  to  work  for  the  company,  and  they  have 
(ver  remonstrated  with  you? — A.  I  had  no  trouble  with  them  what- 
er. 
Q.  In  1877  and  1878,  did  you  not  take  an  active  interest  in  politics  T — 

I  did. 

Q.  So  that  you  were  at  the  polls  ordinarily  t-^A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  generally 
end  every  town  meeting.    I  do  not  think  I  missed  any. 
^  I  understood  you  to  say  that  when  Mr.  Moore  was  distributing 
Ibot  tickets  at  the  door,  you  were  distributing  Democratic  tickets  T — 

Yes,  sir. 

}.  I  do  not  know  whether  yon  call  Butler  tickets  Democratic  tick* 
if — A.  He  has  been  a  pretty  good  Republican. 
^.  Moore  would  give  tickets  to  anybody  or  everybody  who  came 
mg  ? — A.  O,  certainly ;  he  would  give  to  others. 
(J.  Were  others  beside  Mr.  Moore  distributing  at  the  door  t — A.  I 
nk  there  were  two  or  three  others  with  him.  I  think  some  half  a 
ten  in  all  were  distributing  tickets. 

^  Mr.  Moore  tried  to  get  the  men  to  take  the  Talbot  tickets  ? — A. 
\  offered  them  to  these  men  as  they  came  up. 

IJ.  He  offered  them  to  every  one  who  came  up  ! — A.  To  everybody ; 
t  mostly  he  handed  them  to  these  men. 

Q.  And  you  tried  to  get  the  men  to  take  Butler  tickets  ! — A.  Cor- 
inly. 

Q.  When  Mr.  Moore  told  them  it  was  for  their  interest  to  vote  the 
klbot  tickets,  did  you  tell  them  it  was  tor  their  interest  to  vote  the 
atler  tickets? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Vote  distributors  sometimes  get  into  a  good  deal  of  discussion, 
id  yoQ  not  talk  as  loud  about  it  as  Moore  or  any  of  them  7 — A.  Of 
mrse ;  I  blowed  for  Butler. 

Q.  Yon  tried  to  keep  up  your  end  and  Mr.  Moore  tried  to  keep  up  his 
Bd?— A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Now,  what  is  the  wicked  thing  that  yon  call  bulldozing  that  Mr» 
ioore  did  there  7 — A.  1  cannot  say  anything  more  than  that. 

Q.  Did  you  try  to  bulldoze  t — A.  I  did  not  try  to  bulldoze.  I  told 
Den  to  vote  as  they  saw  fit — ''  Here  is  a  Butler  ticket." 
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Q.  Yon  did  Dot  have  any  Talbot  tickets  in  your  hand? — A.  No;  I 
didn't  peddle  Talbot  tickets. 

Q.  You  do  not  call  it  bulldozing  for  you  to  peddle  Butler  tickets  at 
the  door? — A.  No;  but  I  look  at  that  as  something  that  I  never  saw 
done  before.  I  never  saw  the  agent  of  the  corporation  peddling  tickets 
at  the  door  until  last  fall  election. 

Q.  That  is  the  something  that  you  think  is  not  right — the  agent  of  the 
corporation  peddling  tickets? — A.  I  do  not  say  that  if  a  man  is  a  dis- 
tributor he  has  not  the  right  to  peddle  tickets;  but  I  say  it  was  same- 
thing  I  had  never  saw  done  before. 

Q.  But  you  were  working  in  the  corporation  twenty -seven  years,  and, 
knowing  the  men,  you  thought  it  was  perfectly  right  tor  you  to  stand 
there  and  peddle  Butler  tickets?— A.  They  had  put  me  there  before. 

Q.  Which  of  you — Mr.  Moore  or  yourself — was  better  acquainted 
with  the  meu  in  the  shop  ? — A.  I  think  I  know  the  politics  of  the  men 
better  than  he  does. 

Q.  Your  social  relations  with  them  are  better  than  Mr.  Moore's? — A. 
Certainly. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  was  a  just  thing  for  jou,  working  in  that  shop 
twenty-seven  years,  as  you  had,  and  knowing  those  men  as  well  as  you 
did,  to  stand  there  and  peddle  tickets  ? — A.  They  have  always  put  me 
on  to  peddle  tickets. 

Q.  For  Mr.  Moore  to  do  it  it  was  bulldozing  ? — A.  I  don't  know  that  he 
does.    I  was  speaking  of  Butler  mostly. 

Q.  O,  Butler  was  the  bulldozer  I  Now,  what  was  the  wicked  thing 
that  Bntler  did?— A.  I  say  that  that  was  the  talk  I  heard  among  the 
help.    He  never  has  done  anything  to  me. 

Q.  Have  you  ever,  of  your  personal  knowledge,  known  Mr.  Butler  to 
do  a  thing  which  you  really  considered  improper  in  the  matter  of  elec- 
tions?— A.  From  my  personal  knowledge? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  I  could  not  from  my  personal  knowledge  say  that. 

Q.  You  had  pretty  hot  times  up  here  last  fall,  in  the  campaign  ? — A. 
Yes;  hot  all  around. 

Q.  It  was  very  excited,  and  people,  probably,  went  further  than  they 
would  have  been  likely  to  go  in  an  ordinary  election.  I  do  not  under- 
stand you  to  say  that  any  man  who  told  you  that  he  was  going  to  vote 
the  Butler  ticket,  told  you  subsequently  that  he  was  going  to  vote  the 
Talbot  ticket  because  he  was  afraid  to  vote  for  Butler  ? — A.  No ;  1  do 
not  say  that  they  told  me;  I  have  only  taken  it  from  their  actions. 

Q.  l?hat  is  simply  an  inference  of  yours  from  their  actions ;  they  have 
not  told  you  so  ? — A.  No ;  I  have  not  made  any  such  statement  as  that. 

Q.  What  is  Mr.  Thayer's  reUition  there? — A.  He  is  a  grain  dealer. 

Q.  Connected  with  the  corporation  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  But  Mr.  Moore  and  Mr.  Butler  did  the  wicked  thing  of  standing 
by  the  ballot-box  and  watcliing  the  voters? — A.  I  saw  them  stand  right 
up  there. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Democrats  stand  up  there  too? — A.  They  crowd  the 
Democrats  off. 

Q.  Did  these  two  men  crowd  the  Democrats  off! — A.  Well,  they 
stand  there,  they  and  the  others  generally. 

Q.  How  do  you  hold  the  Douglass  Axe  Company  responsible  for  the 
wicked  thing  that  these  two  men  did  in  standing  near  the  ballot-box 
and  looking  at  the  voters  ? — A.  1  don't  hold  the  Douglass  Axe  Company 
responsible  for  it. 

Q.  Here  were  these  two  men,  Butler  and  Thayer,  who  stood  there 
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nd  tsked  meo  to  vote.  Thayer  did  that  too,  did  he  T — A.  O,  he  figures 
with  them. 

LQ.  Mr.  Tbaver  does  Dot  own  any  stock  in  the  corporation  and  does 
t  work  there  T — A.  1  coald  not  tell  whether  he  owns  stock  in  the 
iorponition  or  not. 

I  Q.  fiot  because  a  man  stands  at  the  polls  and  offers  tickets  to  men 
lio  wunt  to  vote,  yon  call  it  balldozing  ? — A.  He  offered  men  money  to 
I9te  against  me. 

Q.  I  am  coming  to  that ;  he  is  the  man  who  tried  to  hire  men  f— A. 
Ttt,  sir,  in  1876. 

Q.  Did  Butler  do  that  ? — A.  No ;  I  do  not  say  that  he  did. 
ft.  Did  Moore  do  that ! — ^A.  1  never  heard  of  Moore  doing  anything 
that. 

^  This  wicked  grain  dealer,  then,  is  the  one  who  must  be  investigated ; 
at  was  the  name  of  the  man  he  offered  to  hire? — A.  Frank  Putnam. 
l  is  he  here  ? — A.  He  is  here. 

l  What  you  know  about  that  is  what  he  told  you,  I  suppose  f — A. 
told  me  this  some  two  years  ago. 

\.  When  was  it  f — A.  It  was  in  1876 ;  I  was  elected  at  the  Presiden- 
election. 

(.  That  was  the  time,  you  understand,  that  this  terrible  Thayer  tried 
Hiy  a  man  7 — A.  Yes;  he  did  all  he  could. 
^  And  what  you  know  about  it  is  what  Putnam  told  you? — A.  Yes, 

I,  And  Mr.  Putnam  is  here  to  tell  his  own  story  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

t.  What  did  the  help  tell  you  about  Butler  trying  to  bulldoze  them ! — 

They  would  come  and  tell  this ;  this  I  heard,  that  he  would  come 

1  tell  them  that  they  were  working  against  their  interests,  and  they 

St  vote  the  Republican  ticket,  or  they  must  vote  the  Talbot  ticket, 

Duating  that  they  would  lose  their  places;  that  it  was  against  the 

(rests  of  the  company. 

!•  Did  this  kind  of  advice  have  any  influence  upon  them  ? — A.  It 

;  it  made  some  twenty-five  or  thirty  votes  difference  in  the  town. 

I  This  man  Thayer,  you  say^,  although  not  connected  with  these 

lofacturing  establishments,  had  some  special  relations  with  these 

Dtsf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

.  You  are  simply  an  employ^  there  in  the  factory  doing  your  own 

k  and  having  no  power  to  employ  or  discharge  men? — A.  No;  I 

e  no  men  that  I  discharge ;  I  stand  in  the  same  position  that  any 

I  does  who  is  hired  there  to  do  work. 

.  Mr.  Moore  is  the  superintendent  and  controls  the  employment  of 

men  there  ? — A.  Yes ;  he  hires  and  turns  away. 

.  So  that  he  stood  in  a  position  to  give  his  advice  much  more  infiu- 

?  than  you  could  give  yours  f — A.  O,  of  course. 

.  When  he  told  them  it  was  to  their  interest  to  vote  in  that  way,  his 

Ice  was  much  more  convincing  than  yours  could  be? — A.  Yes. 

By  Mr.  PL  ATT : 

.  What  man  told  you  that  Mr.  Butler  had  told  him  that  he  had  better 
i  for  Talbot  or  he  would  lose  his  place  ? — A.  No  man  told  me  that 
as  you  word  the  question,  ^^  that  he  would  lose  his  place,"  but  that  it 
Id  be  for  his  interest,  or  that  he  worked  against  the  interest  of  the 
pany.    Butler  would  ask  them  the  question. 

«  I  am  asking  for  facts,  not  for  stories  as  you  heard  them  around, 
»8  they  have  been  told  you  by  the  men  themselves. — A.  I  will  au> 
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8wer  your  qnestion.  They  have  told  me  this,  that  he  woald  ooioe  and 
ask  them  just  before  the  election  how  they  were  going.  They  would  say, 
^^  Well,  I  am  going  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket."  He  would  say, 
<'  Well,  it  is  for  your  interest  to  vote  the  other  way,  to  vote  Bepublioaii." 
I  have  heard  that. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  them  also  that  it  was  for  his  interest  or  the  manufac- 
turer's interests  that  they  should  vote  the  other  way !— A.  He  said  it 
was  for  the  interest  of  the  company.  He  seemed  to  put  the  company  or 
corporation  in.  He  said  he  would  like  them  to  work  welL  He  did 
not  say  that  they  were  against  his  interest,  but  that  they  worked 
against  the  interest  of  the  corporation. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  some  of  the  men  who  you  say  told  you  that  Mr. 
Butler  told  them  that. — A.  Warren  Casey  has  told  me  that ;  Burton 
Ooddard,  I  think,  is  one  who  stated  it. 

Q.  Any  one  else? — A.  I  do  not  think  of  any  others. 

Q.  Did  either  of  these  men,  Casey  or  Goddard,  say  to  yon  that  Mr. 
Butler  said  an3'thing  to  them  about  discharging  them  or  anything  of 
that  sort  in  case  they  voted  otherwise? — A.  No;  they  never  said  any- 
thing of  that. 

Q.  Are  those  men  Democrats  ? — A.  They  are. 

Q.  Always? — A.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that.  ISince  I  have  known  them, 
I  think  they  have  voted  the  Democratic  ticket. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  them  ? — A.  I  have  known  them  fifteen 
or  twenty  years. 

Q.  Have  they  worked  there  in  that  company  all  the  time  ? — A.  Not 
all  the  time,  I  think. 

Q.  How  long  have  they  worked  there? — A.  I  guess  that  Goddard  has 
voted  there  some  six  or  seven  years.    He  is  here  to  give  his  evidence. 

Q.  They  are  there  still  ? — ^A.  They  are  there  still. 

Q.  They  still  work  for  the  company  ? — A.  They  still  work  for  the  com- 
pany. 

Q.  Goddard  has  not  been  discharged  ? — A.  Goddard  has  not  been  dis- 
charged. 

Q.  How  did  Casey  vote? — A.  Casey  voted  the  ticket  and  lost  his  job 
after  the  town  meeting. 

Q.  Is  Casey  here  ? — A.  He  is  here  and  will  give  his  evidence. 

Q.  Which  way  did  Goddard  vote  ? — A.  The  Democratic  ticket,  I  ex- 
pect. 

Q.  He  is  still  there  at  work? — A.  Yes,  sirj  and  he  is|stillhere  to  give 
his  evidence. 

Q.  Did  you  get  him  down  here? — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  get  him  do^ivn 
here. 

Q.  Did  you  give  his  name  to  any  one  to  get  him  here? — A.  Did  I  give 
his  name  to  any  one  to  get  him  here  ? 

Q.  Yes;  that  is  just  the  question  I  asked. — A.  I  handed  in  the  names 
of  some  two,  and  one  was  the  name  of  Goddard. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  give  those  names  ? — A.  I  gave  them,  I  think,  to 
Plympton  ;  I  think  that  is  the  man's  name. 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  these  manufacturers  believed  what  they 
said  to  these  employes,  that  if  they  voted  the  Butler  ticket  they  would 
be  voting  against  the  real  interest  of  the  manufacturers? — A.  That  is 
what  they  talked  to  them. 

Q.  Do  you  not  believe  that  these  manufacturers  were  honestly  con- 
vinced that  the  operatives  were  voting  to  destroy  the  manufacturing 
industries  in  voting  the  Butler  ticket? — A.  I  have  no  idea. 
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Q.  Da  joiL  not  believe  it  T — A.  I  thiok  they  used  that  as  a  whip. 
4*  X>o  yoa  not  think  that  they  believed  itT — A.  I  coald  not  say. 
^  Do  yoo  believe  that  they  were  lying  about  it ! — A.  I  cannot  say. 
lyok  they  used  that  to  whip  them  in. 

Q.  The  question  is  whether  yoa  thought  that  these  manufaoturers 
ibeved  that  by  voting  for  General  Butler  and  against  them,  the  opera- 
ifw  were  voting  to  injure  the  industriai  interests  of  Massachusetts  T 
-A.  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Do  yoQ  not  think  that  they  thought  so  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell. 
Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  they  mi^it  have  thought  so ! — A.  They 
mifrhu    I  could  not  tell  what  they  thought. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  reason  to  believe  that  they  were  not  sincere  in  thatf 
"*i.  They  might  have  been  sincere. 
Q.  They  voted  against  Butler  themselves  ? — A.  They  did  every  time. 
Q.  Do  yon  not  suppose  that  they  believed  that  they  were  voting  for 
lair  own  interest  in  voting  against  Butler  f — A.  Of  course  all  corpora- 
ioBs  that  worked  against  him  would  vote  against  him. 
Q.  The  corporations  are  not  carried  on  at  the  election  polls  T — A.  They 
ave  a  good  deal  to  do  there. 
Q.  What  can  a  manufacturer  do  without  labor T — A.  He  can  do  noth- 

Q.  Can  he  do  any  better  without  labor  than  he  can  without  capital  T 
A.  He  cannot,  but  a  man  ought  to  be  free. 

Q.  Of  course  a  man  ought  to  be  free ;  but  the  point  is  whether  the 
annfactorers  do  wrong  in  expressing  their  sentiments^  to  their  help, 
ere  are  men  who  have  capital,  who  hire  labor.  They  make  their  profit 
It  of  capital  and  labor  combined,  do  they  notf — A.  Certainly. 
Q.  It  takes  both  to  carry  on  business ;  capital  cannot  do  without 
bor  any  more  than  labor  can  do  without  capital.  Here  are  these  maou- 
leturers.  They  say  to  this  class  of  whom  >ou  have  spoken  as  ignorant 
rshmen,  and  of  whom  yon  say  but  few  can  read,  ''Here  are  your  in- 
vests and  our  interests."  Do  you  not  think  that  they  are  sincere  in 
lat ! — A.  But  you  see  they  do  not  allow  them  to  vote. 
Q.  But  you  say  that  all  that  they  told  these  operatives  was  that  it 
as  to  their  interest  to  vote  the  Talbot  ticket.  Now,  these  men  not  are 
ipitalists,  but  manufacturers,  and  I  ask  you  if  you  do  not  suppose  they 
ere  entirely  sincere  in  telling  the  operatives  that  they,  were  voting 
l^ainst  their  (the  operatives')  own  interests  in  voting  for  Butler! — A. 
do  not  know  that  they  were. 

Q.  Do  yon  not  suppose  that  in  taking  that  ground  they  were  just  as 
Deere  as  you  were  in  taking  the  other  ground  and  telling  these  men  to 
^e  for  you  because  it  was  for  your  interest? — A.  I  think  it  very  likely 
at  they  may  have  been. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  they  did  any  wrong,  then  t — A.  I  think  they 
ted  all  the  power  they  could  use  to  defeat  Butler. 
Q.  Why  did  they  not  use  the  power  of  discharging  any  of  their  op- 
atives,  if  they  used  all  the  power  that  they  could  use! — A.  I  have 
ason  to  believe  that  this  one  fellow  was  discharged. 
Q.  Bnt  the  great  mass  of  this  help  worked  right  along,  and  work 
ere  to-day  T — A.  I  think  they  did. 

Q.  And  the  great  mass  of  them  worked  against  their  employers,  as 
ey  nsually  do  and  have  for  this  past  year  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Have  you  not  testified  that  most  of  the  votes  of  those  operatives 
^re  cast  for  General  Butler  ? — A.  1  say  that  most  of  thein  are  French  ; 
ere  are  but  a  few  Irish. 
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Q.  But  most  of  them  voted  against  their  employers  f — A.  I  do  nol 
think  they  did. 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  this:  If  those  employers  had  been  disposej 
to  intimidate  their  men  and  had  gone  to  them,  when  help  was  so  scaroa 
as  it  was  last  fall,  and  bad  said,  ^^  Here,  you  vote  with  as  or  we  wilt 
tarn  yoa  off,"  woald  they  not  have  intimidated  more  men  than  they  are 
said  to  have  intimidated! — A.  I  think  they  would  have,  if  they  had 
put  it  right  sqaare  to  them. 

Q.  What  was  to  prevent  them  from  saying  that  to  the  men  if  thej^ 
wanted  to  intimidate  the  men? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Have  you  known  anything  of  men  in  this  State  being  driven  into 
the  woods  and  staying  there  for  weeks  and  months,  becaase  of  outrages 
upon  them  f  Have  you  known  of  intimidation  that  amoants  to  any. 
thing  at  all  like  that  ? — A.  I  have  read  a  good  deal,  but  as  for  kuowin^ 
personally  of  that,  I  cannot  say  that  I  do. 

A.  What  have  the  manufacturers  done?  Do  you  not  believe  that  all| 
this  talk  of  intimidation  here  in  Massachusetts  is  a  mere  pretense^a] 
sham  T — A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  They  do  resort  to  a  good  deal  of  it,  you  think  T — A.  Yes,  sir;  that 
is  my  opinion. 

Q.  Yet  you  have  traveled  around  the  State  to  get  less  than  half  a| 
dozen  instances  where  men  have  been  turned  off! — A.  I  have  seeoac-: 
counts  of  their  having  been  turned  off. 

Q.  But  you  do  not  know  of  but  one  or  two  yourself  I — A.  In  my  own 
town.    I  am  not  ti-aveliug  around. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  there  is  a  place  in  the  world  where  men  vote  as 
they  please  any  more  freely  than  in  Massachusetts ;  and,  if  so,  where  is 
it? — A.  I  cannot  say  that. 

Q.  If  you  are  so  oppressed  in  Massachusetts,  why  do  you  not  try 
some  other  State  ? — A.  I  am  not  through  with  Massachusetts  yet. 

Q.  You  don't  feel  very  much  oppressed,  then,  do  you! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  as  free  as  ever  t — A.  I  guess  so. 

Q.  You  see  no  occasion  for  leaving  f — A.  There  is  nothing  to  drive  me 
away. 

Q.  I  do  not  imagine  that  anything  will.  You  are  just  as  free  as  yoa 
please  to  be,  and  do  you  not  think  that  that  is  true  of  the  people  in 
general  t — A.  Well,  sir,  I  think  that  when  these  corporations  interfere 
it  is  wrong. 

Q.  What  will  you  do  with  these  corporations  T  If  you  destroy  these 
corporations,  how  will  you  get  your  living! — A.  They  cannot  live  with- 
out us — you  say  so  yourself. 

Q.  But  you  propose  to  live  without  them  f — A.  I  do  not  go  in  for  de- 
stroying any  of  the  corporations.  I  go  in  for  a  man  having  his  eqaal 
rights. 

Q.  Are  you  oppressed  by  them  T — A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  Are  the  people  as  a  mass  oppressed  by  them  T — A.  I  think  they  are. 

Q.  And  they  must  all  vote  against  the  corporations  ? — A.  No,'  they 
do  not. 

Q.  The  great  mass  of  them  ! — A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  Which  way  will  you  have  your  testimony  f — A.  I  will  have  it  that 
they  go  with  corporations  as  a  rule  against  their  own  sentiments. 

Q.  But  the  testimony  has  been  that  nineteen  out  of  ever  twenty  Irish- 
men vote  against  the  corporations  f — A.  I  never  stated  any  such  thin«; 
as  that. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  that  you  did  put  it  quite  so  large  as  that. — A.  No, 
sir;  I  did  not  make  any  such  statement  as  that. 
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Bj  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Yoa  were  asked  if  you  had  given  the  names  of  certain  persons 
whom  yoa  have  named  here  as  witnesses,  as  those  of  persons  who  had 
been  inflaenced  by  being  threatened  with  discharge  by  any  of  the  corpo- 
rations?— A.  I  named  those  two. 

Q.  You  were  not  volunteering  any  testimony? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  asked  if  you  could  give  the  names  of  any  such  persons,  yon 
gave  the  names  of  those  two  ? — A.  The  reason  I  gave  their  names  is 
because  those  men  had  told  me  their  story. 

Q.  My  colleague  on  the  committee  asked  you  if  yon  knew  of  such  per- 
sons and  you  gave  the  names  at  his  request? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Blaib.  We  have  drawn  out  the  testimony  of  the  witness  on  the 
stand.  I  am  not  aware  that  we  have  had  any  other  communication  with 
him. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  You  do  not  suppose  that  3^ou  could  have  found  the  individual  in  a 
case  such  as  you  have  spoken  of  without  inquiry  ? — A.  I  did  not  sup- 
pose I  could  find  him  without  I  made  some  inquiry. 

Q.  You  have  been  asked  by  ray  colleague  whether  these  superintend- 
ents who  have  charge  of  the  mills  did  not  really  feel  that  it  was  to  the 
interest  of  the  mills  to  defeat  Butler? — A.  Yes,  I  think  they  did.  They 
talked  it. 

Q.  They  talked  it  and  probably  believed  it  ? — A.  I  thought  so. 

Q.  And  they  thought  that  the  men  had  no  business  to  vote  the  other 
way  ? — A.  That  was  the  insinuation. 

Mr.  Blaib.  I  object  to  that.  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  very  tangible. 
Let  the  witness  state  what  they  said. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  were  asked  about  their  conduct.  I  ask  you  if  you  did  not 
think  it  a  very  great  outrage  for  them  to  ask  the  men  to  vote  differently 
from  what  they  believed  on  the  subject  T — A.  I  did. 

Q.  They  thought  they  ought  to  do  the  thinking  of  the  men  on  the 
subject  of  voting  ? — A.'  Yes ;  and  to  direct  them  how  to  vote. 

Q.  Believing  that  Butler  would  ruin  the  whole  country,  they  thought 
the  men  ought  to  think  and  vote  as  they  thought  and  voted  for  them  ? 
— A.  Yes,  sir;  the  men  were  to  be  the  machines  to  do  just  precisely  as 
the  employers  thought. 

Mr.  Blaib.  You  and  Judge  McDonald  make  out  a  rather  fair  case  to- 
gether. 

Mr.  McDonald.  A  little  better  one  than  you  and  the  witness  made 
out. 

Mr.  Blaib.  That  may  be  because  the  parties  having  to  deal  with 
Duly  one  side  are  more  harmonious  and  willing  to  agree. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Since  the  employers  have  been  believing  so  earnestly  on  that  sub- 
ject, the  employed  have  very  g<*nerally  voted  with  them,  have  they  not  ? 
—A.  They  have  within  three  years. 

Q.  Since  that  belief  has  been  so  generally  pressed  by  the  employers, 
they  have  done  much  of  the  thinking  for  the  employed,  so  far  as  the 
thinking  has  gone  ! — A.  It  had  a  great  bearing. 

Q.  You  say  that  all  you  ask  is  that  the  men  shall  be  allowed  to  be- 
lieve for  themselves  ? — A.  That  is  the  way  1  understand  it  and  look  at 
things. 

Q.  And  that  they  shall  vote  in  freedom  ? — A.  Certainly ;  according  to 
the  dictates  of  their  own  consciences. 
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Q.  If  thej  differ  in  opinion  with  their  enployers  in  regard  to  what  is 
for  the  best  interests  of  the  country,  they  have  a  right  to  that  difference 
of  opinion  ! — A.  I  claim  that  they  have  that  right ;  the  laws  of  this 
State  give  them  that  right. 

Q.  Is  that  the  way  in  which  the  right  has  been  exercised  practically 
since  this  increased  energy  on  the  part  of  the  employers  has  been  man- 
ifested ! — A.  Generally,  except  in  the  corporations ;  it  is  not  so  as  to 
them. 


Edwabd  p.  Carter  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Do  you  live  in  Webster  t — Answer.  I  do. 

Q.  Were  you  there  at  the  November  election  of  1878 1 — A.  I  was. 

Q.  For  whom  were  you  active  ! — A.  For  General  Butler. 

Q.  Did  you  belong  to  the  Butler  club  7 — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Had  you  names  of  men  there  enrolled  who  you  thought  would 
vote  for  Butler  ? — A.  I  had  in  my  possession  the  names  of  those  who  I 
thought  would  vote  for  Butler. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  any  of  those  whom  you  enrolled  and  who  you 
had  reason  to  believe  would  vote  for  Butler  voted  against  him  T — A. 
I  do. 

Q.  How  many? — A.  There  were  25  or  30  whose  names  I  had  who  I  calcu- 
lated did  not  vote  for  General  Butler,  some  of  them ;  I  could  not  say 
that  all  of  them  voted  at  all. 

Q.  State  the  cause  of  this,  if  you  had  knowledge  of  it  there,  pend- 
ing the  election  7 — ^A.  There  were  reasons  which  were  plain  to  us 
as  managers  of  the  club,  but  which  it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to 
swear  to. 

Q.  You  may  state  what  the  men  who  were  operatives  in  the  mill 
stated  about  that  to  others,  if  they  stated  anything  in  your  hearing  7^ 
A.  There  was  very  little  said  to  me  by  them,  by  reason  of  my  position 
in  the  cinb ;  I  did  not  have  much  communication  with  the  operatives, 
and  it  was  on  that  account. 

Q.  What  was  your  position  7 — A.  I  was  president  of  the  club. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  polls  on  election  day  7 — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  observe  the  action  of  these  employers  7 — A.  Not  to  such 
an  extent  as  did  some  of  the  witnesses  who  have  preceded  me  to-day. 
I  was  in  and  out ;  the  position  I  occupied  on  election  day  kept  me  mostly 
from  the  room.  I  could  not  swear  positively  as  to  what  transpired  in 
the  room  on  election  day. 

Q.  Was  it  not  apparent  to  you  when  yon  came  to  count  it  on  election 
day  that  the  vote  which  your  side  had  had  there  before  had  been  ma- 
terially reduced  7 — A.  The  vote  was  materially  reduced  from  the  list 
that  I  had. 

Q.  What  was  the  cause  of  it  7 — A.  I  have  given  the  cause  as  far  as  I 
know  it.  As  I  have  said,  I  could  not  swear  to  things  which  I  was  not 
satisfied  in  my  own  mind  did  occur. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  7 — A.  I  am  a  trader;  I  have  been  in  trade 
in  Webster. 

Q.  How  long  before  the  election  was  the  enrollment  of  the  members 
of  the  Butler  club  made  7 — A.  The  club  was  formed,  as  near  as  I  can 
recollect,  about  the  last  of  September  or  first  of  November. 
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Q.  At  what  time  was  the  convention  at  Mechanics'  Hall  in  Worcester 
held? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  date. 

Q.  About  how  long  after  that  was  it  that  the  club  was  formed? — A. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  give  you  the  date.  It  is  my  impression  that 
it  was  about  a  fortnight,  though  I  would  not  state  that  positively. 

Q.  It  was  formed  in  September  and  the  election  was  in  November? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  the  names  obtained  about  the  time  of  the  formation  of  the 
club  ? — A.  A  portion  of  them  were,  and  I  ha<l  in  my  possession  many 
names  ot  Batler  men  who  were  not  enrolled  in  the  club.  There  were 
some  men  who  did  not  wish  to  be  enrolled  in  the  club,  but  who  expressed 
themselves  favorably,  that  is,  sympathized  with  us  and  would  talk  with 
our  men  whenever  they  met  them. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  your  canvass  was  with  reference  to  the 
number  of  votes  that  you  ought  to  have  there? — A.  That  was  the  esti- 
mate that  we  made  in  regard  to  our  votes.  We  thought,  before  the  elec- 
tion, that  our  vote  would  be  about  eqaal  to  the 'Republican  party  vote. 
When  the  votes  were  counted  General  Butler  had  295  and  Mr.  Talbot 
had  392.    I  think  that  Talbot's  majority  was  97. 

Q.  Is  it  not  true,  so  far  as  your  knowledge  extends,  that  there  was 
that  year  a  large  vote  which  was  uncertain  and  doubtful,  and  you  did 
not  know  which  way  it  was  going? — A.  We  expected  a  full  vote.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  can  answer  the  question  definitely. 

Q.  What  I  mean  to  ask  is  this.  People  generally  took  open  and  decided 
positions,  but  were  there  not  many  men  as  to  whom  it  was  difficult  to 
determine  how  they  were  going  to  vote? — ^A.  I  think  that,  in  the  can- 
vass that  we  made  in  our  town,  we  found  out  pretty  correctly  how  it 
would  stand.  I  judge  from  this.  In  pretty  exciting  elections  in  our  town 
we  have  generally  been  able  to  estimate  pretty  correctly  the  state  of  the 
vote  one  way  or  the  other,  and,  judging  from  that  of  last  year,  I  should 
think  that  we  did  know  pretty  nearly  how  most  of  the  men  stood  so  far 
as  their  sentiments  were  concerned  between  the  candidates. 

Q.  How  many  were  on  the  rolls  of  your  club? — A.  As  I  told  you  be- 
fore, there  were  many  who  were  not  enrolled  in  the  club.  I  could  not 
give  the  number  of  the  names  in  my  possession,  but  ic  was  about  300; 
I  think  the  number  was  a  little  over  that,  because  General  Butler  had 
295  votes,  and  I  think  I  had  25  or  30  who  either  did  not  vote  or  who 
voted  against  him. 

Q.  Yon  had  then  over  300  names  on  the  private  roll  in  your  posses- 
sion, the  result  of  your  canvass,  and  you  polled  up  to  25  or  30  of  that 
total? — A.  Yes, sir. 

Q.  Is  that  an  unusual  discrepancy  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say 
it  is  for  this  reason:    1  have  known  our  canvass  to  fall  short  before. 

Mr.  Platt.  Yes,  in  my  younger  days  I  experienced  that  disappoint- 
ment or  mortification  myself  sometimes.  [To  the  witness.]  What  were 
your  duties  on  election  day  ? — A.  I  had  charge  of  the  teams. 

Q.  That  is,  the  teams  that  were  bringing  the  Butler  or  Democratic 
voters  to  the  polls? — A.  Yes.  Consequently  that  took  me  outside  of 
the  voting  place. 

Q.  Those  were  teams  that  were  employed  and  paid  for,  I  suppose,  by 
the  organization  ? — A.  They  were  teams  that  I  engaged  and  paid  for. 

By  Mr.  Bl AiB : 

Q.  It  is  not  an  unusual  thing  for  voters  to  encourage  both  sides  with 
promises  and  then  disappoint  one  side  or  the  other? — A.  No,  sir;  it  is 
not 
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J.  F.  BoNNEB  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  f — Answer.  In  Webster. 

Q.  Did  you  live  there  last  year! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  work  at  the  time  of  the  November  electiou! 
A.  I  worked  for  no  corporation  particularly.  I  worked  around  bj  da 
work.    Before  that  I  worked  for  H.  M.  Slater. 

Q.  At  which  mill  ? — A.  In  the  East  Village.  I  did  not  work  iiisi* 
I  worked  outside,  and  had  full  chartre  of  the  outside  work. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  election  last  fall  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  tickets  being  sent  to  the  help  at 
last  fall  election  f — A.  I  do. 

Q.  State  what  you  know  about  that. — A.  What  I  know  is  that  a  ] 
bot  ticket,  sealed  in  an  envelope,  was  sent  to  my  wife's  father. 

Q.  Did  he  work  in  the  mills  ! — A.  l^es,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  his  name  f — A.  George  Andrews. 

Q.  In  what  mill  did  he  work  7 — A.  In  the  East  Village — the  cam) 
works. 

Q.  Did  he  vote  it  ? — A.  I  could  not  say  whether  he  voted  it  or  nol 

Q.  Did  he  go  to  the  election  with  the  rest  of  the  men  f — A.  Yes,  s 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  at  the  election  t — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Who  was  there  f — A.  There  was  quite  a  number  there. 

Q.  Was  he  brought  up  from  the  mill  with  the  rest  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Moore,  Mr.  Fletcher,  and  Mr.  Hilton  there  at  the  e 
tion  ! — A.  I  saw  Mr.  Moore  and  Mr.  Fletcher  there.  I  saw  Mr.  Hill 
but  did  not  see  him  around  the  polls,  that  is,  up  on  the  stage  around 
ballot-box. 

Q.  When  were  you  discharged  fronf  work  ? — A.  I  was  dischargee 
the  spring  before. 

[Note. — A  statement  by  the  witness  at  this  point  was  subsequei 
excluded  as  not  having  been  within  the  dates  of  the  committee^s 
quiry.] 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  knowledge  have  you  of  any  control  of  votes  of  employ^ 
the  Congressional  or  Gubernatorial  election  in  the  fall  of  1878  T 

The  Witness.  I  am  going  to  let  you  know.  What  I  know  is  t 
that  any  man  who  labors  for  H.  M.  Slater  has  got  to  vote  as  he  says- 

(Note. — ^The  witness  proceeding  at  further  length  without  beedim 
objection  at  this  point  by  Mr.  Blair,  it  was  explained  by  the  Chair 
that  the  hearing  of  the  witness  was  somewhat  impaired.] 

The  Chairman.  Your  answer  is  not  to  the  question.  What  do 
know  about  anything  that  occurred  in  regard  to  the  control  of  the  ( 
tion  with  special  reference  to  the  employes? 

Mr.  Blair. — If  the  witness  will  remove  his  hand  from  his  ear  he 
be  better  able  to  hear. 

The  Witness.  You  need  not  worry  but  w^hat  I  can  hear. 

Mr.  Blair.  I  made  the  suggestion  for  your  own  benefit. 

The  Witness.  I  am  deaf,  and  you  needn't  take  my  word  for  it.  1 
know  me  where  I  was  born  and  brought  up. 

The  Chairman  (after  instructing  the  witness  to  pause  upon  objec 
being  made).  Go  on  and  state  what  happened  at  the  election,  what 
saw  there. 

A.  What  I  saw  or  what  I  heard  t 

Q.  What  you  saw  and  also  what  you  heard  at  the  election  from 
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operatives  in  those  mills. — A.  I  will  tell  you  what  they  said.  There  was 
Bilwanl  Farrel,  who  works  in  the  cambric  works. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  ! — A.  IJe  said  he  would  vote  for  Butler  if  he 
darod  to,  but  that  if  he  voted  so  he  lost  his  work.  He  was  a  laboring 
man,  with  a  small  family,  with  nothing  to  depend  on  only  his  own  daily 
lalwr. 

Q.  For  whom  did  he  vote  I — A.  He  voted  for  Talbot. 

Mr.  Blaib.  Does  the  witness  know  T  I  would  like  to  know  upon  what 
information  his  statement  is  predicated. 

The  Chairman.  How  do  you  know  the  fact  that  he  so  voted  f 

The  Witness.  What  I  know  is  merely  from  what  the  man  told  me. 
He  told  me  that  he  voted  so. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  pay  is  that  man  getting! — A.  Seventy-five  cents  a  day. 

Q.  Where  is  he  working! — A.  In  the  East  Village,  in  the  cambric 
mills. 

Q.  Was  he  working  then  ! — A.  He  was. 

Q.  Had  he  a  family  ? — A.  He  had. 

Q.  How  many  children! — A.  I  am  not  certain,  but  I  should  say  four 
or  Hve. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  owns  the  house  in  which  he  lives! — A.  H.  M. 
Slater. 

Q.  It  belonged  to  the  corporation  ! — A.  Certainly.  No  man  within 
that  territory  owns  anything  only  through  him. 

Q.  What  other  man  do  you  know  who  said  anything! — A.  There  is 
Hugh  Duflfy.  He  said  he  would  vote  the  same  way  if  he  was  not  afraid 
of  being  discharged. 

Q.  Was  this  before  the  election! — A.  This  was  before  the  election 
last  fall. 

Mr.  Blair.  I  raise  the  question  whether  evidence  of  this  character  is 
admissible  at  all.  It  would  appear  that  the  reasons  alleged  for  their 
action  are  only  such  as  the  men  gave  at  the  time  to  those  with  whom 
they  were  dealing,  antl  who,  on  the  one  side  or  the  other,  were  urging 
them  on. 

Mr.  McDonald.  The  general  rules  of  evideuce  apply  in  investigations 
of  the  character  of  this  one,  but  the  practice  has  been,  in  the  ascertain- 
ment of  certain  facts,  to  proceed  without  strict  conformity  to  the  rules 
and  methods  of  judicial  procedure,  and  therefore  testimony  has  fre- 
quently been  taken  which  would  not  ordinarily  be  admitted  in  a  court. 
In  the  investigations  which  have  been  made,  that  which  the  voters  have 
said  before  the  election  to  persons  with  whom  they  were  talking  on  the  . 
subject  of  the  election  about  their  fear  of  voting  in  a  particular  way,  and 
the  grounds  of  their  fears,  has  been  admitted,  inasmuch  as  the  way  in 
which  the  voters  would  have  voted  in  the  absence  of  any  constraint  can- 
not be  shown  except  as  is  here  propose<l,  namely,  by  their  admissions 
pr  statements  at  the  time  of  the  canvass  to  others  with  whom  they 
talked. 

Mr.  Blair.  This,  then,  is  not  put  in  upon  any  claim  that  it  is  strictly 
competent  or  le^al  testimony,  but  merely  for  what  it  is  worth. 

Mr.  McDonald.  The  admission  is  simply  that  it  is  not  of  the  charac- 
ter of  that  which  is  admissible  in  a  court.  I  know  of  repeated  instances 
in  which  testimony  has  been  given  as  to  the  sayings  of  colored  men,  for 
instance,  that  they  would  like  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket,  but  were 
afraid  to  do  so.  These  declarations  have  been  admitted  again  and 
again. 

13  BOS 


194  INTIMIDATION   AND   FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSSETS. 

Mr.  Platt.  Would  it  be  proper,  upon  the  same  theory,  for  us  to  put 
in  the  testimony  of,  say,  ten  witnesses  to  the  effect  that  they  have  heard 
Mr.  Slater,  the  employer  in  this  instance,  declare  that  he  had  never  at- 
tempted to  interfere  with  the  political  preferences  of  his  workmen  at 
any  election  f 

Mr.  McDonald.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Platt.  Mr.  Slater  is  probably  an  elderly  gentleman  or  one  who 
cannot  attend  upon  the  committee. 

The  Witness.  He  is  in  Europe  now.    He  went  off  last  week. 

Mr.  Platt.  Then  he  certainly  cannot  attend  here.  I  should  suppose 
that  if  the  claim  that  is  made  here  is  conceded  we  would  have  a  like 
right  to  introduce  the  testimony  of  men  who  had  heard  him  affirm  that 
he  had  never  interfered  with  men  in  their  voting. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  not  Mr.  Slater  but  it  is  the  voter  as  to  whom 
the  duress  is  here  alleged. 

Mr.  Blair.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  conversations  with  the  voter  are 
admissible  as  tending  to  show  his  frame,  of  mind,  upon  the  assumption 
that  he  was  in  fear  or  was  intimidated,  it  should  also  be  shown  that  that 
condition  of  mind  had  some  result,  or  that,  as  a  consequence  of  intimi- 
dation, he  finally  voted  contrary  to  his  judgment. 

The  Chairman.  If  the  rule  should  be  applied  so  strictly  as  it  neces- 
sarily would  be  under  that  construction  of  it,  it  would  prevent  any  prac- 
tical result  in  an  investigation  like  the  present  one.  When  men  are  situ- 
ated as  are  the  men  whose  votes  are  here  inquired  about,  it  is  utterly 
impossible  to  show  by  them  how  they  did  vote  until  they  are  discharged. 
The  purpose  is  to  elicit  the  truth.  These  men  are  in  the  employ  of  cer- 
tain other  men,  and  the  purpose,  as  I  understand  it,  is  simply  to  show 
that  they  were  of  one  frame  of  mind,  but,  because  of  their  fear  of  dis- 
charge, were  compelled  to  act  in  a  direction  the  reverse  of  that  in  which 
they  would  otherwise  have  acted. 

Mr.  Blair,  Precisely.  Then  there  are  two  facts  to  be  proven :  one 
the  use  of  such  intimidation  as  impelled  the  voter  to  vote  contrary  to 
his  true  sentiments,  and  the  other  that  of  the  actual  voting.  If  this 
loose  testimony  is  admitted  to  show  the  intimidation  prior  to  an  election, 
no  case  is  made  out  unless  evidence  is  introduced  to  show  that  he  not 
only  actually  voted,  but  that,  as  the  result  of  intimidation,  he  voted  con- 
trary to  his  sentiments.  When  it  comes  to  proof  of  the  fact  of  voting,  it 
does  not  seem  to  me  that  we  ought  to  take  hearsay. 

The  Chairman.  This  committee  is  a  law  unto  itself,  and  has  repeat- 
edly, in  its  investigations  in  the  South,  enforced  the  rule  as  it  is  here 
proposed  to  be  applied.  If  it  should  apply  to  poor  colored  men,  we  think 
it  ought  to  apply  to  white  men. 

Mr.  Platt.  I  am  not  aware  that  the  committee  ever  made  that  rule. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  upon  that  understanding  of  it  that  it  has  acted. 
We  are  now  passing  upon  the  question  of  intimidation,  and  the  testi- 
mony is  directed  to  that. 

Mr.  Blair.  We  have  passed  beyond  the  fact  of  intimidation,  and  the 
witness  comes  now  to  speak  of  the  fa<;t  of  voting.  He  says  he  does  not 
know  which  way  the  man  did  vote,  but  that  somebody  told  him  the 
man  voted  so  and  so.  That  is  not  evidence  of  the  fact  of  voting,  cer- 
tainly. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  what  way  do  you  know  how  this  man,  Edward  Farrel,  voted  t 
—A.  Because  he  told  me  how  he  voted  5  that  he  voted  for  Thomas  Tal- 
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bot,  and  would  have  voted  for  Benjamin  F.  Butler  if  be  had  dared  to 
do  it.     I  have  his  word  for  it,  nothing  else,  and  I  do  not  doubt  that. 

Q.  What  about  the  other  man,  Hugh  Duffy  ! — A.  I  say  the  same  in 
regard  to  him. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  election  that  day  ? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Who  of  the  bosj^es  or  agents  did  you  see  there! — A.  I  saw  Mr. 
Fletcher,  of  the  North  Village.  He  was  at  that  time  considered  the 
general  agent  or  "  super." 

Q.  What  was  he  doing  ! — A.  He  stood  in  front  of  the  ballot-box, 
making  it  his  business  to  see  how  Slater's  employes  voted.  I  saw  Asher 
Joslet. 

[Note. — At  this  point  the  committee  was  disturbed  and  the  witness 
interrupted  by  an  exclamation  directed  to  the  witness  by  a  man  in  the 
audience,  who  said,  "  You  old  vagabond,  weren't  you  turned  out  of  your 
employment,  and  you  went  and  sold  fishf  The  offender  was  promptly 
removed,  at  the  instance  of  the  chairman,  by  the  sergeantat-arms.] 

Mr.  Platt  (referring  to  the  interruption).  Let  that  be  taken  down  if 
the  stenographer  beard  it. 

The  Witness.  I  heard  what  he  said.  He  said  that  when  I  was  turned 
out  of  employment  I  had  to  go  to  work  to  sell  lish  to  get  a  living  in  the 
winter.    That  is  what  he  meant. 

Mr.  Blaib  (upon  the  examination  being  resumed).  If  this  witness  is 
80  anxious  to  tell  all  that  he  knows,  1  withdraw  all  objections. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Moore  there  T — A.  He  was.  He  was  one  of  the  selectmen 
at  that  time.. 

Q.  Give  the  politics  of  these  men — Moore,  Joslyn  and  Fletcher. — A. 
All  are  Republicans. 

Q.  What  were  they  doing  I — A.  Moore  was  one  of  the  board  of  select- 
men. It  is  the  business  of  Asher  Joslyn  and  Fletcher  to  stand  up  there 
to  see  who  vote  the  Republican  ticket  and  who  vote  the  Democratic 
ticket — that  is  their  business — as  near  as  they  can  find  it  out. 

Q.  Are  you  working  for  this  corporation  now  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  am 
not. 

Q.  Since  when  have  you  ceased  to  work  for  them! — A.  I  have  not 
worked  for  them  since  1878. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Have  you  stated,  Mr.  Witness,  all  that  you  wanted  to  state  in  re- 
lation to  this  investigation  ! — A.  If  you  have  asked  all  the  questious 
yon  want  to  ask,  I  have ;  if  you  have  any  more  I  will  state  further. 

Q.  Have  you  stated  all  the  facts  that  you  wanted  to  state  that  are 
pertinent  to  this  matter  t — A.  In  regard  to  the  fall  election  f 

Q.  Yes. — A.  I  have  in  regard  to  that.  If  there  is  anything  further 
than  that,  I  can  answer. 

Mr.  Blaib.  That  is  all,  then. 


William  Gagin  sworn  and  examine  1. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live! — Answer.  In  Northbridge,  Worcester 
County. 
Q.  Did  you  go  there  to  vote  last  fall ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  State  what  occurred  at  that  election  in  regard  to  your  vote. — A. 
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I  went  there  in  the  morning  to  voce,  and  voted  between  eleven  and 
twelve  o'clock.  I  had  laid  down  my  t)alIot  in  the  box,  and  my  name 
had  been  checked  on  the  book,  when  Mr.  Henry  Whiting  donbted  my 
vote. 

Q.  He  challenged  your  vote? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  fori — A.  He  said  I  conld  not  read  itncl  write.  Mr.  Joseph 
Lazell  took  my  vote  out  of  the  box  and  held  it  in  his  hand.  They  took 
a  vote  of  the  house  on  it,  and  they  voted  three  to  two  to  have  it  thrown 
out,  and  they  threw  it  out  on  the  floor. 

Q.  They  rejected  your  vote  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  vote  before  ! — A.  1  voted  since  the  fall  of  1869. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  objection  to  your  vote  before  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  you  naturalized  ? — A.  In  Worcester. 

Q.  Who  were  the  three  who  voted  against  your  right  to  vote ;  Re- 
publicans or  Democrats! — A.  Republicans. 

Q.  Can  you  write  your  name? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  wrote  my  name  on  the 
back  of  the  ballot,  but  they  wanted  me  to  write  my  residence,  and  oth- 
ers said  there  was  no  need  of  that.  Then  they  took  my  ballot  and 
threw  it  right  out  of  the  box,  though  they  had  my  name  checked  on  the 
books. 

Mr.  Blaib.  Was  it  not  because  you  could  not  read  the  Constitution  ? 

The  Witness.  I  can  read  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  McDonald.  Just  write  your  name  there. 

[The  witness  being  supplied  with  pencil  and  paper  here  wrote  as  his 
name  "William  Gagin.^'  The  writing  was  inspected  by  the  committee 
and  filed  by    he  stenographer  with  other  papers.] 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  written  your  name  since  the  election-day  until 
now? — A.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  practice  writing.  I  am  a  laboring  man, 
and  my  hands  are  stiff  from  lilting  heavy  stone. 

Q.  What  is  your  labor? — A.  Working  out  in  the  farm. 

Q.  You  do  not  keep  any  kind  of  a  shop  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  always  been  a  laboring  man  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  never  kept  a  shop  of  any  kind,  nor  saloon,  nor  worked 
in  one? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  been  convicted  of  selling  liquor? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  arrested  or  had  any  trouble  of  any  kind  from 
having  sold  liquor? — A.  I  was  arrested,  but  I  did  not  sell  any  liquor. 

Q.  What  was  done  with  you  when  you  were  arrested  ? — A.  I  \vas  put 
into  jail  willfully. 

Q.  ''Wrongfully"  I  suppose  you  mean  to  say? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  remain  in  jail  ? — A.  Thiee  months. 

Q.  By  whose  order  were  you  put  in  jail  t — A.  By  the  order  of  the 
court,  I  suppose. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  what  I  mean,  in  asking  you  whether  you  were 
convicted,  do  you  ?  Did  tht\v  find  you  guilty  and  say  that  you  must  go 
to  jail  and  pay  a  fine? — A.  Yes;  they  did. 

Q.  Were  you  tried? — A.  Yes;  I  was  tried. 

Q.  Who  said  you  were  guilty?  Was  there  a  jury? — A.  Yes,  sir; 
there  was  a  jury. 

Q.  They  lied  about  it  ? — A.  I  did  not  sell  any  licjuor  at  that  time. 

Q.  It  was  all  false,  this  finding  of  the  jury  ? — A.  If  I  had  sold  it  it 
would  have  been  right.  Some  went  there  to  swear  that  1  sold  it,  but 
there  was  no  one  there  to  swear  that  1  did  sell  it. 

Q.  What  made  the  jury  find  you  guilty,  then  ? — A.  Well,  what  made 
them  take  my  ticket  out  of  the  box  when  it  had  a  right  to  be  in  f 


INTIMIDATION    AND    FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSETTS.  197 

* 

Q.  That  is  another  question,  is  it  not?  The  fact  is  that  they  found  joa 
guilty  and  punished  you  by  keeping  you  in  jail  ? — A.  They  had  nobody 
to  swear  that  I  did  it. 

Q.  But  they  did  find  you  guilty? — A.  That  was  their  business. 

Q.  The  jury  thought  that  the  case  was  proven? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they 
thought  that  they  did  what  was  right,  I  suppose. 

Q.  It  was  the  misfortune  of  the  jury  to  be  misled.  How  do  you  spell 
your  name? — A.  G-ag-i-n. 

[Note. — In  the  answer  just  given,  the  witness  at  the  first  effort  made 
use  of  "  double  g,^  but  at  once  corrected  this  by  substituting  a  single 
"g''  as  the  middle  letter  of  his  name.] 

Q.  I  thought  I  was  right  in  regard  to  your  name.  You  have  the  spell- 
ing of  3'our  name  wrong  both  in  your  writing  and  your  pronunciation  of 
it. — A.  I  am  not  a  capital  writer. 

Mr.  McDonald  (referring  to  the  name  as  written  out).  The  name  is 
here  in  the  way  that  the  witness  spells  it  and  pronounces  it. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  the  vote  was  three  to  two.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  they  voted  unanimously  that  you  should  not  be  allowed  to  cast  your 
ballot? — A.  They  voted  three  to  two. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  they  voted  three  to  two  ? — A.  I  know  that 
thev  did. 

Q.  "  How  do  you  know  ^  is  the  question  ? — A.  There  were  five  select- 
men in  it. 

Q.  Did  not  the  whole  five  vote  not  to  receive  your  ballot  ? — A.  I  guess 
not. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  they  did  not?  If  all  of  them  should  come 
here  and  say  that  they  all  voted  not  to  allow  you  to  vote,  you  would 
think  you  were  wrong  about  it,  would  you  not  ? — A.  I  think  1  was  not 
wrong  about  it.    I  think  I  am  right. 

Q.  You  had  voted  all  the  time  for  how  long  ? — A.  I  voted  since  Mr. 
Greeley  was  going  in.  That  was  the  first  fall  I  voted,  and  I  have  voted 
ever  since. 

Q.  Did  any  one,  at  any  other  time,  ask  you  to  write  or  read  at  the 
polls? — A.  Mr.  Lazell  asked  me  to  write  my  name  and  read  the  consti- 
tution, and  I  wrote  my  name  and  read  the  constitution. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? — A.  That  was  at  the  town  election. 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  you  did  vote  at  the  last  spring  election  ?— A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  you  had  to  write  your  name  at  that  time? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
wrote  it. 

Q.  Did  you  not  practice  a  little  between  last  November  and  last 
spring? — A.  I  had  a  little. 

Q  A  few  moments  ago  you  said  you  had  not  written  your  name  since 
last  November? — A.  Well,  I  had  no  chance  to 

Q.  To  refresh  your  memory.  Did  you  not  practice  on  writing  your 
name  a  little?— A.  They  refused  it  because  1  would  not  write  my  resi- 
dence upon  it. 

Q.  This  last  spring  they  took  it,  did  they  not? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  they  refused  your  vote  last  fail  and  took 
it  this  spring?  Was  it  because  you  did  not  vote  before  the  same  men  ? 
— A.  I  suppose  it  was  because  they  did  not  know  what  they  were  doing 
very  well. 

Mr.  McDonald.  The  inquiry  seems  to  be  running  into  a  matter  at  a 
town  election. 
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« 

Mr.  Blair.  It  is  testing  tbe  witness's  recollection.  [To  the  witness.] 
Have  you  not  written  your  name  more  tlian  once  since  last  November 
until  today  I — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  never  handled  a  pen  since,  not  since 
last  spring. 

Q.  Don't  you  write  letters  to  anybody  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  you  write  receipts  in  your  business  transactions  ? — A.  1  don't 
have  any  business;  I  am  only  a  farm  laborer. 

Q.  Your  business  does  not  require  you  to  read  or  write  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  you  do  not  do  it  at  all  ? — A.  I  don't  do  it,  hardl^'. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  reading  the  constitution.  Can  you  read  f — A.  A 
little. 

Q.  If  I  were  to  show  you  a  book,  could  you  tell  whether  it  was  the 
constitution  or  something  else? — A.  I  guess  so. 

[The  witness  was  here  allowed  to  retire,  but  after  a  short  time  was 
ngnin  called  to  the  stand  and  further  examined  as  follows  :] 

Mr.  Blair.  AVe  want  to  ask  you  about  your  capacitj'^  to  read.  Come 
around  here  to  my  chair  and  you  and  I  will  do  this  together,  [Handing 
to  the  witness  alarge  volume.]  You  will  please  find  in  that  book  the  con- 
stitution of  the  commonwealth  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  in  the  first  part 
of  the  book.  You  can  tell  when  you  come  to  the  constitution  by  the 
type  on  the  page. 

Mr.  McDonald.  The  constitution  itself  does  not  require  a  voter  to 
find  the  constitution,  but  to  read  it. 

[The  witness  after  looking  at  the  pages,  returned  the  book  to  Mr. 
Blair,  with  an  observation  in  an  undertone.) 

Mr.  Blair.  You  could  not  find  it!  I  think  I  can  find  it  for  you  if 
must  have  me  do  it.  1  only  want  to  understand  as  to  your  capacity 
to  read,  and  by  no  manner  of  means  to  make  any  sport  of  you.  [Turn- 
ing to  a  part  of  the  book  and  directing  the  attention  of  the  witness  to 
it.]  That  is  a  part  of  the  constitution  of  Massachusetts.  Begin  right 
there  and  read.  Begin  at  the  end  of  the  line  on  the  left  side  of  the 
page. 

[Note. — The  witness  here  read  aloud  from  the  part  indicated.  Ashe 
proceeded,  his  reading  was  accompanied  with  a  boisterous  demonstra- 
tion and  noisy  hilarity,  culminating  in  outcries  and  hand-clapping,  by 
a  number  of  bystanders  from  among  the  audience.] 

Mr.  Blair  (to  the  crowd).  Don't  trouble  the  man.  He  reads  part  of 
this  correctly.  There  is  no  occasion  to  make  any  sport  of  him.  He 
ought  not  to  be  insulted  by  this  noise. 

The  witness  continued  his  reading. 

Mr.  Blair.  That  is  enough.  The  witness  calls  very  many  words  cor- 
rectly, there  is  no  question  about  it;  and  I  think  that  but  for  the  inter- 
ruption he  would  have  read  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  matter  correctly. 

Mr.  Platt.  Before  going  any  further,  iMr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to 
inquire  whether  this  is  a  town  meeting  or  the  session  of  a  committee  of 
the  Senate.  If  it  is  not  a  town  meeting  I  desire  that  the  sergeant-at- 
arms  shall  keep  order  here. 

The  Chairman  (who  had  promptly,  upon  the  outbreak,  rebuked  the 
indecorous  behavior  here  referred  to)  formally  notified  the  disorderly 
portion  of  the  assemblage  that  the  sittings  of  the  committee  were  pub- 
lic merely  by  sufferance,  and  that  a  repetition  of  the  disorder  would 
necessitate  the  expulsion  of  persons  present  fiom  the  hall  and  the  clos- 
ing of  the  doors. 

[After  some  time,  the  bystanders  meanwhile  having  been  obliged  to 
be  seated  and  order  restored,  the  proceedings  of  the  committee  were  re- 
sumed.] 
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IRBEX  Casey  sworn  and  examined* 

By  the  Chairman  : 

stfon.  Where  do  you  live! — AnvSwer.  In  Eivst  Douglass. 

)id  joa  live  there  at  the  time  of  the  election  in  November,  1878 1 — 

$,  sir. 

>o  you  know  Mr.  Butler,  the  overseer  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

I  what  mill  did  you  work  ? — A.  I  worked  in  what  they  call  the 
p  of  the  Douglass  factory. 

.'hat  is  Mr.  Butler's  full  name? — A.  Albert  A.  Butler. 

'hat  did  he  say  to  you  about  your  politics! — A.  Last  November 

d  me  to  him — I  should  judge  it  was  two  or  three  days  before  the 

1 — and  wanted  to  know  what  my  political  views  were  that  fall.    I 

u,  *'  I  think  I  shall  vote  as  I  always  have,  as  a  Democrat ;  that  I 

»te  for  Benjamin  F.  Butler."    He  said,  *' Well,  that  just  shows 

iuciple;  it's  the  rum  party."    "All  right,"  I  replied,  "  I  shall  vote 

ly  all  the  same.''    It  ran  along  until  a  few  days  after  the  election 

bad  not  spoken  to  me. 

t  the  election  for  whom  did  you  vote  ! — A.  Benjamin  F.  Butler. 

Tas  this  Albert  A.  Butler  at  the  polls! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Tas  he  there  to  see  or  did  he  know  how  you  would  vote! — A.  That 

not  tell.     He  stood  there  at  the  polls  challenging  votes. 
Then  were  you  discharged! — A.  A  few  days  after  the  election.    I 
lay  whether  it  was  two  or  three  or  five  days.    I  did  not  work  any 
fter  election. 

lad  you  any  conversation  with  this  Mr.  Butler  about  jour  politics 
lie  election! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

kate  what  he  said  to  you  after  the  election  about  that,  or  as  to 
ou  were  discharged. — A.  I  went  into  the  shop  (I  did  not  happen 
at  work  that  day)  and  there  was  a  man  there — I  met  him  right  at 
)or^who  wanted  a  heater.  1  asked  him,  "  Do  you  want  a  striker, 
He  replied,  "  Yes,  I  do ;  I  would  like  to  have  you  to  strike  for 

That  is  my  business,  heating  and  striking;  they  are  of  the  same 
of  business.     I  replied,  "  I  will  go  to  work  for  you."    He  asked  me, 

II  Butler  let  you  ?"  1  replied,  '^  Yes,  I  guess  he  will."  He  had  tohl 
)go  in  and  go  to  work  before  the  election.  When  I  was  talking  to 
nau  Mr.  Butler  stood,  I  suppose,  a  rod  away  from  us,  though  he 
I  not  hear  what  was  said  on  account  of  the  work  going  on,  but  when 
BHU  passed  out  of  the  door,  Butler  called  him  back  and  said  a  few 
slobim.  I  could  not  hear  what  they  were.  The  man  then  came 
to  me  and  said,  *'  We  cannot  work  together."  I  asked,  "  What 
'trouble  !"  He  replied,  **  Butler  don't  want  you."  1  said,  "  Oh,  all 
"  He  went  on  and  I  stepped  up  to  Mr.  Butler  and  asked  him, 
t'tl  do  my  work,  Mr.  Butler!"  He  answered  me,  "  You  do  your 
as  well  as  any  man  in  the  company's  works,  but  you  are  no  man 
e company  to  have;  you  will  go  against  the  company's  interests 
chance  you  have."  I  told  him  that  if  that  was  all,  it  was  all  right, 
ill  he  thought  1  would  never  get  any  work  there  again,  and  I 
m  I  should  not  go  to  work  for  him  again. 

)id  you  go  back  to  work  again  ! — A.  I  did. 

Vhen  ! — A.  On  the  7th  or  8th  of  February,  along  there,  but  not 
bim.  I  got  news  to  go  to  work  through  him. 
Vhy  were  you  discharged! — A.  I  could  see  no  reason  except  the 
gave  me  when  he  told  me  that  I  was  always  against  the  com- 
interests.  He  told  me  I  was  as  good  a  man  as  there  was  in  the 
ly's  works. 
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Q.  That  tbey  wauted  a  man  there,  but  tbey  did  not  want  you! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  after  the  election  was  this — on  the  same  day  t — A.  It 
was  not  the  same  day,  because  the  works  did  not  run  that  day  ;  it  was 
a  day  or  two  afterwards. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  Butler  influencing  the  men  in  the  shop 
to  vote  f — A.  I  know  he  torments  them  almost  to  death. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  that  he  told  them  in  that  connection  just  before 
the  fall  election  ? — A.  He  told  me,  and  he  told  the  same  to  others,  that 
if  I  voted  for  Ben.  Butler  1  voted  against  my  bread,  and  if  I  did  1  should 
know  it  at  some  future  day.  He  told  others  so  ;  at  least  1  did  not  hear 
him  tell  others,  but  others  told  me  that  he  had  told  them  so. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  was  your  business  in  the  shop? — A.  Heating  and  striking. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  worked  there  ? — A.  Seven  years  this  November 
coming. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  Mr.  Butler  first  spok^  to  you  about  how  you 
were  going  to  vote  in  "the  Butler  election,'' as  I  will  call  it f — A.  I 
could  not  tell  you  the  exact  date. 

Q.  How  long  l)efore  the  election? — A.  A  week  or  ten  days,  may  be. 

Q.  How  many  different  times  did  he  speak  to  you  on  the  subject  of 
your  politics  at  and  before  that  election  T — A.  I  could  not  tell  you  ;  may 
be  three  or  four  times. 

Q.  Do  you  think  he  spoke  to  you  three  or  four  times  previous  to  the 
election  at  which  Mr.  Butler  ran  for  governor? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  days  after  the  election  was  it  that  you  went  there  and 
proix)sed  to  strike  for  somebody  ? — A.  A  day  or  two.  I  went  right  after 
the  election.     It  was  not  over  two  or  three  days,  1  believe. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say,  in  your  direct  examination,  two  or  three  or  four 
or  live  days! — A.  I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

Q.  Or  two  or  three  or  five  days — was  not  that  your  expression  ! — A. 
No,  sir  5  I  might  have  said  three  or  four  days. 

Q.  At  how  many  days  after  the  election  will  you  put  it,  and  swear  to 
it  ? — A.  I  should  put  it  at  five  days,  and  take  my  oath  to  it. 

Q.  What  had  you  been  doing  in  the  mean  time,  between  the  election 
and  that  fifth  day  after  it  ? — A.  Waiting  around  to  get  a  chance.  I  was 
a  spy  helper. 

Q.  W^hy  did  you  not  go  to  work  on  the  day  after  the  election  ? — A. 
Because  I  had  nobody  to  work  with. 

Q.  Had  you  been  to  the  shop  to  go  to  work  previous  to  this  day  I — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  only  reason  you  did  not  go  to  work  was  because  it  did 
not  appear  there  was  anything  for  you  to  do  ? — A.  There  was  nobody 
for  me  to  be  helper  for. 

Q.  You  had  not  at  that  time  any  regular  work  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  About  how  much  of  the  time  were  3^0 u  employed  there  during  the 
months  of  October  and  November,  how  many  days,  as  near  as  you  can 
get  at  it  ? — A.  I  will  tell  you  very  near.  Along  in  the  fore  part  of  Sep- 
tember, I  went  in  to  work,  and  worked  until  the  second  day  of  October. 

Q.  Then,  during  October,  how  much  did  you  work  ? — A.  I  did  not 
work  any  more  as  a  regular  helper. 

Q.  Then,  from  the  2d  of  October  until  election  time,  you  had  not 
been  at  work  there  ? — A.  Not  as  a  steady  worker.  When  they  wanted 
a  man  I  suppose  1  should  go  in  and  work. 
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Then,  how  many  days  did  yoa  go  in  during  October  t — A.  May  be 
or  &ve. 

Did  you  have  any  words  with  Mr.  Butler  in  any  way  T—  A.  Never 
de  of  polities. 

Did  you  talk  against  the  company  ! — A.  Never  to  my  knowledge. 
Had  you  any  angry  word8  with  Mr.  Butler  in  relation  to  poll- 
—A.  No,  sir ;  never. 

Had  yon  talked  about  Mr.  Butler's  trying  to  influence  bis  nien  to 
'  Had  you  been  about  the  village  talking  about  that  ? — A.  At 
ame,  previous  to  the  election  ? 

Previous  to  the  election  and  previous  to  the  time  wben,  as  you 
rou  were  discharged  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Butler  did  not  tell  you  you  were  discharged  because  you  had 
the  Democratic  ticket  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Did  he  not  give  you  some  other  reason  for  not  wanting  you  ? — A. 
t  that  time;  no,  sir. 

Yoa  say  not  at  that  time.  Did  he  afterwards  give  you  any  other 
D  for  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Wben  you  asked  Mr.  Butler  if  you  could  not  work  there,  what  did 
yl — A,  I  asked  him  what  the  reason  was  that  I  could  not  work 
,  and  I  repeated  the  question  in  this  form,  **  If  I  did  not  d*!  my 
right."  He  said  I  did  my  work  as  well  as  any  one  on  the  wuiks, 
be  reason  was  I  would  go  against  the  company  every  chance  I  got, 
^  You  go  against  the  company's  interests." 

Was  that  reason  true,  that  you  did  go  against  the  company's  in- 
ts  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Had  you  not  talked  against  the  company  in  politics  ? — A.  Never. 
It  was  through  Butler  that  you  went  back  there  on  tlie  7tli  or  8ch 
bruary  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Now  do  you  not  think  there  was  some  reason  why  Mr.  Butler  did 
etain  you  at  work  other  than  the  one  you  have  given  hrrel — A.  I 
'  there  was  no  other,  because  he  did  not  say  there  was  any  other. 
The  reason  that  he  gave  you  was  this,  because  you  worked  against 
ompany's  interests  every  chance  you  got! — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  the 
ronlshe  s|>oke  to  me  were  that  the  company  did  not  want  any  such 
;  and  he  said,  ^*  Let  this  be  the  last  time." 

Did  be  not  tell  you  in  what  you  bad  worked  against  the  company's 
^ts? — A.  No,  sir.  I  asked  him  when  I  asked  him  about  the  work. 
Tied  under  him  to  do  the  work. 

Had  you  not  been  taking  an  active  part  in  the  election  ? — A.  Not 
I  never  did.     I  might  have  driven  a  team  to  town  meeting,  which 
d  a  mile  awaj^  from  our  village,  and  carried  voters. 
Had  you  not  said  something  about  the  company  politically,  which 
Sutler  had  heard  ot  ! — A.  No,  sir  ;  never  in  my  life. 
You  say  he  did  not  know  how  you  voted  that  you  know  of? — A.  I 
ot  say  that  he  did  not  know  how  I  voted,  but  that  he  stood  at  the 
and  watched  my  ticket. 
You  voted  an  open  ticket? — A.  I  did. 

Did  you  not  say,  in  your  direct  testimony,  that  he  did  know  how 
voted  t — A.  I  don't  know  now  that  he  knew  how  I  voted.  He  stood 
e  at  the  |)olls  challenging  voters.  At  elections  previous  to  that  elec- 
he  knew  how  I  voted  because  he  made  the  remarks  to  me  personally. 
.  There  were  other  men  in  the  shop  who  voted  as  you  did  ? — A.  Yes, 

I  And  who  took  a  more  active  part  in  politics  than  you  did  T — A. 

SRir. 
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Q.  He  did  not  turn  them  off! — A.  No,  sir.     And  outside  of  polities 
tbey  took  a  more  active  part  than  I  did  ;  they  have  a  bigger  influence, 

Q.  Does  not  that  cause  you  to  think  that  Mr.  Butler  had  heard  some- 
thing about  you  other  than  of  the  way  you  voted  f — A.  He  might  have 
heard  of  it.    I  have  told  him  so  myself.     I  voted  my  principle  any  waj. 

Q.  There  are  many  men  in  the  works  there  who  do  that  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  He  talked  to  you  about  your  politics  on  the  day  you  voted  for 
Gaston  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  , 

Q.  What  did  you  say  about  Gaston  ? — A.  The  day  after  the  electioo, 
he  called  me  to  Ins  bench  and  said,  "  Warren  Casey,  I  was  very  sorry  to 
see  you  put  in  that  vote."  He  tohl  me  that  I  voted  for  Gaston.  1  told 
him  that  I  voted  Democratic,  and  he  said,  *' You  will  be  sorry  for  it 
some  day." 

Q.  You  were  sorry  for  it  this  time  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  That  was  a  year  before,  when  he  told  you  you  would  be  sorry  for 
itT — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  sorry  for  it !— A.  I  have  been  sorry  for  it  this  winter. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  had  no  work  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  babies  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  two. 

Q.  In  whose  house  did  you  liveT — A.  The  company's. 

Q.  Have  you  staid  there  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Pretty  hard  times  this  last  winter! — A.  Y^'es,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  You  have  worked  satisfactorily  since  February  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  as 
atisfactorily  as  1  could. 

Q.  Tell  us  how  you  got  back  there. — A.  I  went  to  Mr.  Butler's  house 
n  the  fore  part  of  February,  on  the  second  or  third  day  of  February,  in 
the  evening.  1  rapped  at  the  door  ;  his  wife  came  and  I  went  in.  I  liail 
done  a  great  many  errands  for  him  during  the  time  I  was  workinjjiu 
the  shop  under  him.  I  went  in  there  and  told  him  I  had  come  to  him 
nee  more  for  work,  that  he  had  either  got  to  give  me  work  or  1  should 
go  on  the  town. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  your  politics  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  he  said,  "  You  have  done 
right  and  you  shall  go  to  work.'^  He  said  1  had  promised  to  do  ri<rht- 
1  said,  **  Have  I  not  done  right,  as  I  promised  you  ?"  He  replied,  *'  You 
have,"  and  that  I  should  go  to  work. 

Q.  Wliat  was  it  that  you  had  promised  to  do  right  about  ? — A.  Why, 
drinking. 

By  the  Cuairhan: 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  the  next  election  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  anything  about  your  doing  right  in  that  way  t — A.  I  sup- 
posed that  that  was  what  he  meant  and  I  kept  away. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  like  a  political  light  at  the  next  election  ?— A. 
I  understand  so,  but  I  did  not  go. 

Q.  Do  you  propose  to  go  this  next  time  ? — A.  It  depends  on  whom  I 
am  working  under. 

Q.  You  are  pretty  well  intimidated! — A.  Probably  you  would  be  if 
you  had  gone  through  the  ropes  as  I  did  last  winter. 
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Charlcs  a.  Steabns  sworn  aud  examined. 

Bj  the  Chairman  : 

Qaestiou.  Where  do  you  work  ? — Answer.  In  the  Douglass  Axe  Fac- 
tory. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  the  actions  of  Albert  Butler  in  the  shop, 
and  his  influence  upon  the  help  ? — A.  For  the  last  two  years  be  has 
placed  hiuQself  where  he  could  see  every  man  who  voted, 

Q.  At  the  polls? — A.  At  the  polls;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  they  usually  vote  there  in  the  last  two  years ;  with  open 
or^aled  ballots? — A.  They  usually  voted  with  an  open  ballot. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  an  attempted  control  of  the  opera- 
tives at  this  establishment  f — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  only  by  hearsay. 

Q.  Do  you  work  in  the  establishment  ? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Was  there  any  attempt  to  control  you  ? — A.  They  never  made  any 
attempt  to  control  me. 

Q.  What  was  your  place  there  ? — A.  I  worked  only  as  temperer. 

Q.  Are  you  independent  in  circumstances ;  do  you  own  property  of 
yoor  own  ? — A.  I  consider  myself  a  poor  man.  1  have  a  little  bome 
there. 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  rest  of  the  employes  of  the  Douglass  ax  works 
at  the  election  on  that  day  in  November  ? — A.  Nearly  all  of  them  were. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  whether  the  election  in  November,  1878,  was  or 
Dot  perfectly  free  and  open  for  these  employes  ?  Were  they  allowed  to 
do  as  they  pleased,  or  was  constraint  put  upon  them  ? — A.  I  think  there 
was  more  constraint  upon  them  than  I  have  seen  there  for  the  last  thirty 
years. 

Q.  How  ? — A.  In  the  first  place,  the  agent  of  the  ax  company,  Ed- 
win Moore,  stood  at  the  door,  met  every  man  who  came  in,  passed  him 
the  Republican  ticket,  and  told  him  it  would  be  to  bis  interest  to  vote 
that  ticket.  That  is  something  that  I  had  not  seen  done  in  the  last 
thirty  years,  the  agent  of  the  ax  company  peddling  tickets.  I  never 
knew  him  to  be  publicly  peddling  tickets  before. 

Q.  Previous  to  187<j,  was  Mr.  Butler  in  a  position  to  watch  the  votes 
of  the  employes? — A.  Not  so  prominently.  Ho  was  there  in  1870,1 
guess,  all  through  the  voting. 

y.  After  Mr.  Moore  would  give  them  the  ticket  and  tell  them  it  was 
to  their  interest  to  vote  that  way  when  tbey  came  in,  where  were  the 
men  next  observed  and  their  ballots  inspected  f — A.  At  the  ballot-box. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  the  ballot  box? — A.  Tlie  selectman. 

Q.  Was  he  connected  with  the  company  in  any  way  f — A.  I  believe 

Dot. 

Q.  Was  he  in  1878?— A.  I  think  that  in  1878  the  Republican  party 
had  a  majority  of  tbe  board. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  know  is  whether  any  of  the  selectmen  who  had 
charge  of  the  ballot  box  in  November,  1878,  were  connected  with  this 
company. — A.  No;  I  don't  think  that  any  of  tbem  labored.  One  or 
two  of  them  worked  for  the  company. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  You  say  that  he  never  made  any  effort  to  influence  your  vote.  Do 
voo  know  anything  about  his  talking  to  operatives  other  than  yourself 
in  the  shops? — A.  Nothing  personally,  only  by  hearsay. 

Q.  What  have  you  heard  the  help  say  about  bis  coming  to  them  and 
undertaking  to  influence  their  votes  ? — A.  I  have  heard  them  frequently 
make  the  statement  that  he  had  been  to  them  just  before  town  meeting. 
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Q.  That  is,  jast  l)€fore  the  election  t — A.  Just  before  the  election. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  to  them  ? — A.  He  wonld  speak  to  them  and  ask 
them  which  way  they  were  going  to  vote ;  the  expression  woald  be  which 
way  the  man  was  going  to  rote;  and,  if  they  replied  *'The  Democratic 
ticket,"  he  wonld  tell  them  he  thought  they  missed  it ;  that  it  wonld  bo 
for  their  interest  to  vote  the  Eepublican  ticket. 

Q.  You  saw  him  giving  out  votes  ^t  the  election  and  heard  him  mak- 
ing use  of  the  same  expressions  ! — A.  That  was  in  1878.  1  never  8:if 
'Mr.  Moore  peddling  tickets  until  1878. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  the  company  T — A.  It  is  over  thirty 
years  since  I  first  worked  for  them. 

Q.  Have  you  been  a  Democrat  all  the  while  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  become  »  Democrat ! — A.  In  1868  or  1809. 

Q.  For  ten  years,  then,  you  have  been  a  Democrat  f — A.  For  ten  years 
I  have  belonged  to  the  Labor- Reform  or  Democratic  party. 

Q.  It  is  pretty  diflicult  to  tell  what  the  name  of  the  party  is  up  here 
in  Massachusetts  now.  But  you  were  not  a  Republican  since  18631— 
A.  Not  since  1808  or  1809. 

Q.  How  many  mon  work  in  the  same  room  in  which  you  work  T — A.  I 
worked  in  both  of  the  temperers'  shops.  In  the  one  in  which  I  now 
work  there  are  six  besides  myself. 

Q.  You  are  acquainted  with  the  men  there  ! — A.  I  am  well  acquainted 
with  every  man  who  works  on  the  works,  having  been  there  so  long. 

Q.  Previous  to  the  election  of  1878,  did  you  talk  to  the  men  on  poli- 
tics generally  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  them  that  the  best  thing  they  could  do  would  be  to 
vote  for  Butler  ! — A.  I  did  whi*n  I  had  occasion. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Albert  Butler  do  anything  more  than  that  except  that  he 
talked  on  the  other  side  ?— A.  I  don't  think  he  did  any  more  about  talk- 
ing than  I  did.    He  took  an  active  part 

Q.  The  only  difterence  between  you,  then,  so  far  as  that  was  con- 
<5erned,  was  that  you  were  working  there  with  the  men  and  he  was  an 
agent  of  the  company  ? — A.  Mr.  Butler  was  and  is  general  inspector; 
Mr.  Moore  is  the  agent. 

Q.  What  are  you! — A.  I  am  a  temperer.  Butler  is  an  inspector  of 
forging. 

Q.  Do  you  have  men  working  under  you  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  it  wrong  for  Mr.  Butler,  who  is  an  inspector  of 
work,  to  talk  to  the  men,  ask  them  how  they  are  going  to  vote,  and  con- 
sider it  right  for  you,  who  are  acquainted  with  the  men  and  are  with 
them,  in  the  shop  to  do  the  same  thing  f — A.  I  do  not  consider  it  wrong 
for  him  to  talk  with  them  if  he  does  not  use  any  threats. 

Q.  Do  you  know  personally  that  he  did  use  any  threats  ? — A.  I  do  not. 
I  did  not  testify  to  that 

Q.  Butler  is  a  pretty  good  fellow  asi^le  from  politics!  Such  is  the 
statement  made  here  by  one  of  the  witnesses — A.  He  is.  He  and  I 
always  got  along. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Last  year  was  a  peculiar  year,  was  it  not^that  is,  parties  were 
much  more  excited  than  usual ! — A.  It  was  so  in  our  town. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  the  manufacturing  interest — that  is,  the  mann- 
facturers  themselves,  to  take  as  much  interest  in  politics  as  they  did 
last  year  ! — A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  they  took  so  much  interest?    Did  you  hear 
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aoj  expressions  from  which  you  coald  have  some  understanding 
Bs  to  why  they  did  ? — A.  I  heard  them  make  expressions  to  the  effect 
tb%t  they  thought  it  would  be  a  great  deal  to  their  disadvantage  tor 
Botler  to  be  elected  governor  of  the  State. 

Q.  To  their  disadvantage  for  what  reason  ;  that  it  would  injure  the 
nanufacturing  interest! — A.  That  it  would  injure  the  manufacturing 
interest. 

Q.  Yon  understand  that  the  manufacturing  interest  depends  upon  the 
labor  as  well  as  the  capital,  that  there  are  joined^in  it,  that  it  takes  them 
both  ? — A.  It  takes  them  both. 

Q.  Then  the  labonT,  from  tiieir  point  of  view,  was  just  as  much  in- 
ter^ted  to  defeat  General  Butler  as  they  were  themselves  f  That  was 
Dot  your  opinion  but  that  was  the  way  they  felt  about  it  ? — A.  That 
was  the  way  they  talked  about  it, 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  then  at  all  strange  that,  if  they  thouglit  this  new 
money  theory  was  going  to  disturb  tlieir  business  and  injure  them  and 
you  and  others,  they  should  speak  to  you  in  regard  to  it  f — A.  1  cer- 
tainly think  it  was  perfectly  right  for  them  to  speak  to  me. 

Q.  There  was,  then,  to  your  mind,  nothing  wrong  or  strange  in  their 
taking  an  interest  in  the  last  election  ? — A.  No;  not  if  they  only  took 
AD  interest;  but  if  they  put  threats  out,  it  is  another  thing. 

Q.  But  you  never  knew  of  the  threats  f — A.  I  never  heard  any. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  think  that  anything  they  did  was  strange  or 
wrong,  do  you  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  How  many  voters  had  they  in  that  shop  last  fall,  as  near  as  you 
can  tellf — A.  The  town  has  about  four  hundred.  1  think  that  all  of 
two  thirds  oi  that  number  worked  in  the  shop. 

Q.  That  would  be  two  hundred  and  fifty  or  more! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  portion  are  Democrats  ! — A.  I  think  there  are  more  Repub- 
licans in  the  shop  than  Democrats.  The  farmers  around  the  town  are 
mostly  all  Democrats. 

Q.  Still  there  is  quite  a  large  number  of  Democrats  in  the  shop,  and 
many  who,  like  yourself,  have  worked  there  for  years  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Aside  from  the  two  men  from  that  shop  who  have  testified  here, 
Casey  and  the  other,  did  you  ever  hear  of  anybody  being  discharged 
thereon  account  of  their  votes  or  politics  ? — A.  1  have  in  years  back  ^ 
not  since  J  876. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  You  observed  that  the  witnevss  who  has  just  testified  (Warren 
Casev)  stated  that  he  had  been  dis<;harged  for  having  voted  as  he  did, 
but  (lid  you  also  observe  that  in  the  close  of  his  examination,  as  Sena- 
tor Platt  drew  it  out,  he  stated  that  he  had  been  taken  back  to  work  on 
condition  that  he  would  stop  drinking.  Now  may  it  not  be  that  in  some 
of  these  other  cases  of  discharge  the  true  reason  of  their  discharge  was 
«oiDe  fault  of  the  men  themselves  and  not  because  of  their  votes  f — A. 
it  may  have  been. 
Q.  An<l  these  other  allegations  may  have  been  circulated  by  way  of 

excuses  by  the  men  themselves?     That  may  have  been  so  often  ?— A. 

That  mav  have  been  so  often. 
Q.  You  do  not  yourself  claim  that  these  men,  in  times  past,   were 

discharged  on  account  of  having  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  f — A.  No  ; 

[  do  not. 
Q.  Then  you  merely  testify   to  rumors  that  may  be  either  false  or 
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true ! — A.  Not  a.^  frir  a.^  chit  Ls  c»>Dcerneii.    I  Siiy  tbey  took  more  ioter^— 

e^t  in  r*l»^tion4  id  the  U.>c  two  vears*  thiiu  ever  l>etore.  i 

By  Mr.  Platt  :  ^  ^ 

Q.  Dili  yoa  jro  to  rh»*  p^/ils  in  187H  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

i^.  l>iii  yoQ  sXAj  tliere  any  lonsrer  than  it  was  uece-Siiry  forycu  tostaj 
to  vote  ? — A.  1  iii«i  :  I  p*^t»ll»^  tickets  all  day. 

Q.  I>o  yon  claim  a  ri;L'hc  as  a  workman  to  pe^Mle  tickets,  when  jrooj 
claim  that  Mr.  Bntler  must  not  stan»l  at  the  i>ons? — A.  I  give  him  tbftl 
same  privilege  1  fve<Mle«l  ticket:*,  bat  I  did  not  tell  any  men  that  thej] 
mnst  vote  those  tirk»*r.s. 

if.  He  did  not,  did  he  ! — A.  T  never  heard  him. 

Q.  He  trie^l  to  make  men  think  it  was  their  interest  to  vote  Talbol 
tickets^  and  yon  irietl  to  make  them  think  that  it  was  their  interest  to] 
vote  the  other  way  ;  was  not  that  all  that  there  was  of  it? — A.  I  did, 
on  mv  side. 

Q.  And  yoQ  were  about  as  smart  as  he  was  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  3Ir.  Blair  : 

Q.  You  got  Butler  one  hundred  and  ten  votes,  did  you  not  ? — A.  He  ^ 
got  one  hundred  and  ten  in  our  town.  i 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  votes  actually  cast  were  cast  by  employes 
of  the  shop  ? — A.  The  town  gave  110  for  Butler  and  145  for  Talbot,  I 
think. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  votes  came  out  of  the  shop  f — A.  T  think  200 
or  205  came  out  of  the  shop. 

Q.  Then,  while  there  were  nearly  as  many  Democrats  as  Republicans 
in  the  shop,  yon  ciid  not  get  as  many  Democratic  votes  out  of  the  shop 
as  usual  ! — A.  We  did  not  get  as  many  Democratic  votes  out  of  the  shop 
as  usual. 

Q.  This  influence  showed  its  effect  when  you  came  to  casting  and 
counting  the  votes  f  You  then  found  that  persons  who  bad  theretofore 
been  Democrats  had,  under  one  influence  or  another,  been  brought  over 
to  vote  the  other  ticket  T — A.  They  voted  the  other  ticket  last  3*ear. 

Q.  You  were  a  skilled  workman  there;  you  are  a  temperer.  That  is 
a  very  particular  kind  of  work? — A.  Very  particular. 

Q.  It  is  better  for  the  company  to  have  a  good  workman  there,  thoogh 
a  Democrat,  than  a  bad  workman  if  a  Kepublican  t — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  The  interests  of  the  establishment  would  not  be  promoted  by  con- 
tinuing bad  workmen  there,  whose  incompetency  might  spoil  their  trade! 
— A.  If  they  get  a  good  man  in  there,  who  understands  the  trade,  they 
usually  keep  him  there. 

Q  A  man  who  does  not  understand  the  business  would  be  likely  to 
destroy  a  good  deal  of  material,  would  he  not ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  woald 
desti  oy  a  good  deal  of  work ;  he  would  not  get  along.  If  an  ax  is  uot 
tempered  right,  it  is  not  good  for  anything. 

Q.  If  the  tempering  is  not  done  right,  the  work  is  lost ! — A.  That  i8 
true. 

Q.  You  have  heard  the  story  of  the  fellow  who  undertook  to  make  an 
ax,  and  who,  when  he  found  he  could  not  make  an  ax,  thought  he  would 
make  a  hoe,  but  after  he  had  worked  on  the  boe,  and  failed  in  that, 
thought  he  could  at  least  make  ^'  a  fizz,''  and  put  it  in  the  slack  tub  !— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  last  two  years  you  say  the  agents  and  officers  of  these  com- 
panies have  been  much  more  active  in  politics  than  they  were  beforehand, 
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io'aiiswer  to  Senator  Blair,  you  said  you  thought  they  were  in  earnest 

rbeo  tbey  insisted  they  were  right  on  these  political  questions.  But 
d^  workmen  sometimes  think  the  other  way,  do  they  not! — A.  The 
workmen  think  the  other  way. 

Q.  And  they  are  just  as  earnest  in  that  as  the  employers  are  in  their 
binking? — A.  Certainly,  they  are. 

Q.  But  the  employers  want  to  think  for  them  as  well  as  employ  them! 
-A.  Some  of  them  seem  to  talk  that  way. 

Q.  You  did  not  believe  that  the  country  was  going  to  wreck  and  ruin 
f  Butler  wa»s  elected  ? — A.  No;  I  did  not  believe  it. 

Q.  And  you  thought  that  those  who  did  were  very  ** green''  for  be- 
ieving  it! — A.  1  hardl3'  believe  they  did  think  so.  I  thought  they 
rere  men  who  were  too  smart  for  that. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q,  All  the  temperers  are  not  Democrats,  are  they! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  company  could  get  good  temperers  who  vote  the  Republican 
ucket,  if  they  chose  to  get  them  ! — A.  They  could  not  in  that  town  at 
pn»sent. 

Q.  They  could  go  elsewhere  and  find  them,  could  Iheynot! — A.  I 
presume  they  could,  although  such  workmen  are  pretty  scarce  just  now. 

Q.  Is  the  pay  that  Mr.  Butler  receives  in  the  employ  of  the  company 
Tery  large! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  has  a  salary  now. 

Q.  Are  yon  paid  so  much  a  day  or  so  much  a  year  ! — A.  I  am  paid  by 
the  piece. 

Q.  Mr.  Butler  is  in  no  sense  an  agent  of  the  company  any  more  than 
you  are! — A.  No;  he  is  an  inspector.  Be  has  charge  of  a  certain  job 
io  the  bit-shop. 

Q-  Are  there  other  inspectors  there  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many  inspectors  are  there  at  work  for  the  company  ! — A. 
Six  or  eight. 

Q.  Are  they  all  Republicans! — A.  I  believe  they  are. 

Q.  They  are  men  who  work  by  the  piece  and  got  pretty  good  pay,  do 
they  not ! — A.  We  used  to  make  pretty  good  pay  before  thej  cut  us 
down  so  bard. 

Q.  Is  any  other  of  the  inspectors  very  active  at  the  polls ! — A.  Yes  ; 
but  Dot  so  active  as  Butler. 

Q.  Butler  is  a  pretty  active  man  any  way,  is  he  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
he  is  active  in  his  way. 

Q.  What  position  does  Mr.  Moore  hold  there! — A.  He  is  the  agent 
of  the  whole  company.    His  name  is  Edwin  Moore. 


Burton  Goddard,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Qaestion  Where  do  you  work! — Answer.  For  the  Douglass  Axe  Com- 
pany. 

Q.  What  talk  had  you  with  Albert  Butler,  the  foreman  there,  about 
totiug  for  General  Butler! — A.  He  talked  with  me  two  or  three  times  there 
ill  the  shop  where  I  worked. 

t  Q.  What  about! — A.  About  voting.     He  wanted  me  not  to  vote  for 
Seneral  Butler  for  governor,  said  that  I  hadn't  ought  to. 

Q.  How  close  to  the  election  was  it  when  this  talk  occurred  ! — A.  It 
ras  along  two  or  three  weeks  previous,  and  up  to  the  time. 


208  INTIMIDATION   AND    FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSETTS. 

Q.  How  did  jou  vote  f — A.  I  voted  for  General  B  a  tier. 

Q.  Was  any  influence  brouglit  to  bear  upon  the  help  iu  any  way 
A.  Not  upon  me. 

Q.  Was  there  upon  the  rest  of  the  men  f — A.  I  know  of  about  w 
has  been  testified  to. 

« 

Q.  You  know  that  Albert  Butler  wavS  at  the  polls  f — A.  He  was. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing  there  t — A.  He  stood  right  by  the  selectrat 

Q.  Did  he  see  how  the  men  voted  ! — A.  He  did ;  I  think  he  could. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Moore  there! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing  f — A.  I  could  not  s  ly.  He  was  standi 
around  there. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  distributing  tickets  ? — A.  I  could  not  say  that  Id 

Q,  Do  yuu  think  that  the  vote  for  Butler  was  as  large  as  it  would  hM 
been  if  this  influence  had  not  been  brought  to  bear  1 — A.  I  do  not  tlii 
it  was. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  there  ? — A.  I  have  worked  there  t 
last  time  seven  years  ;  I  worked  there  previous  to  that. 

Q.  Were  you  born  in  this  country? — A.  I  am  a  native  of  Connei 
cut. 

Q.  Nobody  connected  with  the  company  ever  undertook  to  bring  s 
threat  to  bear  upon  you  f — A.  Not  in  particular. 

Q.  They  wanted  you  to  vote  against  Butler  f — A.  Yes  ;  rhey  said 
was  a  bad  man  for  governor.    They  thought  he  would  make  a  ba<l  < 

Q.  You  thought  he  would  make  a  good  one  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  kn 
him  down  at  New  Orleans ;  I  thought  he  would  make  a  cleaner. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 
1^  Q.  Had  you  been  a  soldier  under  General  Butler  in  New  Orleans  f—^ 

had. 

Q.  You  knew  him  personally  ! — A.  I  knew  him  by  sight ;  I  have  s 
him  and  heard  him  talk.    • 

Q.  So  that  when  this  Mr.  Butler  told  you  that  General  Butler  was  a 
man,  you  did  not  believe  him  ! — A.  No,  I  did  not ;  that  is,  not  that 
was  a  bad  man  for  governor.     He  said  that  General  Butler  was  dishoD 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  about  it  being  the  interest  of  the  compi 
for  you  not  to  vote  for  General  Butler  ? — A.  He  said  something  of  t 
kind.  He  said  he  thought  it  would  be  better  for  me  and  others  not 
vote  for  him. 

Q.  How  did  he  say  that  the  company  felt  toward  General  Butler 
A.  He  said  it  was  their  interest  to  have  the  help  vote  for  Talbot, 
though  he  said  his  man  was  Miner,  he  should  vote  for  Talbot  iu  or 
to  deleat  General  Butler. 

Q.  It  was  the  interest  of  the  company  to  vote  that  way  ? — A.  He  f 
sidered  it  so,  and  thought  it  would  be  better  for  me  and  others  so  to  v 

Q.  You  did  not  think  so,  and  voted  as  you  thought  best  f — A.  I  ( 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  You  did  not  think  that  that  was  any  threat  that  he  was  goin« 
turn  you  out  ? — A.  He  did  not  say  anything  about  discharging  me. 

Q.  Not  in  particular? — A.  Not  in  particular.  He  talked  that  ^ 
in  order  to  prevent  my  voting  the  way  that  1  wished  to  vote. 

Q.  When  he  talked  politics  you  gave  him  your  ideas  about  Butler 
A.  {Some  little  ;  1  am  not  much  posted  on  politics  any  way. 

Q.  But  yon  told  him  you  knew  Batler  in  New  Orleans,  and  that; 
thought  he  would  make  a  good  governor? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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\  Q.  Hoir  mach  of  the  time  did  you  speud  at  the  polls  on  election  day  f 
^L  I  was  there  some  two  or  three  hours  arouud  about  the  hall. 
Q.  loQ  did  Dot  take  any  part  as  a  ticket  distributer  or  anything  of 
bt  sort,  did  you  ? — A.  I  did  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

^  Do  you  live  in  a  house  of  your  own  I — A.  I  have  a  little  home  of 
own. 


Ieitby  F.  Dudley  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

foestion.  Where  do  you  live  f — Answer.  In  East  Douglass. 

(.  Where  did  you  work  in  November,  1878 1 — A.  I  am  keeping  a  bill- 

I  saloon. 

j.  Did  you  have  auy  talk  with  employes  in  the  Douglass  Axe  Works 

regard  to  their  voting  for  General  Butler? — A.  On  the  Saturday 

oiug  before  the  election  a  man  was  in  my  place,  and  I  said  to 

,  '*  Well,  1  suppose  you  are  going  to  town  meeting!^    He  replied, 

en,  I  don't  know  ;  I  have  not  made  up  my  mind."    I  asked  him  what 

>  the  matter.    He  replied,  ^*  1  have  just  got  a  job  and  have  been  out 

rork  about  six  months ;  to  tell  you  the  truth,  I  really  dare  not  go  to 

n  meeting ;  you  know  what  my  principles  are." 

j.  He  did  not  dare  to  go  where  I — A.  To  the  town  meeting — to  the 

^ion. 

\.  Did  he  go ! — A.  No ;  he  did  not. 

\.  Do  you  know  what  were  his  politics  then  I — A.  He  had  always 

ed  the  Democratic  ticket. 

I  Had  he  a  family  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

^  About  how  long  had  he  been  at  work  before  this  conversation  with 

I  took  placef  — A.  I  don't  know  ;  I  should  say  perhaps  two  or  three 

iks;  I  cannot  tell  about  that. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

J.  Did  he  say  why  he  dared  not  go  ! — A.  That  was  the  only  reply  he 

re  me. 

J.  He  did  not  say  who  nor  what  he  was  afraid  of! — A.  No. 

}.  Did  you  give  the  name  of  the  man  ! — A.  I  did  not. 

J.  What  was  it! — A.  He  said  he  would  rather  I  would  not  give  his 

me. 

J.  He  can  have  no  objection    to  your  giving  it  now  ? — A.  I  do  not 

Dw  that  he  would  have,  but  he  is  not  here.    He  thought  perhaps  it 

g:ht  affect  him  hereafter  in  his  work. 

J.  Fur  whom  does  he  work  ? — A.  He  works  for  the  Douglass  Axe 

mpany. 

}.  For  whom  did  he  work  at  the  time  of  this  conversation  f — A.  He 

rked  in  the  same  place. 

^.  What  is  his  name? — A.  Bufus  Beldin. 

sir.  Blair.  Now  we  will  see  whether  he  is  turned  out. 


John  a.  Fynes  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Qoestion.  Where  do  you  live  ? — Answer.  In  Boston. 
Q.  In  what  ward  f — A.  Ward  nine. 

14  BOS 
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Q.  What  position,  if  any,  did  yoa  bold  at  the  election  in  Noveml>er, 
1878  ? — A.  I  was  one  of  the  Federal  supervisors. 

Q.  By  whom  were  you  appointed  ? — A.  By  Chief  Supervisor  Hallett. 

Q.  Did  you  serve  at  the  polls  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  State  whether  anybody  was  arrested  there  ? — A.  There  was. 

Q.  State  the  circumstances. — A.  A  colored  man  named  Charles  Wash- 
ington was  arrested  for  illegal  voting. 

Q.  What  became  of  him  ? — A.  He  had  been  illegally  registered  and 
had  no  right  to  vote.  My  colleague  in  the  precii»ct  and  I  accordingly 
reported  him  to  Supervisor  Hallett.  Several  warrants  had  been  issued 
to  be  served  on  election  day,  and  one  of  these  was  against  him.  He 
was  the  only  one  who  was  arrested  there.  When  he  came  there  and 
voted,  I  caused  the  warrant  to  be  served  upon  him  by  the  deputy  mar- 
shal. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  case  f — A.  It  was  sent  up  to  this  court  [mean- 
ing the  United  States  circuit  court]  by  the  commissioner,  and  the  man 
was  defaulted. 

Q.  It  was  not  tried  ? — A.  It  was  not  tried  ;  he  is  under  default. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  He  did  not  appear,  and  forfeited  his  bail;  is  that  it  ? — A.  He  ap- 
peared up  to  the  last  day  when  he  became  alarmed  at  something  in  the 
ruling  of  one  of  the  judges,  and  absconded  forthwith. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  ho  voted  I — A.  I  could  not  say  how  he  voted. 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  on  the  subject  ? — A.  I  understood  that 
it  was  a  Butler  ballot  that  he  cast. 

Q.  State  whether  there  were  any  circumstances  surrounding  his  case 
that  indicated  what  the  [)urport  of  the  arrest  was  ? — A.  There  were  none 
in  particular  surrounding  his  case.  It  was  simply  a  matter  of  an  execu- 
tion of  a  warrant.     Several  other  cases  occurred. 

Q.  Did  similar  cases  occur  that  day  ? — A.  There  were  several  cases 
of  what  I  termed  bulldozing  or  intimidation. 

Q.  W^hat  were  they  ? — A.  One  of  them  was  that  of  a  coloretl  man 
named  George  W.  Greene,  who  came  to  the  polls  and  voted  a  Butler 
ticket.  As  he  passed  through  the  rails  and  emerged  from  the  other 
end,  Councilman  R.  M.  Thompson  said  to  him,  *'  You  need  not  work  any 
more  for  me,  Greene."  Thompson  was  acting  there  that  day  as  one  of 
the  bureau  of  inspection.  I  remarked  to  him,  '^Thompson,  ain't  that 
intimidation  ?  ^  He  replied,  "  No ;  I  said  nothing  until  the  man  voted.^ 
I  said,  '^  It  is  immaterial  whether  you  did  or  did  not ;  it  is  intimidation." 
I  had  occasion  to  speak  to  Mr.  Thompson  several  times  in  regard  to  his 
conduct  that  day. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  this  man  Greene  voted  f — A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  did  Greene  vote ! — A.  He  voted  a  Butler  ticket. 

Q.  What  are  Thompson's  politics  ?— A.  Eepublican,  I  presume. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing  there! — A.  He  was  acting,  as  I  said  before, 
in  the  capacity  of  one  of  the  bureau  of  inspection,  under  the  lead  of 
Chief  Chandler. 

Q.  Did  any  other  cases  of  that  kind  of  intimidation  occur  there  that 
you  know  ot  f — A.  There  was  the  case  of  a  man  who,  upon  coming  up 
to  vote,  was  challenged  by  them,  and  not  permitted  to  vote  under  the 
reading  and  writing  qualification.  I  informed  the  man  that  he  could 
vote  at  his  peril.  They  insisted  that  he  should  write  his  name  on  the 
ballot.     I  informed  them  that  he  could  have  it  written.    The  name  was 
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sabseqaently  written  on  the  ballott  and  he  voted.  They  withdrew  the 
challenge  also.  Another  case  was  that  of  a  colored  man  who  came  to 
the  polls  with  a  Butler  ticket  in  his  hand.  As  he  was  about  to  deposit 
it  one  of  the  local  inspectors  behind  the  rails  remarked  to  him,  **  Stop, 
you  must  not  vote  that  ticket."  The  attention  of  my  colleague  was 
called  to  it  at  the  time,  and  he  touched  me.  The  man  inquired,  ^^  Why 
not!"  The  inspector  replied,  *'  You  don't  want  to  vote  for  Butler;  you 
want  a  Republican  ticket."  "No,"  the  man  said,  "I  am  going  to  vote 
this  ticket."  '•  Well,"  the  inspector  said,  "  if  you  are  going  to  vote  that 
ticket,  scratch  off  Morse's  name  and  put  on  Brimmer's."  We  spoke  to 
the  inspector  at  the  time  and  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  that 
was  entirely  out  of  the  line  of  his  duty.  Some  words  eusued,  and  I  in- 
formed him  and  Thompson  that  we,  the  supervisors,  were  there  not  only 
to  prevent  fraudulent  voting,  but  also,  to  the  extent  of  our  power,  to 
protect  any  man  who  had  a  right  to  vote. 

Q.  Go  on  and  describe  what  you  did  under  the  instructions  of  the 
chief  commissioner  in  regard  to  the  voting  lists  as  supervisor. — A.  Our 
instructions  verbally  and  also  as  given  to  us  on  printed  circulars  were^ 
that  a  man  in  order  to  vote  should  be  a  resident  of  the  place  at  which 
he  was  assessed  six  months  next  preceding  said  election  ;  also  that  ac- 
cording to  the  constitution  of  the  State  he  must  possess  the  necessary 
reading  and  writing  qualification,  and  be  a  duly  naturalized  citizen,  of 
coarse,  where  naturalization  is  required. 

Q.  When  the  precinct  lists  were  sent  to  you  by  the  chief  supervisor^ 
did  you  examine  them,  check  them,  ascertain  who  upon  those  lists  were 
not  qualified  to  vote,  and  make  return  to  the  chief  commissioner? — k^ 
I  think  I  can  safely  say  that,  of  the  names  on  the  precinct  lists  which  I 
had,  there  were  not  a  dozen  or  a  dozen  and  a  half  who  were  not  visited 
personally,  either  at  their  houses  or  their  places  of  business.  In  cases- 
of  absence,  their  relatives  were  seen  and  every  one  of  the  names 
checked.  As  to  some  of  them  I  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  make  a^ 
visit.  These  were  city  officials,  for  instance,  who,  I  was  perfectly  well 
aware,  were  competent  and  qualified  of  course.  Their  names  wert^ 
checked  without  my  seeing  them  personally. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  return  to  the  chief  supervisor! — A.  I  did. 

Q.   What  was  the  result  ? — A.  The  result  was  the  issue  of  five  war- 
rants. 

Mr.  McDonald.  Only  one  of  which  was  served  ? 

The  Witness.    Only  one  of  which  was  served. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  your  work  had  been  completed  and  you  came  to  get  your 
pay,  what  occurred! — A.  Our  returns  were  duly  made  in  accordance 
with  instructions  received,  and  after  the  election  we  assembled  at  the 
lower  room  of  the  building  in  which  the  committee  now  sits.  The  un- 
derstanding had  been  that  we  were  to  receive  at  least  ten  days'  pay ;. 
that  is,  it  was  generally  supposed  that  the  supervisors  were  to  receive 
pay  for  every  day  that  they  served,  but  that  at  any  rate  they  were  to  re- 
ceive ten  days'  pay.  When  the  amounts  were  made  up,  it  was  found 
that  the  names  of  some  one  or  two  appeared  with  four  days,  some  with 
five  days,  and  some  with  seven  days,  while  those  who  had  attended  the 
places  of  registration  from  five  to  ten  o'clock  in  the  evening  were  put 
down  as  having  ten  days.  There  was  in  consequence  a  general  feeling 
of  discontent  among  the  supervisors,  and  a  number  of  us  waited  upoui 
Chief  Hallett  several  times.  He  informed  us  that  his  decision  was  finals 
remarking  at  one  time  that  that  was  all  we  were  worth ;  that  we  were 
not  worth  any  more  money.    I  respectfully  dissented  from  that,  and  re 
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ferred  him  to  the  lists  that  I  had  retarned,  telliDg  him  that  I  thought 
the  laborer  was  worthy  of  his  hire.  He  was  indisposed  to  have  any 
conversation  with  ns,  and  treated  ns  in  a  somewhat  aatocratic  manner, 
I  most  say. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  your  lists  t — A.  He  specified  no  lists  in 
particular;  that  is,  when  I  heard  him  speak.  I  have  given  you  the  sub- 
stance ot  what  he  said  in  my  presence. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  said  you  had  had  occasion  to  speak  to  Mr.  Thompson  before 
on  that  day  ? — A.  I  did  ;  several  times. 

Q.  What  was  his  conduct  on  that  day  ? — A.  He  wa8  very  perti- 
nacious in  his  inquiries  of  every  man  who  approached  the  raUs  ;  ques- 
tioned every  man  ;  was  very  anxious  to  get  the  name  of  every  man,  and 
made  himself  very  busy.  I  informed  him  that  he  had  no  right  to  interfere 
with  voters.  On  one  occasion  I  called  the  police  and  ordered  him  to 
clear  the  rails. 

Q.'  Had  this  colored  man  whom  he  so  summarily  discharged  that  day 
from  his  employment  been  at  work  for  him  before  that  time  t — A.  1  un- 
derstood that  he  bad.  Such  was  the  inference  that  I  drew  from  the  re- 
mark which  he  made  to  him. 

Q.  Was  it  one  of  the  election  officers  who  told  the  voter  that  he  must 
strike  Morse's  name  oft'  and  put  on  Brimmer's? — A.  He  was  one  of  the 
inspectors  appointed  by  the  city  government. 

Q.  He  was  holding  the  election? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  behind  the 
rail. 

Q.  He  read  a  lecture  to  this  man  who  insisted  upon  voting  for  Butler  t — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  and  when  the  man  replied  to  him,  be  said,  ^^  Well,  scratch 
oft'  Morse  and  put  on  Brimmer."  I  do  not  know  that  that  was  the  exact 
language,  but  that  was  the  substance  of  it. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Who  was  this  inspector  ! — A.  August  Cheresty,  of  ward  nine,  pre- 
cinct three. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  voter  t — A.  I  do  not. 
•  Q.  Did  the  voter  substitute  Brimmer's  name  ! — A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  made  any  difference  or  not! — A.  I 
then  interfered  and  told  the  inspector  that  that  was  entirely  out  of  the 
line  of  his  duty. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  this  was  a  man  with  whom  the  inspector 
was  acquainted  f — A.  He  was. 

Q.  He  seemed  to  be  a  man  whom  the  inspector  knew  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  one  of  the  supervisors  appointed  under  the  United  States 
law  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  inspector  had  been  appointed  under  the  city  law  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  any  one  but  you  interfere  to  prevent  this  abuse  of  the  right  of 
suftrage  by  the  inspector? — A.  The  other  supervisor  who  was  present 
also  spoke  to  him. 

Q.  You  had  occasion  several  times  during  the  day  to  act  in  your  offi- 
cial capacity  in  order  to  preserve  the  freedom  of  the  ballot  there,  had 
you  not? — A.  I  had. 

Q.  No  doubt,  so  far  as  that  ward  was  concerned  and  your  own  obser- 
vation of  the  way  the  election  was  conducted,  you  found  the  supervis- 
ors very  serviceable,  did  you  not  f — A.  Without  being  at  all  egotistical, 
1  say  yes. 
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I  .Vobody  else  tried  to  prevent  abuses  in  these  instances  but  the 
frmr6  f — A.  I  saw  no  effort  made. 

Have  yon  not  reason  to  think  that  if  the  supervisors  had  not  been 

Dt  in  rheir  official  capacity  there  would  have  been  considerable 

)zing or  intimidation  practiced  there? — A.  I  cannot  say. 

[t  vas  attempted,  as  it  was! — A.  It  was  attempted. 

iDd  but  for  your  interference  would  have  been  successful? — A» 

ir. 

t  waa  attempted  and  you  reproved  it? — A.  It  was  attempted  and 

)ved  it, 

Lnd  you  called  on  the  police  to  come  forward  and  put  a  stop  to 

.  I  called  on  the  police  to  come  and  stop  the  hinderance  to  voters 

II  i>erfectin^  the  registration  of  voters  before  the  election,  you 
occasion  for  your  services  and,  notwithstanding  the  efforts  of  the 
ithoritie^,  you  found  large  occasion  for  the  services  of  the  super- 
f — A.  I  did  not  find  large  occasion  but  I  found  some  occasion, 
low  long  before  the  election  were  you  appointed  ? — A.  Some  two 

)id  yon  spend  a  large  part  of  the  time  of  those  two  weeks  in  the 

:o  lenet  <iut  errors  and  correct  the  list  ? — A.  1  did. 

Vetty  much  all  the  time? — A.  No;  not  all  the  time. 

'he  larger  portion  of  it  ? — A.  The  major  portion. 

Tho  was  the  other  supervisor  there  ? — A.  James  J.  Sullivan. 

•Vas  he  appointed  for  the  same  time  that  you  were  ? — A.  He  was. 

'he  supervisors  were  of  different  parties  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Ton  were  the  Democrat  and  Sullivan  was  the  Kepublican  ? — ^A. 

r. 

fou  were  paid  for  your  services  ? — A.  Yes. 

)id  not  Sullivan  charge  for  as  many  days  as  you  did? — A.  That 

I  not  say. 

low  many  days  did  you  charge  for  ? — A.  Thirteen  days. 

Ind  you  were  appointed  two  weeks  before  the  election  ? — A.  Yes, 

hen  you  charged  for  nearly  every  day.  Of  course,  then,  you  were 
id  substantially  every  day  ? — A.  I  was.  In  saying  that  1  was  ap- 
d  two  weeks  before  the  election ;  I  would  say  that  it  may  have 
lore  than  that;  the  exact  time  has  now  slipped  my  memory. 
)id  you  serve  on  every  one  of  tho&e  days  I— A.  I  actually  served 
on  of  every  one  of  those  days. 

?hat  makes  twenty-six  days  that  two  intelligent  men  gave  to  the 
.ation  of  that  list  in  that  precinct,  in  addition  to  all  that  was  done 
city  or  State  officers  under  State  law  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  took  the 
it  was  received  after  being  arranged  by  the  city  authorities. 
LOU  took  the  list  as  it  was  received  after  being  arranged  by  the 
itborities  and  still  you  found  all  these  outstanding  errors.  Were 
narshals  in  that  ward  ? — A.  There  was  one  marshal  to  each  pre- 

Vas  there  occasion  for  their  services  also  ? — A.  In  the  precinct  to 

I  refer  there  was  only  one  occasion. 

?hat  was  during  election  day  ? — A.  That  was  during  the  election 

hen  the  arrest  was  made. 

Ton  had  occasion  to  call  upon  them.    There  was,  of  course,  the  lia- 

that  they  would  be  needed  ?— A.  Of  course  there  is  a  liability  of 

Of?- 

!>o  yon  not  think,  so  far  as  that  precinct  was  concerned,  these  elec- 
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tioD  laws  were  very  serviceable  in  securing  a  fair  election  f  I  speak  of 
that  single  occasion.  In  that  instance,  where  you  had  experience,  do 
you  not  think  that  your  services  and  those  of  the  marshal  on  the  day  of 
the  election,  un<ler  the  election  law,  were  very  serviceable  and  useful  in 
working  out  a  fair  election  ! — A.  So  far  as  preventing  one  illegal  vote 
being  cast  and  iu  securing  one  or  two  other  votes,  I  presume  they  were 
serviceable. 

Q.  That  is  all  in  the  interest  of  a  fair  election  ! — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Then  yon  can  answer  the  question  without  a  qualiQcation  ! — A.  1 
did  as  to  those  one  or  two  instances. 

Q.  The  supervisors  did  no  harm  that  you  are  aware  of! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  and  the  other  supervisor  jointly  worked  twenty-six  days! — 
A.  Yes,  provided  he  put  in  the  same  number  of  days  that  I  did. 

Q.  Are  you  the  Mr.  Fynes  who  made  an  affidavit  that  is  in  print  in 
the  records  of  the  committee! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  this  Mr.  R.  M.  Thompson  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  his  standing  iu  society! — A.  Very  good,  1  presume.  He 
was  then  a  member  of  the  lower  branch  of  our  city  government,  the 
common  council. 

Q.  Where  is  he  now  ! — A.  In  the  city,  1  presume. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  and  your  colleague  returned  what  you  understood  to  be  seven 
erroneous  registrations ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  upon  that  return  seven  warrants  were  issued  ! — A.  Five  war- 
rants. 

Q.  Of  the  five  warrants  issued  there  was  only  one  served  because  there 
was  only  one  o:  the  seven  who  came  up  to  vote  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  These  se%eu  whom  you  reported  were  persons  who  could  not  be 
found  by  you  iu  your  search  and  were  returned  by  you  as  erroneously 
upon  the  registry.  The|jr  might  have  moved  away  from  their  residences 
or  been  out  of  the  city  or  State  for  aught  that  you  know,  as  there  was 
only  one  of  them  who  came  up  to  vote  on  the  day  of  the  election  ! — A. 
The  complaint  as  to  that  one  was  chat  he  was  not  qualified  under  the 
reading  and  writing  amendment. 

Q.  How  many  voters  were  there  in  the  precinct  which  you  and  your 
colleague  investigated! — A.  I  think  somewhere  between  five  and  six 
hundred  ;  about  five  hundred,  I  think. 

Q.  So  that,  of  the  five  hundred  names  on  the  registry,  you  found  seven 
that  you  could  not  find  in  that  district ! — A.  We  found  more  than  those, 
but  according  to  the  judgment  of  the  chief  supervisor,  there  were  only 
five  cases  in  which  warrants  should  issue. 

Q.  There  were  only  five  who  were  erroneously  upon  the  registry  and 
for  whom,  iu  the  judgment  of  the  chief  supervisor,  warrants  were  issued, 
^nd  of  those  warrants  only  one  was  served  and  that  was  upon  the  negro 
who  could  not  read  or  write  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  What  was  the  name  of  the  man  who  was  challenged  and  who  voted 
afterwards! — A.  Richard  Winn. 

Q.  He  was  challenged  but  afterward  allowed  to  vote! — A.  Yes,  sir  ; 
the  challenge  was  withdrawn. 

Q.  By  whom  was  the  challenge  made  ! — A.  By  Mr.  Thompson. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  Upon  the  man  giving  evidence  that  he  could  read  and  write,  Mr. 
Thompson  withdrew  the  challenge  ! — A.  He  gave  no  evidence  of  the 
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(trod.   He  put  his  ballof  in  the  envelope  and  his  name  was  put  on  the 

prelope. 

;Q.  H'hat  was  he  challenged  for! — A.  On  the  ground  that  he  could 

M  write. 

Q.  Then  he  did  write? — A.  Mr.  Thompson  insisted  that  he  should 

lite,  and  I  told  him  that  he  need  not  comply  with  that;  that  he  might 

ve  liis  name  put  on  his  ballot  and  have  it  deposited  at  his  peril ;  that 

at  was  his  right  according  to  the  law.    It  was  done.    Then,  subse- 

eotlr,  Mr.  Thompson  withdrew  the  challenge. 

5?.  Has  the  law  been  changed  somewhat  in  that  respect! — A.  I  am 

t  awHre  that  it  has  been. 

}.  Down  to  last  year,  a  man  was  compelled  to  write  his  name,  if 

Jleriged,  was  he  not ! — A.  1  cannot  say  about  that. 

l  Mr.  Thompson  became  satisfied  that  the  man  had  a  right  to  vote, 

I  withdrew  the  challenge  ! — A.  He  did. 

J.  Yoa  protected  the  man  in  his  right  to  vote,  as  you  understood  it ! — 

Yes,  sir. 


AMES  J.  Sullivan  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

jaestion.  What  position  did  you  occupy  at  the  time  of  the  November 

;tion  of  1878! — Answer.  That  of  Federal  supervisor. 

\  Where ! — A.  In  ward  nine,  precinct  three. 

I  You  were  appointed  by  whom  ! — A.  Commissioner  Hallett. 

\.  Are  yon  a  Republican  ! — A.  My  politics  have — well,  I  have  gen- 

lly  been  a  Democrat. 

I,  When  you  were  performing  your  official  duties,  did  you  know  any- 

jg  of  what  occurred  in  regard  to  a  colored  man  at  the  polls  ! — A.  I 

J  directly  behind  the  ballot-box  when  AugustCheresty,  an  inspector 

^kction  appointed  by  the  city,  spoke  to  another  colored  man,  some 

ud  that  he  knew,  who  came  up  to  deposit  his  ballot.    Both  he  and 

.  August  Cheresty  were  colored  men.    The  man  had  his  ticket  out  so 

t  it  could  be  seen,  and  Cheresty  said  to  him,  "You  are  not  going  to 

e  that  ticket,  are  you!^    The  man  replied,  "Yes,  I  am."    Cheresty 

Q  said  that  the  man  should  not  vote  for  General  Butler.    The  man 

il  that  he  should  vote  for  him.    Cheresty  said,  "  Well,  you  won't  vote 

Leopold  Morse."    The  man  replied,  **  I  certainly  shall."    Cheresty 

ired  to  get  him  a  paster  or  to  scratch  Morse's  name  off,  but  the  man 

aid  not  agree  to  it.    I  then  told  the  inspector  that  it  was  not  his  duty 

jnestion  the  man  at  all  as  to  how  he  should  vote  or  give  him  any 

tractions  whatever. 

I.  What  did  he  say ! — A.  He  replied  to  me  that  he  did  not  think  it  did 

'  harm,  but  that  he  was  ignorant,  and  apologized.    I  said  that  if  it 

orred  again  I  would  arrest  him,  and  send  him  off  to  Commissioner 

[letr. 

f.  Both  were  colored  men  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

!•  Were  you  with  Fynes,  in  the  same  precinct  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

he  Chairman.  It  is  not  necessary,  then,  to  go  over  the  points  covered 

the  testimony  of  the  preceding  witness. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

[.  Do  you  say  you  are  a  Republican  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  been  one. 
\.  When  did  you  become  a  Republican  ! — About  two  years  ago,  or  a 
e  before  that,  on  municipal  politics. 
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Q.  Up  to  that  time  you  had  boeu  a  Democrat  for  some  time  f 

Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  were  appointed,  you  had  not  for  some  years  ro 
a  Bepublican  ticket  at  a  State  election  ! — A.  No,  sir  ;  I  voted  for 
ton,  and  I  considered  him  a  Republican.     He  is  not  a  Democrat. 

Q.  There  was  a  Republican  running  against  him,  was  there  notf— ^^ 
That  may  be  true. 

Q.  Do  you  know  howyou  happened  to  be  appointed  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  r 
well :  it  was  through  the  chairman  of  the  Democratic  and  Repabli 
executive  committees. 

Q.  Did  they  know  that  you.had  always  been  voting  the  DemocrA^ 
ticket  up  to  two  years  ago  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  knew  me  perfectly  wel^ 
both  of  them. 

Q.  The  election  that  you  have  been  speaking  of  is  that  of  1878  !— 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  ^vou  a  Republican  since  ? — A.  That  would  depend  nponcircar*^ 
stances. 

Q.  As  far  as  heard  from,  are  you  not  going  to  vote  for  General  Ba 
ler  f — A.  I  think  1  shall,  if  I  live  long  enough. 

Q.  Upon  what  circumstances  does  it  depend  whether  you  will  votefc^^ 
Butler  or  not  f — A.  If  I  live  long  enough,  and  General  Butler  is  &  can^ 
didate,  I  shall  vote  for  him. 

Q.  Did  you  vote  for  him  last  year  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Platt.  Then  he  is  going  to  have  a  gain  of  one  in  that  precincts 


Thomas  Grimes  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  f — Answer.  In  South  Boston. 

Q.  State  how  long  you  have  been  a  citizen  there.  [After  inspecting 
the  naturalization  paper  produced  by  the  witness  at  this  point  and  bere> 
inafter  inserted.]  This  paper  appears  to  certify  that  the  witness  was  ad- 
mitted to  citizenship  on  the  4th  of  November,  1850,  before  the  Hon. 
Peter  O.  Thacher,  judge  of  the  State  superior  court.  |To  the  witneM.J 
You  have  been  a  citizen  since  1850  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  called  upon  at  your  residence  in  the  latter  part  of  Octo- 
ber, last  year;  and,  it  so,  for  what  purpose! — A  1  was  called  upoa 
there  by  Mr.  Waters. 

Q.  Who  did  he  say  he  was  ? — A.  He  said  that  he  was  an  officer.  He 
said  that  he  had  power  to  take  me.  He  asked  me,  "  Can  you  read  and 
write  !  "  1  replied,  "  No,  I  cannot."  *'  What  business,^'  he  asked,  "has 
your  name  upon  the  voting  list!  "  "  I  don't  know,"  I  replied  ;  '*  it  is  on 
every  year,  and  I  do  not  see  why  it  would  not  be  on  this  year."  "  Well," 
he  said,  "  it  has  no.right  to  be  there  at  all ;  you  are  no  voter ;  you  vrere 
never  naturalized,  and  you  have  no  business  to  have  a  vote."  "  Yoa 
are  a  liar,"  I  said  ;  **  I  have,  and  I  was  a  voter  before  you  were  one." 
So  I  was. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Waterp  say  his  office  was? — A.  He  said  that  I 
would  not  say  he  was  an  officer,  and  he  said,  "Look  at  that.  Grimes;  I 
can  take  you  now."  [The  witness  here,  by  way  of  illustrating  the  action 
spoken  of,  turned  over  one  of  the  lapels  of  his  coat.]  I  told  him,  "You 
have  no  authority  to  take  me.  I  know  you  have  not."  Then  he  told 
me  to  appear  before  Commissioner  Hallett.  '-If  Commissioner  flallett 
wants  me,"  I  said,  "1  shall  appear."    He  went  as  far  as  the  door; 
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we  talked  about  going,  aud,  as  he  went  out  of  my  door,  I  went  out  and 
stood  with  him.  There  were  some  men  outside  the  door.  Waters  said, 
"Grimes,  if  you  want  billying,"  and  he  pulled  out  a  large  billy  to  billy 
me.  He  did  it  in  this  way.  [Indicating.]  He  went  away,  and  the  next 
thing  was  that  I  was  notified  twice  not  to  appear  at  the  polls ;  that  if  I 
would  I  would  be  punished.  I  threw  the  notices  away  and  went  to  the 
polls.  Mr.  Guild,  I  believe  it  was,  said,  *'No ;  hold  on ;  you  can't  vote.^ 
"You  recollect  what  you  have  done,"  I  said  "remember,  you  have 
stopped  me  from  putting  my  vote  in."  "Hold  on,"  he  said  again  ;  and 
he  was  procuring  a  gentlemen  with  a  warrant  for  my  arrest.  He  then 
opened  the  box  and  said,  "Now  you  can  vote."  So  I  voted  anyway. 
Then  there  was  a  warrant  for  my  arrest,  and  they  took  me  as  a  prisoner 
over  here  to  Commissioner  Hallett.  I  suppose  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  color  of  my  hair  they  would  have  handcuffed  me  coming  over.  I 
asked  Commi^fsioner  Hallett  what  he  wanted  with  me;  what  was  the 
reason  of  my  being  brought  over.  He  said  he  did  not  know  that,  but  I 
should  have  called  to  see  him.  "  What  business,"  I  asked,  "  had  I  to 
call  to  see  you,  or  what  business  has  any  citizen  to  come  here  before 
the  vote  is  received  f "    Then  I  went  back  to  the  polls. 

Q.  You  were  then  dismissed  from  arrest? — A.  O,  certainly,  I  was 
dismissed.    He  did  not  know  what  I  was  brought  over  for, 

Mr.  McDonald.  Did  you  f 

The  Witness.  No  ;  nobody  knows. 

By  the  Chairman  :  ^ 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  country  f — A.  I  have  been  about 
forty  years  in  South  Boston. 

Q.  What  property  do  you  own  there! — A.  A  house  and  four  lots  of 
land.     I  have  owned  more,  but,  like  others,  £  am  getting  old. 

Q.  Have  you  paid  taxes  on  this  property  regularly! — A.  Always. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  paying  taxes  while  a  citizen  there  ! — A. 
About  thirty-live  years,  I  think. 

Q.  Those  taxes  were  upon  your  real  estate! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  a  family  ! — A.  I  have. 

Q.  You  have  a  large  circle  of  acquaintances  there,  have  you  ! — A.  I 
have. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ? — A.  I  am  now  in  the  liquor  business.  I 
have  always  been  a  ship-sawyer.  I  have  been  in  the  liquor  business 
for  some  years. 

Q.  What  did  this  man  Waters  say  that  his  oflSce  was,  that  of  a  deputy 
maisball — A.  That  he  was  an  ofiftc^ir,  and  had  every  right  to  take  me. 
He  showed  me  his  badge.  "  No,"  1  said  ;  "  you  have  no  right  to  take 
me  at  all." 

Q.  Did  he  read  a  warrant  to  you  ! — A.  No ;  he  had  no  warrant  with 
biin. 

Q.  When  they  brought  you  over  to  the  commissioner,  had  they  any 
warrant ! — A.  The  officer  who  brought  me  over  had  no  warrant.  He 
(lid  not  read  any  warrant  to  me. 

Q.  You  were  at  once  discharged  ! — A.  Yes ;  the  commissioner  did  not 
know  what  I  had  been  brought  there  for. 

Q.  Y^ou  had  been  notified! — A.  I  was  notified  several  times  that  if  I 
attempted  to  vote  I  would  be  arrested. 

Q.  You  were  a  voter  before  the  adoption  of  the  reading  and  writing 
amendment  to  the  constitution  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  such,  you  were  entitled  to  vote,  whether  you  could  read  or 
write  or  not ! — A.  I  was. 
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Q.  Yoa  had  then  voted  some  six  or  seven  years  before  the  amend- 
ment of  1857  was  adopted.    The  amendment  was  adopted  in  Maj, 
1857,  and  everybody  then  qualified  to  vote  was  entitled  to  vote  the 
after  without  regard  to  the  qualification  imposed  by  the  amendmen 
What  wa«  the  charge  that  was  made  against  you  in  the  warrant  tb 
was  sworn  out  against  you  ? — A.  I  did  not  hear  it  read.     A  man  iu  t 
hall  said  that  he  had  a  warrant.    He  was  called  for  by  the  officer,  an 
they  had  a  warant  for  my  arrest,  but  I  did  not  ask  him  to  read  it  f( 
me.    So  he  delivered  me  up  to  Commissioner  Hallett. 

Q.  Who  challenged  your  vote!— A.  Mr.  Guild.  He  did  not  partica 
larly  challenge  it;  he  said,  '*  No,  hold  on,^  and  shut  the  box.  Theu  I 
could  not  vote.  '*  Remember  what  you  have  done,"  I  said ;  "  you  hart 
done  a  very  serious  thing ;  you  have  stopped  me  from  voting,  and  I 
shall  not  vote  now  ;  you  have  done  very  wrong.''  He  inquired  for  thr 
gentleman  who  had  the  warrant,  and  as  soon  as  he  procured  him  he 
said  to  me,  '•  Vote  now,"  so  I  voted. 

Q.  Then  they  arrested  you  f — A.  Then  they  arrested  me,  and  brought 
me  over  to  Commissioner  Hallett.  1 

Q.  Who  gave  you  the  notice  that  you  must  not  vote  ! — A.  I  got  two 
notices.     L  do  not  know  from  whom  they  came. 

'  By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Did  the  officer  who  came  to  your  house  ask  you  if  you  could  read 
or  write  ? — A.  Mr.  Waters  asked  me,  and  I  told  him  no. 

Q.  Then  he  told  you  you  had  no  right  to  vote  f — A.  He  told  me  that  I 
had  no  right  to  vote.  And  1  was  far  worse  hurt  by  his  saying  that  I  was 
no  citizen  and  had  no  right  to  vote  than  I  would  have  been  if  he  had  pat 
his  billy  upon  me.  1  thought  1  had  never  heard  worse  in  my  life  than 
to  be  accused  of  not  being  a  citizen. 

Q.  You  had  been  voting  here  from  the  time  you  were  naturalized,  in 
1850!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

[Note. — The  naturalization  paper  presented  by  the  witness  is  as  fol- 
lows, the  paris  in  italics  being  in  writing  and  the  remainder  a  printed 

form  :J 
[seal  of  superior  court.  ]    Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  Suffolk  to  wit: 

To  all  people  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  greetiug : 

[Int.  rer.  Kuow  JO  that  at  the  municipal  court  of  the  city  of  Boston^hegan  and 

^*  nmrkld" •*'  holclcu  at  Bostou  a/ore«aid,  within  and  for  the  county  of  Suffolk,  on  tb« 
E.  H.  V.  first  Monday  of  November ^  being  the /our**  day  of  said  month,  in  the  year  of 
Auf.30, 1865.]  ^^^j.  j^^j^  ^^^  thonsand  eight  hnndred  tiud  fifty,  before  the  honorable  Pettr 
O.  Thacher,  judge  of  said  superior  court,  Thmtias  Grimes,  of  Boston,  in  the  county  of 
Suffolk,  formerly  of  Dublin,  Ireland,  was  admitted  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  according  to  ;  he  acts  of  Congress  in  such  case  made  and  provided, 
as  appears  of  record. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  ike  fnpe- 
rior  criminal  court,  bt  Boston  aforesaid,  the  thirtieth  day  of  August,  in  the  year  of  oar 
Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  »\xty -five, 

F.  H,  USDERWOOD. 
Clerk  of  said  Superior  Court  and  having  custody  of  the 

Etecords  of  said  Municipal  Court. 
[On  the  outer  fold  of  the  paper :  ] 

Copy,  Final  certificate  of  naturalization  granted  to  Thomas  Grimes,  By  thesaperior 
court.     Aug,  30,  1865. 

Mr.  Blair  inquired  at  what  date  the  educatioDal  test  imposed  by  the 
amendment  to  the  constitution  took  effect. 

The  Chairman.  It  took  effect  on  the  1st  of  May,  1857,  and  expressly 
excepted  from  its  operation  all  who  were  then  at  the  polls.  The  certifi- 
cate of  the  witness,  in  the  body  of  it,  shows  that  he  was  naturalized  in 
November,  1850;  the  date  of  the  certificate  itself  is  subsequent 
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Bj  Mr.  Platt. 

Q.  When  did  yon  vot^  in  Mrtssachusetts  ? — A.  My  memory  does  not 

able  me  lo  Kay.     I  was  very  anxious  to  be  a  voter  after  coming  to  tbis 

untrv. 

5.  Do  you  remember  tor  wha'   President  you  first  voted  ? — A.  No, 

5.  You  got  the  paper  that  you  have  here  in  1865  ? — A.  I  am  getting 

I,  and  my  recollection,  like  my  sight,  is  getting  very  poor.    The  paper 

ows  for  iti<elf. 

8-  Did  you  ev#^r  have  any  naturalization  paper  except  this  onef — A. 

lid.     I  worked  in  the  navy-yard  a  great  part  of  ray  time,  off  and  on, 

d  they  were  very  particular  at  some  elections  about  the  men  being 

izens.    This  paper  is  a  copy  of  my  paper,  the  one  that  I  had  which  1 

Ml  to  bring  in  at  election  times. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  paper  that  you  first  got! — A.  I  lost  it,  or  it 

t  worn  ;  I  could  not  say  which. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  you  got  the  paper  here,  that  you  lost — the 

her  paper  f — A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Yon  had  voted,  then,  before  yon  got  this  paper! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  cannot,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  read  or  write  ! — A.  No. 

Q.  Was  this  Mr.  Waters  a  police  officer  ? — A.  He  was  a  deputy  officer, 

think,  here  at  the  election. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  controversy  or  old  trouble  with  him  in  any 

ly ! — A.  He  told  me  that  he  had  trouble  with  me  before,  and  that  he 

IS  going  to  have  more  trouble  with  me. 

Q.  You  had  some  trouble  with  him  before! — A.  I  am  in  the  liquor 

LMness,  as  I  told  yon,  and 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  what  the  trouble  was,  but  only  whether  there  was 

me  old  matter  between  you  ? — A.  It  was  nothing  particular — nothing 

ore  than  that  he  was  a  constabulary  of  the  State;  and  that  is  all  that 

now  of  it. 

Q.  There  had  been  some  hard  words  between  you  when  he  was  a  State 

instable  f — A.  Xever  but  once. 

Q.  Yon  sold  liquor,  did  you  f — A.  <>,  yes ;  I  do  now. 

Q.  Aud  he  threatened  to  prosecute  you,  or  something  of  that  kind — 

Thaps  did  prosecute  you  ! — A.  Yes. " 

Q.  Did  you  tell  this  Waters  that  you  were  an  old  voter,  and  was  one 

(fore  the  constitution  was  changed  ! — A.  1  told  him  that  I  was  a  voter 

fore  he  was,  and  so  I  was;  and  I  told  him,  also,  that  my  name  was 

w^ays  on  the  election-list  when  the  election  time  came,  and  he  knew  it. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Commissioner  Hallett  when  you  went  over  to  his 

See  ?— A.  I  did. 

Q.  Then  be  said  it  was  all  right ! — A.  He  did  not  know  why  I  was 

ought  at  all.     He  said  I  should  have  called  to  see  him. 

8.  If  you  had  called  to  see  him  when  W^aters  called  to  see  you,  there 

old  not  have  been  any  trouble,  would  there? — A.  I  do  not  believe  it 

8  the  business  of  every  voter  to  call  around  to  Commissioner  Hallett's 

anybody  else's.    I  never  was  asked  before  to  call  on  Commissioner 

llett  or  anybody  else  that  I  know  of.    No,  sir;  I  never  knew  of  such 

1-dozing  and  such  work  in  my  life. 
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Andrew  Clancy  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question. — Were  you  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  old  gentleman's  (Mr. 
Grimes's)  place  when  Mr.  Waters  came  there  to  arrest  him! — Answ^. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  you  saw  occur  there. — A.  Mr.  Waters  said  that  Mr. 
Grimes  wa«  not  a  voter — that  he  had  no  business  to  vote,  and  never  was 
naturalized. 

Q.  Where  were  they  at  that  time  f — A.  They  were  standing  out  in  the 
street. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Grimes  say  to  him  ? — A.  Grimes  told  him  he  lied; 
that  he  was  a  voter  before  Waters  was. 

Q.  What  then  occurreil  ? — A.  Somebody  sung  out  from  across  the 
street,  when  Waters  pulled  out  a  billy,  and  told  Grimes  he  would  give 
him  all  the  billying  he  wanted. 

Q.  What  did  the  old  gentleman  say  then  ? — A.  He  told  Waters  to  go 
ahead  and  billy  him. 

Q.  Did  Waters  billy  him  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  do  ! — A.  He  shook  the  billy  in  Grimes's  face. 

Q.  Did  he  take  the  old  gentleman  along  with  him  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  they  part  ? — A.  Waters  showed  bin  a  badge,  told  him 
he  wanted  him.  Grimes  said  he  would  not  go,  and  Waters  then  went 
out  ill  the  street. 

Q.  Had  Waters  a  paper  that  he  showed  to  the  old  gentleman  !— A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  read  anything  to  him  in  your  hearing  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  At  what  time  in  the  day  was  this! — A.  I  guess  it  was  between  three 
and  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 


James  H.  Dailey  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  ! — Answer.  In  Cambridge. 

Q.  State  whether  3  ou  know  anything,  and,  if  so,  what,  about  au  oc- 
currence in  October,  1878,  in  reference  to  political  influences  brought  to 
bear  upon  emi)lo>^s  at  work  upon  the  United  States  post-oflQce  building. 
— A.  On  the  evening  of  October  22,  I  think  it  was,  Isaac  Bucknieyer, 
(it  is  given  as  Birkenmeyer  in  the  printed  report  of  the  committee)  told 
me  that  on  that  morning  Mr.  Badger,  the  janitor  of  the  building,  had 
threatened  to  discharge  him  if  he  voted  for  Butler.  Thai  called  to  my 
mind  a  circumstance  that  happened  about  the  4th  of  September,  when 
I  was  in  the  building,  drawing  my  pension.  Mr.  Badger,  or  a  man  wbo 
was  shown  to  me  by  one  of  the  workmen  in  the  building  as  Mr.  Badger, 
in  conversation  with  another  man,  referring  to  the  campaign,  said  that 
they  would  not  allow  any  Butler  men  iu  that  building,  and  if  any  man 
voted  for  Butler  and  the  fact  was  found  out  he  would  be  discharged. 

Q.  What  did  Buckmeyer  tell  you  about  making  a  statement  in  regard 
to  that  matter! — A.  I  wanted  him  to  write  out  a  statement  of  the  foots 
as  he  had  given  them  and  to  swear  to  it.  I  took  him  into  a  lawyers 
office  for  that  purpose,  and,  while  I  was  preparing  a  statement,  he  weak- 
ened. He  told  me  that  he  did  not  dare  to  do  it ;  that  he  did  not  want 
to  get  Mr.  Badger  into  trouble;  that  he  did  not  want  to  get  himself  into 
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trooble,  and  was  afraid  that  he  would  be  discharged  if  he  made  any 
statement  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Is  he  still  Id  the  employ  there  ?— A.  I  think  he  is.  Several  of  the 
fmploy^s  who  worked  on  the  exteusion  afterwards  told  me  that  they 
were  threatened  by  Mr.  Estey  and  men  under  his  charge. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Estey  t — A.  He  is  the  architect  of  the  building. 

Q.  They  were  threatened  for  whatt — A.  Because  they  were  Butler 
men,  and  for  talking  in  favor  of  the  election  of  Butler. 

Q.  Is  the  work  upon  that  building  still  going  on  t — A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Buckmeyer  before  thatt — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  he  a  German  ? — A.  He  is  a  colored  man. 

Q.  What  position  does  Badger  hold  ? — A.  He  is  janitor  of  the  build- 
ing. 

By  McDonald  : 

Q.  Is  that  of  which  you  speak  a  government  building  in  pro- 
cess of  erection  here  in  Boston  as  a  pos^office  building  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  Buckmeyer  worked  as  a  porter  in  the  post-office;  the  other  men 
worked  on  the  extension.  Those  men  told  me  that  men  under  Estey 
had  warned  them.  One  man  in  particular,  named  James  Foley,  came 
to  me  about  the  first  of  November  and  told  me  he  had  been  discharged 
beeause  he  was  a  Butler  man.  I  asked  him  why  he  thought  so.  He 
m\  that  a  Mr.  Brown,  a  time-keeper  or  clerk  or  something  of  that  kind, 
eaoie  to  him  and  told  him  to  be  careful  about  what  he  said  in  regard  to 
Batler,  because  Mr.  Estey  and  Mr.  Estey's  bookkeeper  or  clerk  had  told 
him  that  all  the  Butler  men  would  be  discharged.  This  Mr.  Brown 
warned  him  of  it  in  a  friendly  way.  Other  men  who  worked  there  but 
vhose  names  I  was  unable  to  find  out  told  me  the  same  thing  in  sub- 
stance. 

Q.  Did  you  know  any  men  who  were  working  upon  that  extension  at 
the  time  of  that  election  who  voted  for  Butler  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  is  your  business? — A.  I  am  a  bricklayer. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  about  October  or  November  of  last  year  ! 
-A.  I  was  not  doing  anything. 

Q.  Were  you  taking  an  interest  in  politics? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  whom  f — A.  For  myself. 

Q.  Were  you  running  tor  an  office  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  For  whom  were  you  interested ! — A.  I  was  interested  in  the  elec- 
tiou  of  General  Butler. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  make  the  affidavit  that  you  did  make  and  which 
appears  here  in  the  committee^s  book  ? — A.  I  was  requested  to  look  into 
tht  matter. 

Q.  By  whom  !— A.  I  do  not  care  to  tell  by  whom. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  who  it  was. — A.  Mr.  McDavitt  asked  me  if  I  would  look 
ioto  the  matter. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Yoo  got  Buckmeyer  up  into  a  lawyer's  officet — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  What  lawyer's  office  t — A.  Mr.  Hadley's. 

Q.  There  you  prepared  something  for  him  to  signf — A.  I  was  prepar- 
ing it. 
Q.  Was  the  lawyer  writing  it  out  for  yon  I — A.  I  was. 
Q.  Then  he  weakened  on  it  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  he  say  it  was  not  so  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  he  said  he  was  afraid  to 
subscribe  to  it. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  has  said  it  was  not  so  f — A.  I  have  seen 
an  affidavit  purporting  to  come  from  him  or  a  copy  of  one  in  some  news- 
paper. 

Q.  In  which  he  denies  this  statement  ? — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  it  called  to  your  mind  another  instance  which  took  place 
earlier.  I  did  not  quite  catch  your  remark,  as  there  was  so  much  noise 
here.  What  was  thati  — A.  I  was  in  one  of  the  corridors  of  the  post- 
office  building,  sitting  in  one  of  the  windows,  about  the  4th  of  Novem- 
ber, and  there  were  two  men  in  conversation  close  to  me  talking  about 
the  campaign.  One  of  them  asked  the  other  what  he  thought  Butler's 
chances  were.  The  other  said  he  thought  they  were  kind  of  slim.  The 
firi?t  man  said  '*  I  should  think  you  would  be  a  Butler  man.''  The  other 
answered  ''I  ain't,  and  we  shall  have  no  Butler  men  in  the  building;  if 
there  are  any  men  here  who  are  known  to  be  Butler  men,  they  will  be 
discharged."    That  was  the  substance  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  that  man  was  f — A.  One  of  the  men  who  were 
working  there  sweeping  up  told  me  it  was  Mr.  Badger,  the  janitor. 
Another  man  has  since  told  me  it  was  Mr.  Badger,  the  janitor. 

Q.  You  overheard  two  men  talking  together,  and  somebody,  yon  do 
not  know  who,  and  somebody  else,  you  do  not  know  who,  told  you  that 
one  of  the  men  was  Mr.  Badger  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Badger  you  understand  to  be  the  janitor  of  the  building  t — A.  He 
is  employed  by  the  custodian  of  the  building,  who  at  that  time  was  Mr. 
Haven. 

Q.  Is  this  post-office  building  a  government  building! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Haven! — A.  A  sub-treasurer  of  the  United  States. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Estey  I — A.  The  supervising  architect  of  the  post  office 
extension. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Estey  say  anything  about  this! — A.  No, 
sir ;  I  don't  know  Mr.  Estey  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  your  own  or  any  except  what  has 
come  to  you  through  this  outside  talk,  that  Mr.  Estey  has  ever  said 
anything  about  discharging,  or  has  discharded,  anybody  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  personally  of  that  matter  ! — A.  A  man 
swore,  took  his  oath  in  my  presence,  that  he  was  warned  to  be  carefal 
about  his  expressions. 

Q.  By  whom  ! — A.  By  Mr.  Brown,  who  was  employed  there. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Brown  the  bookkeeper  for  Mr.  Estey  ! — A.  He  is  clerk 
or  bookkeeper  or  something  under  Mr.  Estey. 

Q.  Employed  by  Mr.  Estey  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  do  not  know  that,  but 
I  have  heard  it. 

Q.  Where  was  the  man  from  whom  you  heard  that  when  yon  did  hear 
it!— A.  In  Mr.  Hadley's  office. 

Q.  Did  you  make  it  your  business  to  get  the  man  of  whom  you  have 
spoken  to  make  his  affidavit  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  the  man  was  told  that  I  was 
making  it  my  business  to  hunt  up  cases  of  that  kind,  and  he  came  to  me. 
He  was  looking  for  me. 

Q.  What  is  that  man's  name! — A.  James  Foley. 

Q.  Yon  took  an  interest  in  hunting  up  and  getting  these  affidavits  at 
the  request  of  Mr.  McDavitt? — A.  J«Jo,  sir;  he  requested  me  to  look 
into  one  particular  case  at  the  post-office. 

Q.  And  as  to  the  rest  of  it,  you  went  on  your  own  hook! — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  I  considered  that  it  was  my  duty  to  hunt  up  all  the  cases  of  that 
kind  that  I  could. 
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Ql  Did  you  find  any  others  tban  these  two? — A.  1  have  heard  of 
otber cases.     Yes;  I  did  fiud  one  case  where  a  man  was  discharged. 

Q.  Who  was  that !— A.  It  was  a  Mr.  O'Couuor,  of  Cambridge. ;  ^.  He 
k  here  himself. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  YoQ  say  you  were  drawing  a  pension.  Were  you  a  soldier  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  what  length  of  time  were  you  a  soldier  ? — A.  About  four  years 
aDd  four  or  five  months;  from  July,  1861,  to  November,  1865. 

Q.  You  were  in  lor  the  whole  war,  then  ! — A.  Almost. 

y.  Are  you  drawing  a  pension  because  of  disability  caused  by  wounds! 
—A.  For  wounds ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  took  an  interest  in  Gen'i  Butler's  election  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Adjourned. 


Boston,  August  18, 1879. 
Frank  Kennedy  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  whether  you  had  a  conversation  in  October  or  Novem- 
ber, 1878,  in  a  barber  shop,  with  Mr.  Chase,  of  whom  you  spoke  before ; 
iod,  if  so,  what  that  conversation  was. — Answer.  The  conversation  was 
:  Dot  between  Mr.  Chase  and  myself. 

Q.  State  what  you  heard  said  then. — A.  Early  in  the  campaign,  be- 
fore the  Mechanics'  Hall  convention  was  held,  I  was  sitting  in  the  barber 
*  shop,  one  or  two  others  being  present,  and  Mr.  Chase,  I  think,  was  hav- 
'  log  his  hair  cut,  when  a  conversation  occurred  in  regard  to  the  probable 
Dominee.     The  barber  who  was  working  on  Mr.  Chase  was  speaking 
about  General  Butler. 
Q.  Give  his  name  ? — A.  John  Stevens. 
Q.  Is  he  white  or  colored  ? — A.  White. 

Q.  Proceed. — A.  He  said  that  he  would  vote  for  Butler  any  way.  Mr. 
Cbase  replie<l  that  he  did  not  believe  that  Stevens  would.  The  barber 
Uked  him  why.  Chase  said,  '*  You  know  which  side  your  bread  is  but- 
tered on."  It  made  a  general  laugh.  Afterwards  Mr.  Stevens,  when 
speaking  to  me  about  voting,  said  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  safe  for 
him  to  vote  for  Butler,  because  he  had  a  good  place  there  in  the  shop^ 
wag  working  in  the  mill  and  the  shop  both,  and  thought  if  he  voted  for 
Butler  he  would  lose  it.  In  that  conversation  I  told  him  he  had  better 
not  vote  at  all.  1  told  him  his  vote  would  be  challenged.  He  wanted 
to  know  why.  I  did  not  tell  him.  The  reason  was  that  his  name  was 
OD  tbe  list  as  a  voter  in  the  same  town  in  Connecticut  in  which  I  was  a 
voter.  The  town  is  Killingly,  Connecticut.  His  father  resided  in  Kil- 
lingly. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any. subsequent  conversation   with  him! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  What  was  thatf — Previous  to  this,  he  and  I  bad  another  conver- 
sation, in  which  he  told  me  he  thought  he  would  vote,  and  that  be  could 
^i)ke  a  little  something  by  it.  He  said  he  could  have  ten  dollars  and  a 
Mre  thing  for  work  all  winter  if  he  vote<l  for  Talbot.  1  asked  him  if  he 
wonld  get  It  before  he  would  vote.  He  replied,  not  until  afterwards. 
1  inquired,  "  if  there  is  no  difference  between  the  ballots,  how  are  they 
going  to  know  that  you  vote  for  Talbot!"  He  replied,  "  Each  of  the  ones 
^bo  will  receive  ten  dollars  will  have  a  private  mark  on  his  ballot,  and 
if  the  ballot  does  not  have  that  mark  they  will  not  receive  the  money.'' 
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Q.  Was  the  ballot  to  be  voted  open  or  in  a  sealed  envelope! 
In  a  sealed  envelope.  That  was  the  object  in  getting  the  ballot 
election  day,  to  see  if  they  had  any  marks  upon  them.  I  told  Mr. 
pies  of  this  conversation,  and  afterwards  we  met  Mr.  Stevens  in  ao( 
barber  shop  where  he  was  getting  shaved,  when  Mr.  Staples  bega 
speak  abont  not  caring  which  way  he  woald  vote,  in  order  to  dra^ 
Stevens  out.  He  said  that  five  dollars  would  buy  his  vote  either 
and  Mr.  Stevens  said  he  would  get  him  ten  dollars  if  he  would 
for  Talbot.  The  barber  was  present  at  the  time  and  another  man  iw 
name  I  do  not  now  remember. 

Q.  Did  Stevens  say  anything  about  when  the  money  had  arrive 
A.  He  said  it  had  come  to  town  on  the  night  that  Mr.  Long  waa  t 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Longt — A.  The  candidate  for  lieutenant-gover 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  What  do  you  say  Stevens  said  about  the  money  t — A.  He  sai 
money  arrived  in  town  on  the  night  that  Mr.  Long  was  there. 

Q.  Where  was  Stevens  working;  who  owned  the  shopt — A 
worked  in  the  weave  shop  of  one  of  the  mills  of  the  Manchang  Com] 
and  ran  the  shop  connected  with  the  store. 

Q.  He  ran  the  shop  in  the  company's  building  and  was  workio 
the  company  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  Stevens  voted! — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  vote 
Talbot. 

Q.  Had  you  known  what  were  Stevens's  politics  before  thatt — A 
told  me  that  he  wanted  to  vote  for  Butler,  and  would,  if  he  dare 
I  told  him  at  that  time,  or  shortly  afterwards,  that  I  had  been  ba 
Connecticut,  that  he  had  no  right  to  vote  in  the  town,  and  I  woul< 
that  his  vote  was  challenged  if  he  voted  either  way. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Did  you  say  that  you  had  been  in  the  music  business  t — A. 
sir. 

Q.  Where  I — A.  At  Dauielsonville,  Connecticut. 

Q.  What  was  the  name  of  the  concern  f — A.  The  Kennedy  Brol 

Q.  Was  one  of  them  put  in  jail  for  swindling  in  connection  witb 
concern  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  either  you  or  your  brother  spend  some  time  in  Wii 
County  jail  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  was  it  I — A.  Both,  for  a  short  time. 

Q.  Did  you  not  run  away  from  Connecticut  to  avoid  being  puni 
for  your  crimes  in  connection  with  that  establishment  f — A.  No,  si 

Q.  Which  staid  in  jail  the  longer,  you  or  your  brother  ? — A 
brother. 

Q..  Did  you  leave  at  about  the  time  your  brother  was  put  in  ja 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  your  brother  in  jail  while  you  were  up  at  Sutton  and 
chaug  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  this  happen  that  you  both  were  put  in  jail  dovi 
Windom  County  ! — A.  It  was  a  year  previous  to  this  time. 

Q.  Had  you  been  engaged  in  any  business  after  that,  and  befon 
were  up  in  Manchang  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  f — A.  Traveling  in  the  music  business. 

Q.  Traveling  in  the  music  business  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  whose  instance  were  yon  put  in  jail  f — A.  I  could  not  » 
could  not  give  the  names  of  the  firms ;  there  were  three  or  four  of  t 
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Q.  Was  one  of  the  firms  that  of  Mason  &  Hamlin,  of  Boston  ? — A. 
Tbej  were  one  of  them,  I  think,  in  my  brother's,  not  in  my  case. 

Q,  What  firm  was  instrumental  in  putting  you  in  jail ! — A.  The  New 
Haven  Organ  Company ;  they  are  the  ones  who  paid  me  damages  since 
to  settle  the  affair. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  To  settle  the  false  imprisonment  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Let  us  know  a  little  about  that ;  how  much  did  they  pay  you  ? 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Detail  the  circumstances  concerning  it? — A.  The  man  who  brought 
the  case 

Q.  What  did  he  bring  it  for  ? — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  much  of  the  par- 
ticulars ;  that  is  some  time  ago ;  the  claim  which  was  brought  was  not 
sustained,  however;  in  the  trial,  the  case  was  not  sustained;  we  beat 
them  in  the  case. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  You  beat  the  New  Haven  Organ  Company  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  beat  all 
the  companies  that  brought  any  cases. 

Q.  What  damages  did  the  New  Haven  Organ  Company  pay  you  f — 
A.  I  received  two  organs  from  them,  from  one  of  the  members,  one  who 
was  instrumental 

Q.  What  is  your  answer  f — A.  I  received  two  organs  from  one  of  the 
company  to  have  no  further  trouble  about  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  man  who  gave  you  those  two  organs  ? — 
A.  I  cannot  think  of  his  name  now ;  he  is  not  connected  with  it  at  the 
present  time. 

Q.  Was  he  then  f — A.  He  was  at  the  time. 

Q.  Where  did  he  live  t — A.  He  lived  in  New  Haven. 

Q.  Was  there  any  suit  for  false  imprisonment  f — A.  No,  sir. 

y.  Who  was  your  attorney  ? — A.  Thomas  E.  Graves. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  You  know  nothing  more  than  yon  have  stated  in  regard  to  this 
man  Stevens  receiving  any  money,  or  how  he  voted,  do  you  ? — A.  No 
more  than  I  saw  him  put  in  his  vote  and  saw  it  challenged. 

Q.  Did  you  challenge  it  f — A.  No,  sir  ;  I  had  no  right  to. 

Q.  You  were  not  a  voter  in  the  town  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  procured  it  to  be  done  ! — A.  I  told  my  father  that  Stevens's 
name  was  on  the  list  in  Killingly,  and  he  challenged  his  vote. 

Q.  Did  the  man  vote  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  he  voted  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  saw  him  put  it  in  the  box  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  other  man  who  said  he  would  vote  either  way  for  five  dollars, 
how  did  he  vote  ? — A.  He  voted  for  Butler. 

Mr.  Blair.  Butler  voters  for  five  dollars  and  Talbot  voters  for  ten 
dollars,  is  that  it  f    That  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Where  is  this  man  Stevens  now  !*— A.  I  do  not  know. 
Q.  Do  you  know  that  he  is  not  in  Manchaug  ! — A.  I  do  not ;    I  sup- 
posed that  he  was  there. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  The  statement  last  made  by  one  of  my  colleagues  about  Butler 
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votes  being  five  dollars,  yon  do  not  assent  to,  do  yon  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  he 
did  not  put  it  in  the  form  of  a  question  or  I  would  have  explained  in 
regard  to  it. 

Q.  He  made  a  statement  to  which  you  do  not  assent  t — A.  I  do  not ; 
this  man  who  said  he  would  vote  for  five  dollars  was  drawing  Stevens 
out  at  the  time ;  afterwards  he  got  mad  and  gave  bis  opinion. 

Q.  He  wanted  to  see  whether  Stevens  would  give  him  ten  dollars? — 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  wanted  to  ascertain  himself  how  that  was. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  been  in  business  in  Connecticut  before  the  pro- 
ceeding was  begun  against  you  on  the  charge  of  fraud  t — A.  Two  years 
or  more. 

Q.  The  organ  company  in  Connecticut  commenced  the  proceeding  f — 
A.  Proceedings  were  commenced  against  my  brother  first. 

Q.  Had  he  been  in  business  there  before  you  went  in  with  him  t — 
A.  No,  sir  ^  he  had  been  buying  ;  he  was  the  bookkeeper,  and  used  his 
name  on  the  notes  of  the  firm. 

Q.  He  signed  the  notes  I — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  New  Haven  Organ  Com- 
pany was  an  exception  ;  they  required  no  notes,  they  sold  on  the  firm's 
name. 

Q.  They  had  you  arrested  upon  a  charge  of  fraud  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  they  were  defeated  on  all  the  suits,  all  through  t — A.  Yes, 
sir;  all  the  companies  were. 

Q.  After  they  were  defeated  in  the  suits,  then  the  question  of  dam- 
ages was  compromised  between  you  and  the  men  who  stood  out  the  pro- 
ceedings?— A.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  one  case  against  me,  the  assignee  of  the 
estate  settled  for  all  the  others  with  him. 

Q.  The  assignee  of  which  estate  ? — A.  The  Kennedy  Brothers'  estate. 
He  ])aid  me  $400  in  cash,  gave  me  a  power  of  attorney  to  settle  the 
estate  up,  and  we  got  our  discharge  without  costs  in  consideration  that 
we  would  bring  no  suits  for  damages  for  false  imprisonment.  What  he 
paid  my  brother  1  don't  know. 

Q.  You  are  living  still  in  that  same  place ! — A.  I  am  living  in  the 
same  county. 

Q.  And  are  in  business  again  ? — A.  My  brother  is  ;  I  am  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  name  of  the  assignee  ? — A.  Milton  A.  Shumway,  of 
Danielsonville. 

Q.  Who  was  the  attorney-  who  acted  against  you  ? — A.  Milton  A. 
Shumway. 

Q.  He  was  attorney  and  assignee  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  trial  on  those  suits  for  fraud  ? — A.  There  was  au 
ixamination. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  As  I  understand  it,  the  proceeding  was  one  instituted  in  bank- 
ruptcy?— A.  It  was  before  the  proceeding  in  bankruptcy.  It  was  a 
l>roceeding  in  a  case  of  insolvency  under  the  State  law.  It  could  not  be 
brought  under  the  bankrupt  law  in  that  way. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Y^ou  and  your  brother  were  arrested  and  put  in  jail  ! — A.  I'es,  sir. 

Q.  Who  bailed  you  ?— A.  We  furnished  bail  to  the  amount  of  $40,000 
but  they  kept  raising  the  bail,  when  we  surrendered  our  bail,  stood  trial, 
and  went  to  jail. 

Q.  You  say  there  was  an  examination  ? — A.  Y'es,  sir. 
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Q.  Before  what  tribunal  ? — A.  It  was  before  the  jadge  of  the  saperior 
onrt  o(  this  State. 
Q.  How  leDgth J  an  examination  was  there  ? — A.  It  lasted  all  of  one 

Q.  Were  many  witnesses  called  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  this  accasation  of  fraud  discussed  or  tried ! — A.  Yes,  sir  ^ 
Aiey  wished  to  prove  it.    That  was  the  only  thing. 

Q.  The  decision  of  the  judge  was  what? — A.  There  was  no  cause  for 
letion.    However,  we  were  discharged  from  arrest ;  that  was  the  result. 

Q.  What  was  the  next  proceeding  ? — A.  The  next  proceeding  was  in 
Ninkmptcy. 

Q.  Did  you  go  into  bankruptcy  voluntarily,  or  upon  the  petition 
rf  yonr  creditors! — A.  Upon  the  petition  of  our  creditors. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  estate  of  the  Kennedy  Brothers  f — 
A.  For  liabilities  ? 

Q.  No;  the  estate  itself,  the  assets. — A.  I  think  it  was  about  $6,000. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  debts? — A.  From  twelve  to  fourteen 
thousand  dollars. 

Q.  As  finally  proved  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  assets  were  distributed,  were  they  ? — A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  amount  was  paid  on  the  dollar  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  obtained  your  discharge? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  assignee  paid  you  how  much,  you  say  ? — A.  Four  hundred  dol- 
lars in  cash. 

Q.  Did  you  give  a  receipt  for  it  ?— A.  I  believe  I  did.  If  not,  I  have 
memoranda  of  the  times  and  the  ways  in  which  it  was  paid. 

Q.  For  what  was  the  payment  made — in  adjustment  of  what  ? — A.  It 
vas  ail  adjustment  between  the  assignee  and  the  creditors  who  were  in- 
strainental  in  bringing  about  those  first  proceedings.  It  was  an  agree- 
ment between  us  that  they  would  see  that  our  discharge  was  granted 
and  I  should  bring  no  further  action  against  them. 

Q.  You  proposed  to  go  on  and  litigate  in  a  way  that  would  have  used 
op  all  the  assets  there  were,  did  you? — A.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  estate. 

Q.  You  proposed  to  bring  action  ? — A.  I  proposed  to  bring  action  for 
&lse  imprisonment,  not  against  the  estate. 

(j.  Exactly,  but  it  was  likely  to  involve  a  great  mass  of  litigation  ! — 
A.  I  suppose  probably  it  would  have,  if  they  had  defended  it. 

Q.  It  might  not  have  involved  the  estate,  but  it  would  have  involved 
tlieiuen  who  were  interested  in  the  estate.  There  the  matter  was  ad- 
justed very  abruptly,  was  it  not,  in  that  way? — A.  It  was  adjusted 
'then  I  received  the  money.    And  in  my  discharge  1  considered 

Q.  How  long  did  this  proceeding  last,  from  the  time  you  were  arrested 
intil  you  obtained  your  discharge? — A.  Those  proceedings  of  which  we 
Hre  now  speaking  were  in  the  present  year. 

Q.  These  in  bankruptcy  ? — A.  No;  these  negotiations  for  settlement 
[Dade  by  the  assignee  with  me  and  some  of  the  creditors. 

Q.  They  were  all  prior  to  your  receiving  your  discharge,  were  they 
Jot  ? — A.  It  was  a  condition  that  we  would  receive  our  discharge.  They 
rpre  not  fulfilled  until  the  discharge  was  received. 

Q.  When  was  the  discharge  received  ? — A.  I  could  not  give  the  date, 
tbink  it  was  in  February. 

Q.  This  last  February  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  there  been  any  negotiations  between  you  and  these  creditors 
00  speak  of  since  you  received  your  discharge? — A.  In  what  way? 
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Q.  Of  any  description  whatever. — A.  I  have  been  trading  with  them, 
some  of  them,  today. 

Q.  When  was  the  $400  paid  you,  before  or  after  you  received  your 
discharge  ? — A.  Part  of  it  before.  I  do  not  know  but  all  of  it  before  ; 
it  was  right  in  that  neighborhood. 

Q.  And  you  are  now  in  business  again  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  am  not. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  had  been  trading  with  them. — 
A.  I  have  been  trading  with  them,  but  am  not  in  regular  business. 

Q.  With  which  of  them  are  you  in  business  today  f — A.  The  Emer- 
son Piano  Company. 

Q.  Where  is  that  company  located  1 — Ajt  At  526  Washington  street, 
I  think. 

Q.  You  also  dealt  with  Mason  &  Hamlin  T — A.  I  never  had  any  deal- 
ings with  them  myself. 

Q.  Your  brother  had  dealings  with  them  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  In  the  first  place,  proceedings  were  instituted  under  the  insolvent 
laws  of  Connecticut  against  your  brother,  afterward  against  you,  and 
warrantvS  of  arrest  were  issued  on  charges  of  fraud  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I 
would  explain  that,  when  those  charges  of  fraud  were  brought,  tbey 
offered  to  withdraw  them  if  we  would  go  into  voluntary  bankruptcy, 
but  we  claimed  that  we  were  solvent  at  that  time. 

Q.  \ou  refused  to  do  that,  and  upon  a  hearing  on  the  charge  of  fraud 
the  warrants  were  discharged  and  you  were  set  at  liberty  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Y'ou  went  into  involuntary  bankruptcy  on  petition  of  the  cred- 
itors?— A.  W^e  did  not;  we  refused  to. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Then  the  creditors  petitioned  to  put  you  into  bankruptcy  7 — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  gentleman  who  was  the  assignee  was  the  attorney  who 
brought  the  proceedings,  and  he  succeeded  in  having  a  decree  of  bank- 
ruptcy because  of  your  failing  to  pay  your  commercial  paper;  was  that 
the  ground  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  the  proceedings  were  commenced  be- 
fore any  commercial  paper  was  due. 

Q.  That,  I  understand,  resulted  in  a  decree  of  bankruptcy  against 
you  and  your  brother  both,  against  the  firm  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Your  assets,  compared  with  your  liabilities,  did  not  prove  to  be 
equal  to  fifty  cents  on  the  dollar? — A.  Not  as  they  were  forced. 

Q.  But  they  consented  to  your  full  discharge,  although  your  assets  as 
they  were  marshaled  were  not  equal  to  fifty  cents  on  the  dollar  ? — A. 
No,  sir ;  they  were  not. 

Q.  And,  in  addition  to  that,  paid  you  $400  as  the  damages  yon  bad 
sustained  by  the  false  imprisonment  ? — A.  The  assignee  paid  me  $400 
to  agree  not  to  have  any  more  actions  against  bis  clients.  He  named 
several  of  them  in  the  agreement. 

Q.  For  $400  you  agreed  not  to  bring  suit  against  them  for  false  im- 
prisonment?— A.  Ye?,  sir;  on  condition  that  I  had  a  discharge  with- 
out any  expense. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  been  dealing  since  with  some  of  those  persons 
who  were  represented  in  those  suits  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 
Q.  Was  the  proceeding  by  which  you  got  out  of  jail  that  which  in 
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C<wiiecticat  is  called  •* taking  the  poor  man's  oath"? — A.  No,  sir — well, 
jeSf  it  was  in  one  sense,  but  it  was  the  second  hearing. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  Bat  a  poor  debtor's  oath  would  not  discharge  yoa  on  a  charge  of 
fraad? — A.  No. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Were  these  debts  all  contracted  at  or  about  the  same  time,  that 
m,  within  a  short  time  of  each  otherf — A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  not. 

Q.  They  were  running  over  two  or  three  months,  perhaps  f — A.  Some 
of  them  were  running  probably  over  two  years,  but  were  secured  by 
paper,  by  collateral. 

Q.  But  the  paper  was  not  due  until  these  proceedings  took  place  f — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  disposing  of  the  property  meanwhile,  were  you  f — A. 
Yes,  in  business. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  In  the  regular  course  of  business  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in  the  regular 
eoorse. 


Michael  Kilduff  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Were  you  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  during  the 
war? — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  In  what  regiment? — A.  The  Forty-eighth  Massachusetts. 
Q.  How  longt — A.  I  served  twelve  months. 

Q.  Were  you  employed  before  the  fall  election  last  year  ? — A.  I  was 
employed  upon  the  extension  of  the  new  post-office  here  in  Boston. 

Q.  What  were  your  political  sentiments  in  those  days! — A.  I  was 
always  a  Democrat  up  to  last  fall,  and  last  fall  I  was  what  we  call  ^'  a 
Butler  man.''    I  voted  for  General  Butler. 

Q.  State  what  conversation,  if  any,  you  had  with  the  son  of  the 
soperintendent  there  or  anybody  connected  with  the  control  of  the  work 
there,  what  happened  to  you,  and  when  it  was. — A.  I  went  to  work  on 
the  post-office  in  the  summer  of  1877.    I  worked  along,  part  of  the  sum- 
mer and  part  of  the  winter,  until  some  time  in  December,  when  we  were 
(ii^barged  because  the  work  had  stopped.    I  did  not  get  back  after 
that  until  the  1st  of  October,  1878,  and  I  Uad  hard  work  to  get  back 
tbeo.    I  bad  letters  of  recommendation  from  two  or  three  different 
Congressmen,  but  they  did  not  seem  to  do  me  any  good.    When  I  did 
get  back,  I  was  only  kept  thirteen  and  a  half  days  at  work,  when  I  was 
diacharged. 

Q.  What  conversation  had  you  at  that  time  with  anybody  in  au- 
thority there  ? — A.  I  suppose  there  were  people  there  in  the  interest  of 
the  ring,  or  whoever  they  might  be ;  and  every  word  that  dropped  from 
me  or  the  like  of  me  was  carried  to  them,  of  course.  I  understood 
from  some  of  the  men  that  I  was  going  to  be  discharged  for  my  politi- 
^1  opinion,  but  I  did  not  give  any  heed  to  it.  I  didn't  know  that  peo- 
ple would  look  at  a  poor  man  of  my  kind  in  that  light  at  all.  I  didn't 
:bink  anything  about  it  until  this  certain  day,  when  certain  parties 
^ame  on  the  ground  and  asked  two  or  three  of  us  if  we  knew  what  our 
friend,  General  Butler,  had  done  for  us.  I  said  *•  No."  I  was  then  told, 
'Well,  you  see,  he  has  taken  the  work  away  from   us;  and, you  see, 
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there  is  no  use  for  anybody  to  work  here  who  Is  a  friend  of  General __^ 
Butler."    We  were  discharged  that  night. 

Q.  Who  was  it  that  said  this  ! — A.  Mr.  Brown,  the  son  of  the  sa 
intendent. 

Q.  What  had  you  said  to  hira  before  he  said  that! — A.  I  had  not  sai 
anything  to  him.   I  don't  know  that  that  exense  was  directed  to 
any  more  than  to  any  one  else.    There  were  two  or  three  who  were  di 
charged  in  the  same  way  that  I  was;  a  man  named  Daly,  and  o 
named  Foley. 

Q.  Did  you  call  upon  the  superintendent  and  architect  afterwards  i 
relation  to  this  matter  ? — A.  Yes.  I  brought  a  letter  afterwards  froi 
Congressman  Field,  but  it  didn't  seem  to  do  me  any  good.  The  superin 
tendent  read  it,  handed  it  back  to  me,  and  this  man  who  seemed  to 
running  the  concern,  whether  he  was  in  authority  or  not  I  do  n 
know  (we  understood  that  he  was  nothing  more  than  a  watchman 
said  to  me,  *'How  do  you  expect  to  get  back  when  you  said  you  were 
a  Butler  man?''  I  said  no  such  thing.  He  went  on  and  talked,  say- 
ing, "  Well,  you  didn't  tell  that  party,  but  that  party  told  another  party,  l 
and  that  other  party  told  him,  and  he  told  me."  I  said  that  I  had  C 
never  said  so  any  way.  I  wanted  to  get  back  again,  and  I  didn't  want  ^ 
to  commit  myself  any  more  than  I  could  help.  Mr.  Brown  told  me,  **I  ^ 
never  care  what  a  man's  politics  are ;  never  care  how  he  votes,  or  any- 
thing of  the  kind."    He  handed  me  back  the  letter. 

Q.  Did  you  get  back  ! — A.  Xo,  sir ;  I  never  got  back  since. 

Q.  Wlien  was  this  I— A.  A  few  days  before  the  election  last  fall. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Was  it  Mr.  Brown  who  asked  you  how  you  expected  to  get  back 
when  you  had  been  telling  all  around  that  you  were  for  Butler  ?— A. 
No  ;  that  was  Manley.  We  understood  that  he  was  nothing  more  than 
a  day  watchman ;  he  seems  to  have  all  the  authority  there  is  there 
nowadays.  He  used  the  men  in  such  a  way  that  I  supposed  he  mast 
have  more  authority  than  he  had,  because  when  the  days  began  to  get 
short  he  cut  us  down  to  half  an  hour  for  dinner.  I  had  been  working 
on  government  works  half  a  dozen  different  times,  and  I  never  knew 
anything  less  to  be  allowed  than  an  hour  feu*  dinner.  And  then  at  dark 
we  were  hustled  together  and  not  let  out.  ^ 

Q.  Was  it  understood  there  that  you  were  pretty  plain  in  the  expres- 
sion of  your  opinions  as  to  whom  yon  were  for! — A.  1  used  to  explain 
once  in  a  while  when  we  would  get  talking.  Some  of  the  men  would  want 
to  pick  out  of  me  how  I  was;  I  would  say,  '*Of  course,  I  am  going  lo 
vote  for  General  Butler."  ^hey  would  ask,  "Do you  belong  to  a  Green- 
back club  T"  and  I  would  answer,  "  Yes ;  I  am  one  of  the  Greenback  club.'' 
I  did  not  think  that  that  would  make  any  difference  with  a  poor  man 
like  me,  because  I  didn't  think  that  would  be  carried  to  headquarters. 

Q.  What  did  the  son  of  the«superin tendent  tell  yon  about  Butler  men  f 
not  working  there  any  more  ? — A.  He  said  no  more  than  this.  He  asked 
me  if  we  had  heard  what  General  Butler  had  done  for  us,  and  then  said 
that  he  had  taken  away  the  work  and  given  it  to  a  friend  of  his.  Of 
course  anybody  working  there  who  was  for  General  Butler  couldn't  be 
expected  to  vote  for  him  then.  I  tried  afterwards  to  get  back,  but  it  did 
not  do  me  any  good ;  I  could  not  get  back. 

Q.  While  you  were  working  there,  was  time  allowed  you  to  vote  at 
elections  7 — A.  Yes,  sir.  In  1877  I  was  allowed  to  go  home  to  vote.  The 
architect  and  superintendent,  Mr.  Brown,  came  around  through  the  men 
during  the  day  and  wanted  to  find  what  wards  they  voted  in.    Those 
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irbolired  handy  be  sent  ont  during  the  day,  and  those  living  far  away 
Mi  Dooocime.    He  told  tbem  to  come  back  as  soon  as  tbey  could  to  thefr 
woHl    That  was  well  enough ;  but  when  I  was  going  out  at  noontime  be 
\wd  to  me,  ^'Kildnff,  you  must  be  back  here  at  two  o'clock."    I  said, 
"^  Well,  I  couldn't  be  back  at  two  o'clock,  I  think,  and  take  my  dinner ; 
leould  not  be  back  much  before  three  o'clock,  and,  if  it  don't  make  any 
difference,  I  would  as  lief  stay  out  the  afternoon."    He  said,  '*  If  you  do, 
JOQ  will  lose  your  time ;  if  you  think  yon  can  do  something  for  the  inter- 
est of  the  Bepublican  party  you  can  take  the  afternoon."    But  I  came 
hick  and  went  to  work. 
Q.  Did  yoa  vote ! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  You  never  voted  for  the  Bepublican  party  in  your  life  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  It  was  this  Manley,  the  watchman,  who  told  you  what  you  have 
Slated,  was  it? — A.  Yes,  sir.    I  think  he  is  a  watchman ;  he  seems  to 
take  a  great  deal  of  authority  for  a  man  employed  in  that  line. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Do  you  belong  in  Boston  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  worked  on  the  post  office  building  w^hen  you 
were  discharged  ? — A.  Thirteen  and  a  half  days  by  the  day. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  work!— A.  Under  the  superintendent,  Mr. 
Brown. 

Q.  Who  hired  you  in  1878  f — A.  Mr.  Brown  hired  me  on  the  1st  day 
of  October,  and  I  went  to  work  in  the  afternoon. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  then  ? — A.  I  dwindled  down  from  being  a 
stone  mason  to  nothing,  to  below  a  hod-carrier.  He  put  me  to  cleaning 
old  brick. 

Q.  You  started  as  a  stone  mason,  and  woand  up  wixh  cleaning  old 
brick! — A.  I  could  not  get  anything  else  to  do.  I  was  not  left  at  that, 
bat  was  then  set  to  work  on  a  derrick. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation? — A.  I  worked  at  stone-mason  work 
since  the  war. 

Q.  What  did  you  work  at  on  the  day  you  were  discharged  f— A.  I 
was  working  on  a  derrick. 

Q.  Did  not  the  particular  business,  in  which  you  were  employed,  go 
into  the  hands  of  a  Mr.  Tuttle,  by  contract,  at  that  time  ? — A.  No,  sir ; 
we  had  nothing  to  do  with  Tuttle's  part  of  the  work ;  we  had  nothing 
todo  with  the  brick- work  whatever.  We  were  working  for  the  stone 
masons  then,  hoisting  stone  up  to  the  stone  masons. 

Q.  What  was  your  pay  ! — A.  Only  §1.50  a  day.  That  is  all  we  ever 
gat  there. 

Q.  When  were  you  discharged  ! — A.  About  the  17th  or  18th  of  Oc 
tober. 

Q.  Was  that  on  the  very  day  that  Mr.  Tuttle  took  the  brick- work!  — 
A.  A  Mr.  Tuttle  had  his  men,  perhaps,  three  or  four  days  at  that  time. 

Q.  Others  were  discharged  at  the  same  time  ? — A.  Others  were  dis- 
chjurged  on,  I  think,  either  the  17th  or  18th. 

Q.  Others  were  discharged  at  the  same  time  that  you  were  ? — A.  Yes } 
I  know  that  two  more  were  discharged  on  the  same  evening  with  me. 

Q.  Did  any  of  them  get  back  to  work  ! — A.  No ;  none  of  them  ever 
went  back  to  work  since. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  common  thing  for  laborers  to  be  employed  on  that 
boildiog,  to  work  for  a  short  time,  and  then  to  be  discharged  ? — A.  Cer- 
tainly ;  it  is  always  the  case  in  such  places. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Brown  get  Foley  a  place  with  Mr.  Tuttle  ? — A.  No;  I 
think  that  Foley  went  off  to  Colorado,  if  I  remember  right. 
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Q.  He  did  not  work  for  Tattle  ? — A.  No ;  I  guess  not. 

Q.  Who  discharged  you? — A.  This  Mauley  discharged  me. 

Q.  Who  is  Mauley  ?— A.  This  little  watchman  that  they  have  there. 
He  seems  to  be  runniug  the  place  altogether.  He  doesu't  hire  the  men, 
but  he  will  discharge  them ;  that  is,  he  will  discharge  auybody  he  dou't 
like. 

Q.  Is  he  there  yet! — A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  He  discharged  yout— A.  He  came  up  to  me.  I  was  the  first  man 
that  he  came  to,  and  said,  "  Killduff,  we  dou't  want  you  here  any  longer.'' 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  why  ! — A.  No. 

Q.  Who  was  it  that  told  you  you  were  discharged,  because  you  were 
going  to  vote  for  Butler  in  the  November  election  ! — A.  The  man  didn't 
tell  me  I  was  discharged.  He  asked  me  if  I  knew  whatour  friend.  General 
Butler,  did  for  us.  I  said,  "  No."  He  said,, "  He  has  taken  the  work  away 
from  us,  and  got  it  for  a  friend  of  his."  "  Now,"  he  said,  *^  you  see  there 
is  no  use  of  anybody  expecting  to  work  here  who  is  a  friend  of  General 
Butler's." 

Q.  He  told  you  and  the  others  that  General  Butler  had  got  the  work 
away  from  them  and  given  it  to  one  Tuttle  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  was  the  man  who  told  you  thisT — A.  This  young  Brown,  the 
superintendent's  son. 

Q.  How  long  was  that  before  you  were  discharged  t — A.  I  was  dis- 
charged that  same  night. 

Q.  What  he  said  to  you  was  that  General  Butler  had  got  the  work 
away  from  you  and  had  got  it  for  some  friend  of  their's  7 — A.  That  Gen- 
eral Butler  had  got  the  work  away  from  them,  out  of  their  hands,  and 
given  it  to  Tuttle,  and  therefore  those  there  who  were  friends  of  Gen- 
eral Butler  could  not  expect  to  work  there. 

Q.  Did  you  make  an  affidavit  and  swear  to  these  facts? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  do  that? — A.  I  understood  that  parties  there 
who  were  discharged  went  down  to  see  certain  parties  here  in  Boston, 
and  these  parties  told  them  to  come  and  make  an  affidavit  to  these  facts 
that  they  knew. 

Q.  Who  wanted  them  to  make  an  affidavit? — A.  Those  men  who 
seemed  to  be  interested,  the  men  that  made  the  affidavit  themselves. 
They  came  to  me  and  told  me  I  should  go  down  to  a  certain  office  in 
Boston  and  make  an  affidavit. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  Foley  and  Daily  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Tell  me  who  was  the  man  who  wanted  you  to  go  and  make  an 
affidavit  ? — A.  1  don't  remember  now.  I  don't  know  that  anybody  told 
me  so  far  as  that  was  concerned,  but  I  kind  of  thought  it  was  light  for 
me  to  do  it  myself. 

Q.  How  did  you  find  out  that  it  was  right  for  you  to  go  to  Mr.  Had- 
ley's  office  and  make  an  affidavit  ? — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  found  out 
from  anybody,  in  fact,  except  what  I  knew  myself. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Hadley,  the  justice  of  the  peace?— A.  No,  1 
don't  know  that  I  did. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  go  to  Mr.  Hadley's  office  ? — A.  I  was  brought 
in  there. 

Q.  By  whom  ? — A.  By  a  man  who  wrote  my  affidavit. 

Q.  Who  was  that? — A.  I  don't  know  who  the  man  was,  in  fact;  a 
lawyer  in  the  office.    He  brought  me  down  into  Hadley's  office. 

Q.  Where  did  that  man  find  you  ? — A.  He  found  me  in  the  office. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  to  the  office  ? — A.  1  walked  down  to  Pemberton 
Square. 

Q.  Did  you  go  alone?— A.  I  went  alone. 
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*w  came  you  to  ^o  to  that  office  t — A.  Because  I  wanted  that 

Batler  should  know  all  about  this  transaction. 

1  anybody  tell  you  to  go? — A.  No 5  I  meant  that  it  was  right 

General  Butler  to  know  all  about  this  transaction. 

i  you  go  to  General  Butler's  office  ! — A.  I  didn't  see  General 

iDce. 

j  the  Chairman  : 

ite  the  politics  of  the  men  who  were  discharged  when  you  were. 
9  were  all  of  the  same  politics.  This  Foley  spoke  up  openly ; 
e  world  knew  he  was  a  radical  Butler  man. 
»re  any  Bepublicans  discharged  on  the  same  night  T^-A.  No ; 
blicans  were  ever  discharged  while  I  was  there.  There  are  men 
there  now  who  are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States  at  all. 
•  Mr.  Platt.)  How  old  are  you  ! — A.  A  little  over  sixty-two 

the  Chairman.)  Was  it  known  on  the  works  that  you  had 
he  army  ? — A.  O,  certainly. 


EL  Dailey  sworn  and  examined. 

the  Chairman  : 

)n.  State  whether  you  were  in  the  service  of  the  United  States!— 

I  was. 

vhat  regiment  ? — A.  The  Third  Massachusetts  Calvary.    [Pre- 

paper.|    That  is  my  discharge, 
ading  from  the  paper.]  "Enrolled  on  the  2d  of  September, 

hereby  discharged  from  the  service  of  the  United  States  on 
ay  of  June,  1865,  at  Washington  ;  no  objection  to  his  being  re- 
s  known  to  exist."    Were  you  employed  on  the  government 

the  new  post-office  building! — A.  I  wrote  to  Congressman 
>t  a  letter  from  him  and  got  a  job  on  the  new  post-office  build- 
len  I  gave  the  letter  to  Mr.  Brown,  the  superintendent,  he  told 
me  in  two  weeks'  time  and  I  might  get  a  job.    I  went  there 

while,  and  he  said  he  did  not  want  any  hands.  About  the 
ctober,  last  year,  he  put  me  to  work.  I  worked  there  until 
lays  of  October,  when  we  were  discharged.  We  were  talking 
neral  Butler's  campaign  and  this  and  that — we  laboring  men 
together  used  to  be  talking  of  one  thing  or  the  other — and  they 
t  who  I  would  vote  for.  I  said  I  would  vote  for  General  But- 
^et  as  many  votes  for  him  as  I  could ;  that  I  and  my  two  boys 
te  for  him. 

you  state  that  yourself  publicly  ! — A.  I  stated  it  as  publicly 
i.  The  timekeeper  there  carried  every  word  that  I  would  utter 
dn't  lose  a  minute. 

o  was  that  man  ! — A.  I  forget  his  name. 
8  he  a  little  man! — A.  No;  the  timekeeper,  I  mean.    There 
n  there  who  used  to  be  running  all  the  time  with  every  word 
d  8{>eak  out  of  your  mouth. 

o  was  that  man  ! — A.  He  lives  in  South  Boston  ;  1  don't  know 
. 

?a8  watching  what  the  men  said ! — A.  Yes;  every  word  that  you 
y.  We  were  discharged  about  the  29th  of  Octobei.  1  consider 
e  was  no  occasion  for  our  being  discharged ;  that  I  was  willing  to 
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work  and  able  to  work,  and  that  the  only  thing  was  jast  for  talking  about 
and  saying  that  I  would  vote  for  General  Butler.  I  thought  I  had  as 
good  a  right  to  get  a  job  ou  the  government  work  as  the  men  who  were 
working  there,  men  who  never  paid  any  taxes,  and  had  no  claim  to  it. 
I  am  just  as  entitled  to  get  a  job  there  as  those  who  are  bosses  there. 

Q.  flow  many  days'  work  did  you  have ! — A.  Tweuty-one  or  twenty- 
two. 

Q.  Were  yoar  sons  working  there! — A.  No,  sir;  I  don^t  have  them 
at  that  business.    My  sons  never  worked  for  the  like  of  them. 

Q.  Was  anybody  else  discharged  when  you  were  f — A.  There  were 
others,  but  they  were  all  strangers  to  me  there,  and  I  didn't  know  a  man, 
except  one  or  two. 

Q.  Were  those  men  who  were  discharged  Democrats  or  Republic- 
ans!— A.  I  heard  them  say  they  were  for  General  Butler.  1  don't 
know  whether  they  were  Democrats,  or  what  they  were. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Who  employed  you  ! — A.  Mr.  Brown,  the  superintendent.  It  was 
to  him  that  I  had  the  letter. 

Q.  Upon  a  letter  from  Mr.  Leopold  Morse,  the  Democratic  candidate 
for  Congress! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  in  Congress  at  the  time  and  had  been  nominated  for  an- 
other term? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Brown  employed  you  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Morse! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  he  employed  you  he  knew  pretty  well  that  you  were  a  Dem- 
ocrat ! — A.  I  understood  so. 

O.  Where  had  you  worked  last  before  you  were  employed  on  the 
pofiixoflBce  building! — A.  I  had  been  idle  for  some  time.  I  could  not 
get  any  employment,  or  but  very  little. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  been  idle ! — A.  1  had  been  idle  those  two  last 
summers. 

Q.  So  that  up  to  the  time  you  were  employed  on  the  post-office  build- 
ing, you  had  been  idle  two  summers,  except  as  you  got  a  job  here  and 
there! — A.  Exactly. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  on  the  post-office  building  ! — A.  I  worked  at 
every  part  of  it.    We  were  sinking  stone  for  the  foundation. 

Q.  Were  you  a  laborer  or  a  mason  ? — A.  A  laborer.  I  worked  on  the 
derrick  and  cleaned  brick — anything  I  would  be  put  at. 

Q.  Who  discharged  you  ! — A.  The  timekeeper. 

Q.  What  is  his  name  ! — A.  Mauley. 

Q.  Did  he  give  any  reason  for  discharging  you  ! — A.  He  gave  no  rea- 
son. After  the  day's  work  he  came  in  and  called  me  and  some  men  and 
said  we  were  discharged.    He  assigned  no  reason. 

,Q.  Did  any  man  tell  you  you  were  going  to  be  discharged  ! — A.  Ko, 
sir;  not  until  that  very  time.  We  thought  that  we  were  going  to  have 
a  good  spell  of  it,  as  I  knew  Congressman  Morse  and  didn't  expect  to  be 
discharged  so  soon. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Foley  ! — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  he  was  discharged  at  the  same  time  ! — A.  Seem- 
ingly ho  was.  I  got  a  letter  from  Mr.  Estey  about  two  months  ago. 
They  heard  something  about  this  and  Mr.  Loomis  promised  me  a  job  for 
two  months  past,  but  I  didn't  get  the  work  and  suppose  I  never  will. 

Q.  Who  were  the  five  others  who  were  discharged  when  you  were  ! — 
A.  They  were  all  strangers  to  to  me. 

Q.  Were  you  not  discharged  at  the  time  Killduff  was  ! — A.  Y^'es,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  the  29th  of  October ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  late  in  the  evening. 
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Q.  Was  it  not  two  weeks  before  tbe  election  ? — A.  No,  sir;  according 
to  my  judgment,  it  was  the  29th  of  October. 

Q.  It  was  tbe  same  evening  on  which  Killdaff  was  discharged  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir;  tbe  very  same  evening. 

Q.  Did  anybody  ask  yon  to  go  to  Hadley's  office  and  make  an  affida- 
vit T — A.  I  went  up  to  General  Butler's  office. 

Q.  Did  anybody  ask  you  to  go  there  ? — A.  Killduff  and  I  went  to- 
gether there. 

Q.  Did  anybody  ask  you  to  go  to  Hadley's  office  ! — A.  T  met  Kill- 
duff  and  I  went  with  him.  I  thought  I  had  as  good  a  right  to  vindicate 
my  own  case  as  he  had  his. 

Q.  Did  you  get  any  pay  for  your  affidavit  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  l>id  anybody  but  Killduff  ask  you  to  go  up  to  General  Butler's 
office  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Who  asked  you  for  whom  you  were  going  to  vote  for  governor! — 
A.  That  is  more  than  I  could  tell  you.  I  didn't  know  a  man  who 
worked  ou  the  post-office  building  only  one  or  two.  We  always  worked 
together  but  we  were  strangers  to  each  other ;  they  would  ask,  "  Who 
are  you  going  to  vote  for,"  and  I  would  speak  up  and  say,  "  General 
Butler,  and  I  will  get  him  as  many  votes  as  I  can." 

Q.  Mr.  Brown,  nor  Mr.  Manley,  nor  Mr.  Estey  never  asked  you  for 
whom  you  were  going  to  vote  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  had  been  a  soldier  when  you  gave  Brown  that  recommenda- 
tion ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  knew  you  were  a  soldier  when  they  discharged  you  ! — 
A.  That  is  more  than  I  can  tell  you.  I  didn't  tell  them  tbat  I  was.  I 
never  told  him  I  was  in  the  army,  but  only  gave  him  tbe  letter  and  got 
the  work. 

Q.  Mr.  Morse  knew  that  you  had  been  in  the  army  I — A.  Yes,  1  told 
him  I  was  in  the  army. 

Q.  In  his  letter,  did  Mr.  Morse  reccfmmeud  you  as  having  been  a  sol- 
dier t — A.  That  is  more  than  I  can  say.  I  just  gave  it  in.  I  was  telling 
the  men  when  we  worked  together  tbat  I  was  in  the  army. 

Q.  It  was  known,  then,  on  the  post-office  building  that  you  had  been  a 
soldier! — A.  It  was  known  among  a  great  many  of  them,  I  suppose.  I 
used  to  express  myself  that  I  had  been  there. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Platt.)  What  is  your  age  ?— A.  I  think  about  57  or  68 
years ;  something  about  that. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  You  can  do  a  day's  work  yet  ?— A.  I  can,  sir. 


Martin  O'Connor  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  did  you  live  in  October,  1878  f— Answer.  In  Cam- 
bridgeport. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  work  ! — A.  Thomas  Howland. 

Q.  At  what  business  t — A.  Setting  steam-boilers. 

Q.  What  conversation  had  you  with  your  employer  before  the  elec- 
tion about  politics  ! — A.  Nothing. 

Q.  What  talk,  if  any,  had  you  with  him  on  the  day  of  election  about 
voting  !-^A.  At  noon  time,  the  dinner  hour,  I  went  up  to  the  ward-room 
and  voted.    When  I  got  back,  about  twenty  minutes  before  one  o'clock, 
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I  sat  down  on  a  log  of  wood  there  and  he  came  rip^ht  over  to  me  and  said 
to  me,  ^^  If  I  knew  that  you  voted  for  that  man,  I  would  discharge  you 
right  away.''  I  replied, "  You  don't  mean  that,  Mr.  Howland  T  "  "  Yes, 
I  do,"  he  said.  I  said,  '^  I  think  I  have  a  right  vote  for  whatever  man  I 
have  a  mind  to  vote  for.  I  don't  think  you  have  any  right  to  interfere 
with  mo  in  my  vote."  Those  are  all  the  words  that  passed  between  us. 
I  went  to  work  at  one  o'clock,  worked  until  six,  and  after  six  o'clock,  he 
came  to  me*and  told  me  he  did  not  want  me  in  his  service  any  longer. 

Q.  Did  you  work  for  him  any  longer  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  discharged  you  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  what  man  did  he  refer  when  he  spoke  of  voting  for  ''  that 
man  "  T — A.  Mr.  Butler. 

Q.  This  occurred  on  the  day  of  the  election,  after  you  had  voted  t — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  are  the  politics  of  Mr.  Howland  !— A.  He  is  a  Republican. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Are  you  a  Democrat  or  Republican  ? — A.  I  always  voted  the  straight 
Democratic  ticket  until  last  fall.  I  made  up  my  mind  last  fall  that  I 
would  vote  for  Mr.  Butler. 

Q.  You  had  no  talk  with  your  employer  until  after  you  had  voted  t — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  No  one  said  anything  to  you  about  it  until  after  you  had  voted  ! — 
A,  No  one. 

Q.  Give  his  full  name  and  residence. — A.  He  lives  in  Cambridgeport. 
I  do  not  know  in  what  street.    I  think  it  is  on  Norfolk  street. 

Q.  Is  he  living  now  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  didn't  feel  put  out  any 
about  it — that  is,  about  his  discharging  me— at  the  time.  I  never  should 
have  reported  it  here  until  a  man  reported  it,  because  I  thought  I  could 
get  a  living  without  him  or  his  work.  A  man  reported  it  here,  and  then 
I  was  summoned. 

By  the  Chairman  :  • 

Q.  You  did  not  report  it  here,  but  some  one  else  did  ? — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  What  is  Mr.  Howland's  business ! — A.  He  is  a  bricklayer  by  trade. 
He  was  employed  in  bossing  over  a  gang  of  men  here. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  is  alive  or  dead,  or  anything  about 
that! — A.  I  know  of  his  being  sick  lately,  but  I  dou*t  know  whether  he 
is  dead  or  alive. 

Q.  Had  he  other  workmen  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Did  he  carry  on  business  himself! — A.  No,  sir;  he  was  only  em- 
ployed for  Mr.  Edward  Reardon. 

Q.  What  is  his  business  ? — A.  He  manufactures  oil  and  soap.  Ho  is 
a  manufacturer,  and  has  a  great  many  hands  at  work. 


Daniel  A.  MgGarty  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  ! — Answer.  In  precinct  twelve,  ward  one, 
Boston. 

Q.  What  position  had  you  at  the  November  election  of  1878 ! — A.  I 
was  United  States  supervisor. 
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Q.  What  were  yonr  iustraotioos  from  the  chief? — A.  He  gave  as  a 
list  of  names  to  verify  to  see  if  they  were  those  of  voters. 

Q.  Did  you  do  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  f — A.  By  personal  knowledge  of  some,  by  interviewing  the 
rest. 

Q.  You  went  around  and  interviewed  them  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  make  return  of  that  list  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  men  were  on  the  list  when  you  got  it  ? — A.  I  should 
think  that  on  the  first  list  for  the  precinct  there  were  about  400. 

[The  answer  of  the  witness  was  1,700,  but  by  way  of  explanation,  at 
a  subsequent  point,  he  stated  that  he  had  given  this  number  as  the  total 
of  names  for  the  ward,  and  corrected  his  answer  so  as  to  read  as  here 
given.] 

Q.  When  you  had  verified  the  list  and  made  your  report,  what  number 
of  names  were  marked  upon  it  as  those  of  persons  who  could  not  be 
identified  by  you  as  entitled  to  vote  ?  I  speak  of  the  last  corrected  list. 
— A.  Three,  I  believe. 

Q.  What  did  the  supervisor  say  about  that? — A.  He  said  he  did  not 
think  I  had  done  my  duty.  I  asked  him  in  what  respect,  and  he  said 
there  were  more  people  down  there  in  that  district  who  could  not  vote 
than  were  marked. 

Q.  Had  you  done  the  work  carefully  and  thoroughly  investigated  as 
to  thos^  names  ?-- A.  1  did  the  work  as  I  understood  it. 

Q.  Was  anything  said  about  the  small  number  of  names  marked  on 
yonr  list  when  you  came  to  get  your  pay? — A.  When  I  went  into  the 
office  to  get  my  pay,  I  found  he  had  four  days  marked  to  my  credit.  I 
asked  him  what  that  was  for.  He  said  for  service  as  supervisor.  I  told 
him  I  wanted  ten  days  at  least.  He  said  I  could  not  get  it.  I  then 
waited  upon  Mr.  Hallett  and  he  said  he  thought  that  four  days  would 
pay  me  well  enough.  I  told  him  I  had  done  as  much  work  as  I  would 
have  done  if  I  had  had  five  thousand  names  marked.  He  said  it  didn't 
make  any  difference,  that  that  was  pay  enough. 

Q.  What  was  the  fact  as  to  the  time  occupied  by  you  in  the  verifica- 
tion of  the  list  ?  Had  3'ou  done  the  work  in  four  days,  or  had  it  takea 
more  time  ? — A.  Counting  the  number  of  hours  of  work,  I  think  it  took 
me  from  fourteen  to  fifteen  days. 

Q.  Did  those  three  men  whose  names  were  checked  present  them- 
selves to  vote  on  election  day  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  any  person  arrested  in  that  precinct  on  that  day  ? — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q,  Did  anything  unusual  occur  in  your  ward  on  election  day  ? — A. 
No,  sir ;  it  was  as  quiet  as  it  could  be. 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  been  conversant  with  election  matters  in 
Boston  for  some  years  ? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Have  you  been  an  officer  of  elections  frequently  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  your  knowledge  of  your  locality,  state  what  in  your  judg- 
ment was  the  condition  of  the  lists  that  were  made  up  by  the  registrars 
npon  which  voting  was  to  be  done  at  the  last  November  election. 
Were  they  imperfect  or  were  they  correct  ? — A.  I  should  think  that  they 
were  as  correct  as  those  of  any  other  ward  in  Boston. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not,  from  what  you  know  of  tbe  subject  of  your 
own  knowledge,  those  lists  for  the  ward  as  a  whole  were  correct  in  con- 
taining the  names  of  men  residing  in  the  ward  who  were  entitled  to  vote 
and  omitting  those  who  were  not  entitled  to  vote? — A.  I  will  have  to 
say  that  the  list  was  as  good  as  any  list  we  could  get  up. 

*Q.  What  is  your  judgment  as  to  the  necessity  for  the  employment  of 
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men  in  the  capacity  in  which  yon  were  employed  last  year  t — A.  I  do 
not  think  they  are  needed  in  Boston. 

Q.  Do  yoQ  think  that  the  law  of  the  State  of  Afassachnsetts  as  ad- 
ministered iu  Boston,  so  far  as  your  experience  goes,  has  procured  and 
is  able  to  insnre  a  perfectly  honest  list  and  one  nuder  which  an  honest 
and  pure  election  can  be  obtained  here  ? — A.  I  think  it  is  as  good  a  list 
as  can  be  got  here  in  Boston.  I  do  not  think  there  are  any  fraudulent 
names  upon  it  to  any  extent. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  You  are  a  Democrat  T — A.  At  present,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  a  Democrat  f — A.  Five  years. 

Q.  You  were  one  of  the  Democrats  who  were  appointed  as  supervisor 
on  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Hallett? — A.  I  was  recommended  by  the 
Democratic  ward  committee. 

Q.  You  spent  some  fourteen  or  fifteen  days  iu  that  work  ? — A.  Prob- 
ably more. 

Q.  How  many  names  had  you  upon  the  list  in  the  first  place  ? — A. 
The  list  when  completed  comprised  somewhere  about  two  thousand 
names. 

Q.  Tbat  is,  the  list  for  the  entire  ward  !— A.  The  list  for  the  entire 
ward. 

Q.  Had  you  supervisiou  of  the  entire  list  or  of  but  one  precinct! — A. 
Of  but  one  preciuct. 

Q.  There  was  a  Eepublican  supervisor  for  your  precinct ! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  In  pursuing  your  inquiries,  did  you  and  be  act  separately,  each  on 
his  own  account? — A.  I  never  saw  him  from  the  time  we  got  our  books 
until  we  reported  downstairs  in  this  building. 

Q.  He  went  one  way  and  you  another  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  how  many  days  he  was  paid  1 — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  He  went  over  the  same  list  that  you  went  overt — A.  He  must 
have. 

Q.  You  went  over  the  vihoXe  of  your  list ! — A.  I  went  over  the  whole 
of  my  list. 

Q.  You  have  no  doubt  that  he  did  alsoT — A.  None. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  received  the  same  pay  that  he  did 
or  notf — A.  No,  sir;  I  finally  obtained  seven  days'  pay  by  order  of  the 
court. 

Q.  You  feel  that  the  chief  supervisor  hardly  allowed  you  enough  ! — A. 
I  am  sure  be  did  not. 

Q.  You  referred  your  matter  to  the  court,  the  same  as  he  did  in  these 
other  disputed  cases,  did  you  not  ? — A.  No,  I  do  not  tbink  he  referred 
it  to  the  court.  We  obtained  counsel,  applied  to  the  judge,  and  he 
allowed  us  seven  days'  pay. 

Q.  Do  you  not  tbink  tbat  Mr.  Hallett  advised  tbat  amount  of  pay  f — 
A.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  or  not  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Q.  You  did  not  hear  bis  testimony  on  tbat  point !— A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Did  jou  have  the  whole  ward  to  examine  ! — A.  No,  sir  5  only  pre- 
cinct twelve,  ward  one. 
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I^.A.  Plympton  sworn  and  examiDed. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

lion.  State  whether  you  have  been  conversant  with  election  mat' 
in  the  city  of  Worcester. — Answer.  1  have  been  for  quite  a  num- 
of  years. 
[Q.  State  the  mode  of  registration,  aud  what  facts,  if  any,  came  to 
knowledge  in  regard  to  it  in  the  election  of  November,  1878. — A. 
htbe  last  election  of  1878,  our  board  of  registrars  in  the  city  of  Worces- 
br  fas  composed  of  three  Republicans.    No  Democrats  had  been  elected 

Kit.  Previous  to  that  when  the  assessors  made  up  the  roll,  back  in 
some  five  hundred  Democratic  names  were  left  off  the  lists.  I  was 
m  ou  the  Tilden  campaign  committee.  I  give  that  as  an  instance  of 
Rr  way  of  doing.  The  same  policy  was  repeated  last  year.  The  names 
ine  left  off  then,  and  when  we  went  to  have  them  put  on  the  list  every 
itacle  possible,  almost,  was  thrown  in  our  way.  For  instance,  in  one 
lea  man  by  the  name  of  Hinchcliffe  went  before  the  board  of  regis- 
tioo  with  his  receipted  tax-bill  in  his  hand,  stated  to  them  that  he 
I  been  a  voter  in  the  town  of  Millbury,  in  this  State,  for  a  number  of 
ITS  previous,  and  had  lived  in  Worcester  for  some  time.  They  asked 
I  if  he  had  been  born  in  this  country,  and  he  told  them  that  he  had 
le  to  this  country  when  two  or  three  years  of  age.  They  then  told 
I  he  could  not  be  re<ristered  unless  he  produced  his  father's  naturali- 
on  papers.  He  re))lied  that  his  father  had  removed  to  Nebraska,  I 
ik  it  was,  and  had  died  there ;  that  he  did  not  know  what  had  become 
lis  father's  naturalization  papers,  but  that  his  father  had  been  natural- 
ly and  that  he  could  produce  evidence  that  he  himself  had  been  a 
T  in  the  town  of  Millbury.  aud  was  registered  there.  They  then  re- 
d  him  his  right  to  register.  He  came  to  me  to  get  him  a  certificate 
1  the  town  clerk  of  Millbury  that  he  had  been  a  registered  voter  in 
town.  I  did  as  ho  requested,  and  received  from  the  town  clerk  a 
ificate  to  that  effect.  I  then  went  with  him  before  the  board  of  reg- 
itiou  with  the  same  result.  I  afterwards  suggested  to  him  that  he 
lid  drop  into  the  other  (the  Republican)  headquarters  on  the  other 
,  and  see  if  his  name  could  be  registered  or  not.  After  the  election 
old  me  he  had  been  registered,  and  had  voted.  But  we,  on  the 
nocratic  side,  could  not  get  him  registered.  There  was  another  case, 
i  of  a  German  by  the  name  of  Biedle,  which  was  an  exactly  similar 
i.  I  presume  that  during  the  time  I  was  secretary  of  the  executive 
imittee  last  fall,  there  were  more  than  two  hundred  cases  similar  to 
tone  that  came  under  my  knowledge,  although  I  cannot  particu- 
te  them  now. 

\.  Did  Kiedle  also  fail  to  register  when  taken  to  the  board  by  your 
imittee  f — A.  He  was  taken  there  by  our  committee,  but  failed  to 
ister. 

l  Was  he  registered  by  the  Republican  committee! — A.  He  was  not. 
lost  his  vote.  There  were  many  others  in  the  same  condition.  1 
re  talked  with  them  since  the  election,  and  particularly  since  the  ex- 
dment  has  come  up  this  fall ;  they  have  come  to  me  again  and  asked 
wbat  the  chances  were  about  being  registered. 
^.  Had  you  supervisors  and  marshals  last  year  in  the  city  of  Wor- 
»tert — A.  We  had  supervisors  but  no  marshals. 
Q.  Were  you  in  Worcester  when  the  meeting  of  the  manufacturers 

at  has  been  detailed  here  by  Mr.  Thayer  and  others  was  held  f— A.  I 
a*. 

Q^  What  was  the  effect  of  the  announcement  of  the  purpose  of  that 
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meeting  npon  the  voters  f — A.  The  effect  of  the  meatiDg,  as  it  was  de- 
tailed to  me — of  course  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  accurate,  but  it  came  to 
me  from  quite  a  number  of  sources — was  this,  that  there  bad  been  a 
meeting  of  manufacturers  called  ;  that  the  policy  as  laid  down  at  that 
meeting  by  some  of  the  speakers,  and  by  one  speaker  particularly,  was 
to  this  effect :  "  We  must  keep  inside  the  law  ;  we  must  not  say  that  our 
men  will  be  discharged,  nor  anything  of  that  kind,  but  we  must  hold 
up  before  them  that,  if  Butler  is  elected,  or  the  policy  he  advocates 
prevails,  it  will  be  necessary  to  close  our  workshops  and  stop  our  busi- 
ness.'' 

Mr.  Blaih.  I  object  to  this. 

The  Chairman.  I  asked  the  witness  what  the  effect  of  it  was,  if  he 
knew  it. 

Mr.  Blair.  Then  let  the  statement  which  he  has  made  be  stricken 
out. 

The  Chairman.  If  he  got  the  information  from  employes! 

Mr.  Blair.  ^No  ;  he  got  it  from  various  sources.  He  states  that  he 
heard  that  the  speakers  said  this. 

The  Witness.  Men  came  to  me  and  said  that  that  was  the  drift  of 
it,  and  asked  me  if  I  thought  it  was  probable  that  they  would  lose  their 
work. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Employes  came  to  you  and  asked  you  this! — A.  Yes,  sir;  .at 
was  the  current  understanding  there,  that  what  1  have  stated  was  ho 
tenor  of  the  meeting, 

Q.  What  was  the  effect,  as  you  gathered  it  from  the  employes  them- 
selves, upon  their  minds t — A.  Its  effect  was  this:  that  while  up  to  that 
date  the  operatives  and  employes,  as  a  general  rule  in  Worcester  County, 
had  been  enthusiastic,  had  thronged  our  rooms  day  and  evening  almost^ 
a  great  many  of  them  then  came  and  expressed  doubts  as  to  whether 
they  would  be  able  to  vote  or  act  openly  tor  this  reason  that  they  un- 
derstood that  this  meeting  had  been  held,  and  that  that  was  the  policy 
that  would  be  adopted.  In  consequence  of  that,  there  was  a  decided 
coolness  at  that  time  on  the  part  of  this  class  of  men.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  was  any  direct  act  of  intimidation  upon  them  further  than 
that  the  report  of  this  meeting  had  that  effect  npon  them,  but  I  do  know 
that  a  great  many  upon  whom  we  had  counted  with  absolute  certainty 
up  to  that  time  were  missing,  or  else  voted  against  us. 

Q.  What  was  the  Dumber,  if  you  can  give  it,  of  employes  in  the  city 
of  Worcester  who  were  Democratic  in  their  proclivities  ? — A.  The  labor- 
ing population  is  almost  wholly  Democratic,  that  is,  the  Democratic  vote 
in  the  city  is  almost  wholly  composed  of  laboring  men.  But  a  small 
proportion  of  those  who  we  rank  as  the  property  holders  there  are  com- 
prised in  our  party.  I  should  say  that  our  vote  there,  in  the  Tilden  elec- 
tion, was  forty-two  hundred  and  something,  and  I  should  say  that  easily 
3,000  and  something  of  these  men  were  men  who  worked  by  the  day  for 
their  livelihood. 

Q.  Are  they  mainly  employed  in  the  mills  and  factories! — A.  In  ma- 
chine shops  and  corp(H*atiODs. 

Q.  How  is  the  work  there  generally  conducted — by  individuals  or  by 
corporations  ? — A.  It  is  mainly  by  individuals  and  firms,  not  so  largely 
by  corporations  as  in  some  other  places. 

Q.  About  three-fourths  of  the  Democratic  vote,  then,  you  think,  is  of 
what  you  would  call  laboring  men  ? — A.  I  should  say  that  that  would  be 
a  safe' estimate. 
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Q.  W^bat  are  the  polities  of  the  tirms  and  employers  generally  who 

iploj these  ineu  in  Worcester? — A.  I  think  tliat  abont  the  same  pro- 

tion  would  represent  those  of  Kepublican  proclivities  among  the  raan- 

tarers.    At  least  three-fourths  of  those  of  the  larger  concerns  in 

^mester  are  Republicans. 

(l  Have  you  any  estimate  that  you  can  give  us  as  to  the  number  of 
locrats  who,  by  this  action  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturers,  were 
erred  from  voting  as  they  previously  had  expressed  themselves! — A. 
iiare  not,  but  I  do  know  that  a  great  many  came  to  me  expressing  fear 
Regard  to  it  and  apprehensions  of  what  the  result  would  be  if  they  so 
^H,  I  have  no  data  from  which  I  could  say  what  was  the  proportion 
Werred  from  voting  or  anything  of  that  kind. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  the  Whitinsville  case  ? — A.  In  the  week 
tfore  the  election,  having  charge  of  that  matter,  I  sent  out  the  ballots 
tbe  towns  in  the  ninth  Congressional  district,  and,  accompanying  the 
ilots,  I  sent  a  private  circular  to  the  vote  distributors,  instructing 
^m  to  reiiort  to  me  at  oi:ce  any  cases  of  intimidation,  bulldozing,  or 
rtbing  of  that  kind.  In  response,  I  received  on,  I  think,  the  second 
rafter  the  election  a  note  from  B.  McSheehy,  of  Whitinsville,  in  which 
detailed  the  case  of  Gagin  (the  witness  who  was  here  the  other  day) 
I  one  or  two  others.  He  said  that  that  had  an  effect  upon  the  men 
this  extent,  that  the  vote  did  not  come  up  to  anything  like  what  he 
I  reason  to  expect;  as  we  had  reason  to  expect  two  hundred  and 
ety-one  men  to  vote  for  Butler,  and  we  got  but  one  hundred  and 
v  six  votes. 

\.  Mr.  McSheehy  hi^d  official  connection  with  your  organization,  the 
:ler  club? — A.  He  was  president  of  the  Butler  club  and  was  the  man 
li  whom  I  corresponded. 

J.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  registration  in  Templeton? — A. 
Templeton  parties  came  to  me  asking  whether  discharged  soldiers 
e  under  the  same  restrictions  in  regard  to  the  reading  and  writing 
ises  as  naturalized  citizens.  One  man  particularly  who  came  to  me 
•collect  now.  His  left  arm  was  off.  He  told  mc  he  had  been  dis- 
rged  from  the  Army,  and  produced  his  discharge  papers.  He  said 
had  his  naturalization  papers  under  the  law  by  being  discharged 
u  the  service  and  had  been  a  voter  in  the  town ;  that  when  he  went 
register  they  refused  to  allow  him  to  register  because  he  could  not 
id  or  write;  that  he  did  not  know  but  this  was  legal,  but  he  wanted 
ind  out  about  it.  He  told  me  there  were  five  or  six  cases  similar  to 
in  tbattowuy  in  which  discharged  soldiers  had  been  refused  permis- 
Q  to  register. 

By  Mr.  Blais  : 

^  On  that  ground  ? — A.  On  that  ground,  although  they  had  been 
owed  to  vote  without  challenge  at  all  i)revious  elections. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

CJ  Do  you  know  how  these  men  wanted  to  vote !  —A.  They  wanted 
vote  for  General  Butler. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  You  speak  of  the  board  of  registrars  of  Worcester.  They  were 
^publican  last  year! — A.  They  were  Republican  last  year. 
Q.  Give  their  names. — A.  Samuel  Utley,  associate  justice  of  the  dis- 
ict  coorr;  William  L.  Clark,  chairman  of  the  board  of  assessors  of  the 
tj;  and,  I  think,  L.  A.  Ely,  another  assessor,  though  I  would  not  be 
)sitive  as  to  him.    The  board  consisted  of  three. 

16  BOS 
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Q.  They  were  chosen  by  whom  f — A.  By  the  city  council,  by  election. 
Efforts  have  been  made  to  have  one  Democrat  on  the  board,  but  the 
Republicans  have  steadily  voted  us  down  every  time. 

Q.  How  has  it  been  in  former  years! — A.  We  never  had  any  since 
the  present  law  for  a  board  of  registration  until  last  winter.  Last 
winter,  the  term  of  Judge  Utley  expiring,  a  Democrat  was  elected  for 
the  first  time. 

Q.  This  new  registration  law  was  enacted  in  1874  ? — A.  I  think  it  went 
into  operation  about  that  time. 

Q,  You  speak  of  five  hundred  Democratic  names  being  stricken  from 
the  list.— A.  That  was  in  1876. 

Q.  In  theTilden  campaign  ? — A.  Yes;  and  there  were  as  many  more 
last  year. 

Q.  In  1876,  what  success  had  you  in  getting  Democratic  names? — 
A.  We  had  about  the  same  trouble.  Mr.  Esterbrook,  who  was  last  year 
against  us  as  an  Abbott  Democrat,  who  was  chairman  of  our  committee, 
endeavored  to  get  our  men  on  and  met  with  the  same  obstacles. 

Q,  How  many  names,  after  you  had  endeavored  to  have  thera  placed 
on  the  list,  and  failed  to  have  them  placed  there,  were  afterwards  put 
there  by  this  little  effort  in  navigating  them  to  and  through  the  Republi- 
can headquarters,  in  1876  f — A.  I  think  we  got  quite  a  number  on  in  187G 
and  quite  a  number  last  year. 

Q.  About  how  many  in  1876  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell  you,  because  it 
was  not  under  my  special  charge  then,  but  we  found  it  very  common 
among  us  when  we  had  a  man  who  had  any  difficulty  in  getting  on,  to 
let  our  Republican  friends  get  him.  In  many  instances  it  was  success- 
ful. 

Q.  When  he  voted,  he  cast  the  regular  Democratic  ticket!— A.  I 
think  in  every  case  the  men  did. 

Q.  You  never  heard  any  complaint  afterwards  from  any  one  because 
of  their  having  done  so,  from  employers  or  any  one  else  ? — A.  Certainly 
not ;  that  was  not  a  thing  that  was  connected  at  all  with  the  employers  ; 
it  was  simply  the  registry. 

Q.  What  was  the  name  of  the  first  man  you  mentioned  with  refer- 
ence to  1878! — A.  Hinchcliffe.    1  do  not  know  his  first  name. 

Q.  He  was  the  man  whose  naturalization  papers  could  not  be  ob- 
tained ! — A.  His  father's  papers  could  not  be  obtained. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  another. — A.  The  name  of  the  other  was  Riedle,  a 
German. 

Q.  Was  this  second  man  a  foreigner! — A.  He  was  born  in  the  harbor 
of  New  York,  on  a  steamer,  after  arriving  in  New  York. 

Q.  What  was  the  alleged  reason  of  h's  exclusion! — A.  Because  he 
could  not  produce  his  father's  naturalization  papers. 

Q.  The  case  of  the  second  man  was  like  that  of  the  first,  and  there 
were  many  other  similar  cases  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  succeed  in  getting  his  case  acted  upon  ! — A.  I  did  not 
make  any  suggestions  to  him,  because  he  was  a  man  who,  from  his  gen- 
eral appearance,  they  would  not  take. 

Q.  He  did  not  look  like  a  Republican  ? — A,  Xo;  he  did  not. 

Q.  How  did  he  look  ? — A,   He  was  evidently  a  foreigner. 

Q.  He  did  not  look  as  much  like  a  Republican  as  like  a  Democrat  !— 
A.  Well,  I  suppose,  as  Democrats  and  Republicans,  we  are  all  supposed 
to  be  very  handsome. 

Q,  The  first  was  a  handsome  man  ? — A.  I  should  say  so. 

Q.  You  state  that  there  were  two  hundred  similar  cases.  I  did  not 
quite  understand  what  they  were  similar  to. — A.  They  were  similar  in 
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[)6ct,  that  whenever  a  man  went  there  to  be  registered  who  had 
this  country  when  perhaps  one,  two,  or  three  yearsold,  or  there- 
be  was  excluded  from  fegiisteriug  unless  he  produced  his  father's 
zation  papers.  That  was  the  requirement. 
>  you  think  that  the  board  applied  a  different  rule  in  that  respect 
Kirats  from  what  they  applied  to  Kepublicans? — A.  I  know  that 
cans  had  no  difficulty  in  getting  on  men  whom  we  could  not  get 
an  not  tell  you  how  it  was  done. 

?u  whose  cases  on  the  Eepublican  side  were  just  like  those  on  the 
itic  side  in  all  resi)ects  ? — A.  To  my  best  judgment,  I  should 

they  were. 

•u  say  that  this  board  of  registrars  laid  down  a  different  rule  as 
reduction  of  the  naturalization  papers  in  different  cases  ? — A.  I 
ly  that  they  did. 

jou  say  that  you  believe  that  they  acted  under  a  different  rule 
Q  cases! — A.  I  say  that  I  believe  they  acted  under  a  different 

entirely  in  different  cases. 

eluding  Democrats  and  putting  on  the  names  of  Republicans, 
eal  reasons  ? — A.  I  think  they  were  not  so  rigid  in  their  reqnire- 
their  exactions  ui)on  Republicans  as  they  were  upon  Democrats, 
you  mean  to  say  that  they  would  admit  a  Republican  who  could 
uce  his  father^s  naturalization  papers  and  would  exclude  a 
t  who  could  not  produce  his  frither's  naturalization  papers, 
ill  other  respects  the  cases  were  just  alike  ? — A.  I  say  I  cannot 
rize  cases,  but  I  believe  that  to  be  the  fact.  I  have  been  told 
hat  it  was  the  case,  and  tliose  were  men  who  had  been  up  there 
t>een  refused,  and  who,  when  they  afterwards  went  there  from 
blican  committee,  had  their  names  put  on  without  any  appar- 
alty. 

I'e  you  not  the  right  to  ask  questions  when  men  apply  for  regis- 
-A.  We  did  not  do  that.  We  simply  take  our  men  in,  and  the 
3  question  the  men  themselves. 

►l)ose  that  you  wanted  to  know  whether  a  man  could  read  or 
A.  Certainly  we  have. 

y  not  question  the  men,  then  ? — A.  We  expected  the  board 
;e  us  in  common  fairness,  and  would  act  as  they  were  acting 
le  others. 

I  must  haveobserved  at  once  that  tlie  board  was  not  acting  im- 
in  this  respect  ? — A.  I  did. 

1  you  knew  of  your  legal  right  to  call  their  attention  to  your 
—A.  I  was  going  to  give  you  an  instance  of  that, 
k  you  why,  knowing  that  you  had  your  right,  you  did  not  apply 
ourself  ? — A.  We  did,  in  one  instance. 

vou  did  not  as  a  rule? — A.  We  did  not. 

I  may  now  give  any  instance. — A.  In  one  instance  Judge  Utley 
1  why  he  did  not  question  these  men  with  as  much  severity  as 
e  others,  and  the  man  who  asked  the  question  was  politely  told 
is  tongue ;  that  they  would  attend  to  their  own  business, 
juld  suppose  that  in  a  free  country  a  case  of  that  kind  would 
all  the  more  diligent  and  disposed  to  insist  upon  your  right! — 
id  no  organized  committee  to  act  at  that  time,  and  we  sent  the 

yoQ  not  think  that,  as  elections  are  run  in  this  country,  it 
ve  been  only  ordinary  prudence  for  you  to  have  had  your  com- 
^re  looking  alter  the  rights  of  naturalized  citizens  as  in  other 


-A,  Perhaps  it  would  have  beeu,  but  we  bad  the  riffit  t^r^^>_ 
board  would  be  impartial. 

it  you  say  yoa  knew  that  they  were  not  ?— A.  Certainly;  1  don't 
any  means  that  we  had  to  coerce  them. 

)u  had  the  legal  right  to  ask  them  ? — A.  I  have  stated  that  we 
lem  in  one  instance  and  we  got  all  the  satisfaction  that  we  ex- 
0  get. 

[id  you  desisted  ? — A.  We  took  no  further  part  except  to  send 
jr  there ;  we  kept  no  men  stationed  there. 
5  you  sent  men  over,  did  any  one  go  with  them!— A.  We  always 
lan  with  them  to  take  them  to  headquarters, 
d  the  man  who  went  with  them  attend  to  their  cases  T — A.  Cer- 
ts a  rule;  he  would  see  if  Judge  Utley  was  there, 
idge  Utley's  term  has  expired  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
as  any  more  complaint  made  of  Judge  Utley  than  of  the  others  t 
e  had  no  more  complaint  of  him  than  of  the  others;  he  was  the 
one. 

as  he  the  chairman  ? — A.  I  think  we  was;  I  do  not  know. 
3U  did  not  make  much  eftbrt,  then,  to  get  these  men  upon  the  list! 
e  sent  our  men  over  and  made  these  representations ;  they  do 
a  to  have  amounted  to  much. 

Ad  you  any  belief  that  the  representations  were  untrue  ? — A.  I 
u)w  that  they  were. 

)u  took  no  pains  in  that  regard  f — A.  ^o,  sir. . 
Worcester  a  close  l^epublican  city  ? — A.  In  close  elections  Wor- 
\  Republican  by  about  five  hundred. 

hat  is  the  aggregate  vote  of  the  city  ? — A.  Between  eight  and 
)usand;  in  18TG  we  cast,  I  think  4,145  Tilden  votes,  and  4,G00 
Hayes  votej^. 

3  you  think  that  that  was  about  the  relative  strength  of  the  two 
' — A.  I  think  it  was. 

hat  was  the  vote  for  Butler  in  1878? — A.  The  vote  in  1878  was: 
)ot,  4,300  and  something;  for  Butler,  3,800  and  something;  for 
239 ;  and  for  Miner,  something  like  150,  if  I  recollect  right. 
le  aggregate  vote  then  was  not  quite  as  large  as  in  187G  f — A. 
te. 

le  relative  strength,  as  compared  with  the  vote  of  187C,  was  in 
f  the  Democrats ! — A.  I  should  say  that  it  was ;  the  vote  for 
vas  relatively  a  large  one. 

le  general  held  his  own  in  the  State  pretty  well,  notwithstand- 
real  or  pretended  intimidation  !-*-A.  I  think  he  would  have 
cted  if  there  had  been  none  of  that. 

m  think  that  if  the  Eepublican  employers  bad  all  gone  for  him 
d  have  been  elected! — A.  Xo,  sir ;  I  did  not  say  that ;  I  think 
}he  Kepublican  employers  had  minded  their  own  business  he 
ave  been  elected. 

m  say  if  they  had  minded  their  own  business.  In  regard  to 
Iter,  do  you  know  of  any  specific  instance  in  which  a  Bepublican 
r  did  not  mind  his  own  business ! — A.  I  cannot  give  yoa  the 

m  do  not  know  of  any  instance  whatever! — A.  No;  those  things 
lappen  in  such  a  way  that  you  can  particularize  them, 
ive  you  any  idea  that  the  Eepublican  employers  intimidated 
ny  more  than  did  the  managers  of  the  Butler  campaign  ! — A.  I 

)w  do  you  account  for  it  that  if  there  is  no  class  influence  or 
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flaence  or  other  inflaence  of  an  intimidating  character  to  keep 
)  closely  united,  the  Irish  vote,  as  other  witnesses  have  testified, 
n  unanimously  for  General  Butler  or  for  the  Democratic  candi- 
-A.  I  think  that,  as  a  rule,  the  Irish  people  vote  the  Democratic 
because  they  believe  in  Democracy,  and  that  they  vote  for 
I  Butler  because  he  has  invariably,  back  in  Know  Nothing  times 
tarly,  been  their  friend. 

0  you  think  that  every  Irishman,  on  that  side,  votes  as  he  wishes 
out  any  undue  influence  from  employers  or  priests  or  from  anj^ 
R-hatever  ? — A.  I  have  never  known  of  any  interference  with  their 

on  have  never  heard  of  any  ? — A.  Never,  except  as  I  have  read 
*  in  a  Republican  paper. 

liese  same  rumors  or  reports  of  intimidation  that  you  heard  from 
B  yon  also  heard  from  the  other  side  ? — A.  I  cannot  give  any  iu- 
in  either  case. 

^hat  is  the  reason  why  you  think  there  has  been  intimidation  on 
e  and  not  on  the  other  ! — A.  For  the  reason  that,  particularly  iu' 
*t  election,  the  employes  of  Republicans  told  me  that  they 
dare  to  do  so  and  so.  I  never  beard  it  from  the  other  side, 
id  you  never  hear  that  Irishmen  had  failed  to  vote  the  Republi- 
tet  in  many  instances  because  thev  did  not  dare  to  do  it  ? — A.  I 
lid. 

hen  yon  h^ve  come  across  a  different  class  of  rumors  In  your 
)ra  those  I  have  heard  ! — A.  It  may  be  possible, 
he  Templeton  case  is  one  of  which  you  know  nothing  except  as 
ties  came  to  you  f — A.  Excepting  as  the  parties  stated  to  me. 

3v  Mr.  Platt  : 

%r 

understand  you  to  say  that,  previous  to  the  election,  you  sent  out 
lOut  the  county  of  Worcester  circulars  directed  to  the  local  com- 

asking  them  to  report  to  you  any  instance  of  intimidation  on 
t  of  employers.  Did  you  send  those  generally  throughout  the 
f — A.  I  sent  them  to  the  chairmen  of  committees  in  the  ninth 
ssional  district. 

hey  were  sent  through  the  district,  then  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 
id  that  take  in  more  than  Worcester  County ! — A.  It  did  not 

the  whole  of  W^orcester  County.    It  took  in  the  southern  part 
•cester  County. 
Thich  was  in  the  district  of  Mr.  Rice! — A.  Yes. 

1  response  to  those,  how  many  instances  were  brought  to  your 
dge  ? — A.  By  letter,  only  one  ;  that  was  the  Whitinsville  mat- 
'  conversation,  the  Manchaug  matter,  the  Webster  matter,  and 
le  from  Gardner'which  was  afterwards,  I  believe,  to  be  produced, 
vere  quite  a  number  of  towns  from  which  men  came  in  to  see  me 
illy.  The  one  I  have  stated  is  the  only  one  from  which  I  have 
d  a  written  communication.  The  complaint,  however,  wfes  very 
I  in  the  small  manufacturing  towns. 

he  proof,  so  far  as  you  have  received  information,  you   under- 

is  that  which  has  been  or  is  to  be  brought  before  this  committee  I 

Jertainly. 

^'hat  did  you  understand  to  be  the  name  of  the  speaker  at  the 

icturers'  meeting,  to  whom  you  referred  T — A.  I  did  not  stateany 

nor  can  I ;  because  the  matter  was  only  given  in  this  way,  that 

the  s|)eakers  said  so  and  so. 

he  name  was  not  given  to  you  at  the  time! — A.  No;  but  it  was 
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said  that  that  was  the  character  of  what  was  said,  and  it  was  also  said 
that  two  manufacturers  iu  Worcester  objected  to  that  policy. 

Q.  That  was  what  ini^ht  be  called  a  rumor  about  the  city  ! — A.  It 
was  a  curreut  report  about  the  city ;  it  was  told  to  me  by  twenty  or 
thirty  difterent  parties. 

Q.  Whether  any  speaker  ever  did  say  so  or  not  you  do  not  know  ? — 
A.  I  have  no  evidence ;  I  was  told  that  Mr.  J.  H.  Walker  and  Mr. 
Moen  demurred  to  |t,  that  Mr.  Walker  particularly  stated  that  he  would 
not  be  a  party  to  any  such  bulldozing  process. 

Q.  And  that  was  as  currently  reported  as  the  other,  was  it  not  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  name  of  the  party  was  not  given  to  you  ? — A.  No ;  it  was  said 
that  that  was  the  tenor  of  it,  but  the  names  of  the  parties  were  not 
given  5  Mr.  Walker's  and  Mr.  Moen's  names  are  the  only  ones  that  I  re- 
call iu  connection  with  it. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  What  is  the  business  of  Mr.  Moen  ? — A.  He  is  president  of  the 
Washburne  and  Moen  Wire  Manufacturing  Company.  There  certainly 
was  nothing  ot  that  kind  in  Mr.  Moen's  corporation. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  On  the  whole,  so  far  as  the  city  of  Worcester  is  concerned,  did 
any  specific  instances  come  to  your  knowledge  where  employers  had 
threatened  their  hands  before  election  that  iu  case  they  did  not  vote 
against  Butler  they  would  be  discharged,  or  where  any  one  was  dis- 
charged after  the  election,  because  he  had  not  voted  against  Butler,  ex- 
cept that  of  the  Vaill  case? — A.  I  never  heard  of  any  except  the  Vaill 
case.  I  do  not  think  there  was  in  the  city  of  Worcester  very  much 
of  that  done. 

Q.  What  position  does  Judge  Utley  now  hold  ? — A.  He  is  associate 
justice  of  the  central  district. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  How  was  it,  did  you  say,  that  you  secured  the  registration  of 
Democratic  voters  who  were  refused  registration  by  the  board  on  your 
application  ? — A.  Our  custom  was  to  suggest  to  them  to  walk  across  the 
street  in  the  course  of  a  day  or  two,  when  their  faces  had  become  less 
familiar,  and  see  what  the  effect  of  their  effort  would  be  when  made 
from  the  other  side  of  the  house — that  is  to  say,  if  they  went  over  to  the 
board  accompanied  by  Eepublican  friends. 

Q.  They  were  to  get  some  Eepublican  to  escort  them  to  the  office ! — 
A.  Yes;  from  the  Republican  headquarters. 

Q.  In  that  way  you  discovered  ''a  northwest  passage'*  through  the 
registry!— A.  Exactly. 

Q.  You  were  asked  whether  if  the  manufacturers  had  all  voted  for 
Butler,  in  your  opinion,  he  would  not  have  been  elected.  I  will  ask  you 
what  ybu  think  would  have  been  the  result  if  the  manufacturers  had 
permitted  their  employes  to  vote  according  to  the  wishes  of  the  em- 
ployes ! — A.  I  think  that  General  Butler  would  have  been  elected. 

Q.  But  for  the  influence  brought  to  bear  by  the  manufacturers  upon 
their  help? — A.  I  think  that  that  was  the  cause  of  our  losing  hundreds 
of  votes  in  every  factory  village,  or  in  nearly  every  one.  I  will  not  say 
every  one,  because  there  were  instances  that  I  knew  of  where  manufac- 
turers could  not  or  would  not  do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Obtain  their  votes  under  fears  of  discharge  ? — A.  I  think  that  a 
great  many  of  them  voted  under  fears  of  discharge. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  were  these  men  who  were  in  charge  of  the  registry  there! — 
3fr.  Utley,  Mr.  Clark,  and  one  other,  whose  name  I  forget.    Mr.  Utley 
i5  formerly  a  law  student  of  George  F.  Hoar.     Mr.  Clark  is  chairman 
rf  the  board  of  assessors  of  the  city.    The  other  may  or  may  not  have 
n  Mr.  Ely. 

Q.  Are  the  towns  of   Templeton    and  Whitinsville    in  Worcester 
Jouuty! — A.  Yes,  sir;  both  of  them. 


Jonathan  A.  Perhan  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  yon  live! — Answer.  In  the  town  of  Ashburn* 
nam,  Middlesex  Connty. 

fc  Q.  Where  did  yoa  live  in  the  fall  of  1878! — A.  In  Gardner,  Worcester 
^^unty. 

Q.  Where  did  you  vote  in  the  fall  of  1878!— A.  In  Gardner. 

Q.  How  far  is  that  from  the  city  of  Worcester! — A.  About  thirty 
fiiles,  I  judge. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Newell ! — A.  I  do.     He  boarded  with  me  last 

Q.  Give  his  politics. — A.  He  was  a  Democrat. 

Q  What  is  his  first  name! — A.  I  think  he  called  his  name  *' War- 
"^D^;  but  I  am  not  positive  about  that. 

Q.  What  are  your  politics! — A.  My  politics  have  been  Democratic. 

Q.  You  were  for  whom  ! — A.  I  was  for  Butler  last  fall. 

Q.  What  conversation  had  you  with  this  man  Newell  about  voting, 
iDd  what  consideration,  if  any,  was  expressed  as  to  how  he  ought  to 
rote  t— A.  He  came  into  the  house,  two  or  three  nights  before  the  elec- 
tion  

[Note. — ^Mr.  Piatt  here  objected,  but  upon  ascertaining  subsequently 
tfaiit  the  whereabouts  of  Newell  were  apparently  unknown,  withdrew 
the  objection.] 

The  Witness  (continuing).  He  took  out  of  his  pocket  a  roll  of  bank- 
hill8,  threw  them  on  the  table  and  said,  '*  There's  fifty  dollars,  given  to 
me  at  the  bank  this  morning  to  buy  votes.  If  you  will  vote  for  Talbot, 
yoo  shall  have  ten  dollars  of  it;  if  you  will  keep  away  from  the  polls 
and  not  vote  at  all,  you  shall  have  five.'' 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 
Q.  Was  Newell  a  Republican  T — A.  He  was  a  Democrat. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  did  you  say! — A.  I  told  him  that  I  should  not  do  it. 

Q.  Ton  did  not  take  the  money! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  anything  of  that  kind  as  to  other  people  ! — 
A.  He  said  be  had  got  several,  and  that  he  was  going  to  see  another 
one  that  night. 

Q.  At  what  bank  did  he  say  he  had  got  this  money! — A.  Up  at  the 
>'atioDal  Bank. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  That  is  in  the  town  of  Gardner! — A.  That  is  what  I  understood; 
fod  that  there  was  more  there  ready  for  him  when  this  was  gone  ;  that 
it  was  furnished  to  him  for  this  business. 
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By  tbe  Chair3IAN: 

Q.  On  what  day  was  this? — A.  It  was  a  few  days  before  the  electi 
I  should  say  about  three  days  before. 

Q.  Had  this  man  Newell  been  an  active  Democrat! — A.  Hetal 
like  that. 

Q.  Was  he  active  after  he  had  this  money  up  until  the  electiou?- 
He  was;  very. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 
Q.  For  Talbot,  or  to  stop  ballots  for  Butler  ? — A.  Yes. 

By  the  Chair3IAN  : 

Q.  Was  he  at  the  polls  on  the  election  day ! — A.  He  was  there  in 
house 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  he  voted  ? — A.  I  thiuk  he  did  not  vote  at 
that  he  was  not  a  voter  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  he  came  from  ? — A.  I  understood  him  to 
that  he  was  a  voter  here  in  the  citv  of  Boston. 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  what  ward  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  How  long  had  he  been  at  Gardner? — A.  He  came  to  Gardner  8C 
where  in  July,  1  should  say.    I  cannot  say  positively  as  to  time. 

Q.  What  was  his  business? — A.  He  was  a  carpenter. 

Q.  Was  he  a  married  or  a  single  man  ? — A.  He  had  been  a  mar 
man.     He  was  then  a  single  man. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  who  was  bought  by  him  ? — A.  I  do 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  had  been  the  vote  of  Gardner  before  that 
A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  this  man  Newell  is  now! — A.  I  do  not 
have  not  seen  him  since  last  fall. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  stay  in  Gardner  ?  Did  you  stay  after  the  c 
tion  ? — A.  1  staid  there  until  this  spring.  I  think  it  was  in  June  th 
moved. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Newell  remain  in  Gardner  as  long  as  you  did  ? — A. 
sir;  he  left  immediately  after  the  election,  or  not  a  great  while  aftei 

Q.  Did  he  appear  to  be  a  sane  man  ? — A.  I  never  saw  anything  to 
contrary. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  any  sane  man  would  do  what  you  say  thai 
did? — A.  I  could  not  tell  you  as  to  that. 

Q.  What  had  been  your  acquaintance  with  him  up  to  that  time?- 
He  had  boarded  with  me  from  the  time  he  came  into  town  up  to 
time  that  he  left  town,  or  a  little  before  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  in  Boston  he  came  from  ! — A.  I  do  not. 
told  me  the  street,  but  I  do  not  remember  it. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  any  information  by  which  you  think  we  migh 
able  to  find  him  now  ? — A.  He  told  me  that  he  had  a  son  in  one  of  the  bf 
here,  and  1  think  he  said  that  the  son  was  cashier  of  the  bank  ; 
which  bank  it  was  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.  How  old  a  man  was  he? — A.  I  should  think  about  fifty-fiv 
sixty,  somewhere  along  there. 

Q.  What  is  your  age  ? — A.  Fifty-eight  years. 

Q.  What  is  your  business? — A.  Stone  cutter. 

Q.  He  knew  you  were  a  Democrat,  did  he  not! — A.  He  knew  th; 
was  a  Butler  man  last  fall,  and  that  I  was  going  to  vote  for  Butler. 

Q.  He  knew  you  had  been  a  Democrat  previously  ! — A.  I  don't  ki 
that  he  knew  anything  about  what  I  had  been. 
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Q.  Bat  he  knew  you  were  a  Butler  man  ? — A.  He  did. 

Q.  And  a  somewhat  active  Butler  man  ? — A.  No  ;  not  active ;  but 
kt  I  was  decided,  and  a  voter. 

Q,  Did  yon  take  any  interest  in  the  cam])aig:n  ? — A.  Not  at  all,  any 
Iber  than  I  was  my  own  self  concerned ;  I  didn't  meddle  any  further. 
8.  He  took  his  money  out  and  threw  it  down  on  the  table! — A.  He 
I:  he  said  that  there  was  fifty  dollars  that  had  been  furnished  him 
this  business. 

}.  Did  be  say  who  furnished  it? — A.  He  did  not,  any  more  than  he 
1  me  where  it  was  furnished. 

}.  Did  you  ask  him  any  questions? — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did. 
I,  Is  there  more  than  one  national  bank  at  Gardner  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
\,  Who  is  the  cashier  of  that  bank  ? — A.  1  cannot  tell  you  ;  I  don't 
>w  that  I  know  the  officers  of  the  bank. 

).  Nor  the  president  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell  you  positively,  but  I  think  it 
Charles  Hey  wood  :  there  are  men  here  who  can  tell  you. 
i-  He  said  he  got  the  money  from  the  bank,  but  did  you  not  inquire 
0  furnished  it  to  him  ? — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did ;  I  think  that  I 

Dot,  and  that  he  did  not  tell  me  who  furnished  it. 
J.  Did  he  carry  on  the  carpentering  business  in  Gardner  as  a  busi- 
es, or  was  he  a  mere  workman  ? — A.  He  was  a  workman. 
}.  Do  you  know  for  whom  he  worked? — A,  He  worked  for  Benjamin 
well. 

5.  A  relative  of  his  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  any  relation. 
Q.  Is  Benjamin  Newell  in  Gardner  now  ? — A.  He  is,  so  far  as  I  know  j 
law  him  three  or  four  days  ago. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Is  he  a  Democrat  I — A.  I  think  he  is. 

Q.  Did  he  vote  for  Butler  last  fall  ? — A.  1  cannot  tell  you  ;  I  do  not 

low  for  whom  he  voted. 

Q.  Did  you  learn  the  names  of  these  other  men  that  Newell  said  he 

id  already  got  f — A.  I  did  not. 

Q,  Did  you  ask  him  any  questions  ? — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did  ;   I 

on't  recollect. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  afterwards  of  what  success  he  was  having  ! — A» 
.tthat  time  he  said  he  was  having  good  success,  and  that  he  had  fur- 
ished  several. 

Q.  Did  he  say  how  many  he  had  got  then  ? — A.  He  said  several ;  he 
sed  the  word  "  several,"  and  was  going  to  see  one  that  night. 

Q.  But  after  that  time? — A.  After  that  time  I  never  heard  him  say 
nything  about  it. 

Q.  How  long  was  this  before  the  election  ? — A.  I  should  say  three  or 
)nr  davs. 

Q.  Did  he  remain  there  until  the  election  ? — A.  Yes,  and  until  after 
he  election. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  say  anything  further  to  you,  before  or  after  the  elec- 
ion,  as  to  what  he  had  done  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  he  never  mentioned  it  to 
oe  after  that  day,  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  mention  this  matter  to  any  one  f — A.  I  raen- 
ioned  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  tell  of  it  at  the  time  ? — A.  I  think  his  name  is 
Bolden  ;  he  lives  in  Gardner. 

QWhat  is  his  first  name? — A.  I  cannot  tell  you. 
Q-  What  is  his  business? — A.  He  is  a  railroad  repairer  and  repairs 
cars  down  at  the  junction  at  Ashburuham  Centre. 
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Q.  For  whom  did  he  vote  last  year  ? — A.  I  think  he  voted  for  Butler. 

Q.  What  talk  did  you  have  with  him  about  it ! — A.  I  was  coming 
down  from  town  the  next  day  after  this,  I  guess  it  was,  and  I  said  to 
him,  **  They're  working  all  manner  of  means  to  beat  Butler.''  He  asked 
why.  I  said,  ''  They  are  offering  money  and  buying  up  votes  and  buy- 
ing them  not  to  vote  for  Butler  5  they  are  paying  them  money  to  do 
either,  to  keep  them  from  Butler  or  to  have  them  vote  for  Talbot."  He 
wanted  to  know  what  made  me  think  so.  Then  I  told  him  what  I  knew 
about  it;  told  him  about  this  instance. 

Q.  That  was  all  that  there  was  about  it  ? — A.  That  was  all. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  about  it  f — A.  I  don't  know  that  he  did  any- 
thing, now. 

Q.  Did  it  appear  to  astonish  him  or  provoke  him  ? — A.  He  seemed  to 
think  rather  strange  of  it,  as  well  as  myself. 

Q.  Did  he  propose  to  do  anything  about  it  ? — A.  He  didn't  say  any- 
thing about  it  to  me. 

Q.  That  was  all  that  there  was  about  it  as  far  as  he  was  concerned ! 
— A.  Yes. 

Q.  This  was  the  next  day  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  would  have  been  two  or  three  days  before  the  election  ! — A. 
I  judge  so;  I  would  not  be  positive,  though,  about  that. 

Q.  Ycu  gave  him  this  man's  name,  told  him  what  had  occurred  in 
your  house,  and  what  the  man  had  said  ? — A.  Y^es. 

Q.  Who  was  the  next  man  to  whom  you  said  anything  about  this  t — 
A.  I  don't  know  that  I  have  said  anything. 

Q.  You  have  never  mentioned  it  from  that  day  until  now  ? — A.  I 
don't  know  that  I  have ;  I  don't  recollect  that  I  have. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  know  that  you  were  to  come  here  and  testify  f 
— A.  Last  Friday. 

Q.  How  far  is  Ashburnham  from  Gardner  f — A.  About  nine  miles. 

Q.  Had  you  told  no  one  anything  about  this  from  the  next  day  after 
it  occurred,  when  you  told  this  Mr.  Holden,  until  you  were  summoned? 
— A.  I  may  have  mentioned  it  to  some  one,  but  have  no  recollection  of 
any  one  in  particular  to  whom  I  mentioned  it. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  of  speaking  of  it  to  some  one  whose  name  you 
cannot  recall  ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  voted  for  Butler  ?— A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  feel  quite  anxious  for  the  election  of  General  Butler  ? — 
A.  1  did. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  make  a  stir  about  this  fraud  and  corruption  in 
the  buying  of  voters  before  the  election  ? — A.  I  had  no  way  to  make 
any  stir  about  it. 

Q.  Gould  you  not  stir  your  tongue  about  it  and  tell  folks  about  it  t — 
A.  No  more  than  I  did. 

Q.  You  have  told  just  one  man,  and  he  did  not  seem  disturbed 
about  it  much  ! — A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  was  ;  he  did  not  say  that 
he  was. 

Q.  Gould  you  not  have  gone  to  the  bank  .or  to  the  prominent  men 
there  and  made  this  thing  known  to  the  people  of  Gardner,  in  order  to 
stop  this  corruption  ! — A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  could  or  not. 

Q.  You  knew  that  the  man  was  going  right  along  in  the  same  busi- 
ness ? — A.  I  knew  that  he  said  so. 

Q.  And  you  took  no  measures  to  put  a  stop  to  it  f — A.  No  more  than 
to  tell  this  man. 

Q.  But  you  saw  this  man  carrying  on- before  the  election  and  through 
the  election  and  knew  that  he  was  not  a  voter  there  ? — A.  Yes. 
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m  knew  that  he  was  in  this  corrupt  business  all  the  time  T — A. 

)  boarcled  with  you  right  along  f—  A.  I  think  he  boarded  with 
after  the  election. 

•u  never  said  to  him  that  he  was  doing  wrong  ? — A.  I  do  not 
at  I  did. 

a  never  rebuked  hira  for  it  nor  threatened  to  tell  of  it  t — A.  No. 
a  knew  it  was  a  crime,  did  yon  ! — A.  I  thought  it  was. 
by  did  you  continue  to  board  this  man  and  thus  assist  him  to 
this  crime  ?  Why  did  you  not  turn  him  off?  You  could  have 
It  much,  at  least,  to  show  your  disapprobation. — A.  Because  I 
»t  get  my  pay  from  him.  I  was  trying  then  and  had  been  trying 
y  !>ay. 
d  you  get  your  pay  in  the  end  ? — A.  No  ;  he  owes  me  to  this  day 

that  you  continued  to  board  this  malefactor  for  nothing,  did 
L.  It  seems  so. 

y  the  CHAIR3IAN : 

"e  the  officers  in  the  National  Bank  Democrats  or  Republicans  ? 

ihould  say  Eepublicans,  but  I  am  not  positive  about  that ;  I 

Lely  there  are  both  among  them. 

>  you  know  Charles  Hey  wood  I — A.  I  do. 

as  any  such  name  as  that  mentioned  during  the  conversation  ? — 

ies  Eeywood's  name  was  mentioned  during  the  conversation, 

^hat  form  or  how  I  cannot  say.    J  know  that  Mr.  Newell  used 

Hey  wood's  name  in  the  course  of  the  conversation. 

hat  is  Charles  Hey  wood-s  official  position  there  ? — A.  He  is  an 

1  the  banks;  I  think  he  is  in  both  banks. 

)  you  know  what  his  politics  are  ? — A.  I  think  he  is  a  Democrat. 

)  you  know  whom  he  was  for  last  yeai*  ! — A.  I  think  he  was  for 


ON  Kemp  sworn  and  examined. 

y  the  Chairman  : 

ion.  Where  do  you  live  ? — Answer.  In  Gardner. 

ere  you  there  last  year ! — A.  I  was. 

>r  whom  were  you  working ! — A.  I  am  at  work  for  Mr.  Asa 

>r  whom  did  you  work  last  year  before  the  election  ! — A.  I  worked 
tame  man,  more  or  less. 

ere  you  at  work  for  the  master  of  the  poor  farm  ?r— A.  I  did  work 
last  fall  for  a  while, 
jfore  the  election  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

as  the  overseer  of  the  poor  there! — A.  One  of  the  overseers  was 
le  day. 

bat  conversation  had  you  and  he  and  Mr.  Sanderson  about  the 
t — ^A.  I  didn't  have  any  conversation  with  the  overseer,  but  he 
Sanderson  were  talking,  and  just  before  they  went  away  I  had 
:alk  with  Mr.  Sanderson. 

)  on  and  tell  what  it  was.— A.  I  couldn't  .tell  you  exactly  what 
lat  Mr.  Whitney  was  talking  about,  only  that  one  part  of  it  was 
oting.    Mr.  Sanderson  used  to  come  in  with  me  when  I  was  in 
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the  woods  there  awhile  and  talk  along  with  me.     He  a<ed  to  be  talkin 
this  Butler  talk  considerably. 

Q.  What  did  Whitney  ask  Sanderson  abont! — A.  He  was  talkie 
about  Talbot  affairs.  I  couldn't  tell  you  what  part,  but  it  was  somethi  b 
about  that.  I  went  over  there  one  afternoon  and  they  had  the  con 
versation.  I  could  Dot  tell  what  they  were  talking  about,  but  Sandei 
son  began  to  pick  out  the  Butler  men  in  the  north  part.  He  picked  on 
some  eight  or  ten,  and  picked  out  me.  After  he  picked  me  outasi 
Butler  man,  I  turned  right  round  and  picked  him  out,  because  I  had 
heard  him  talking  a  long  while.  He  said  that  he  had  heard  I  was| 
Butler  man,  and  I  said,  '*  There's  a  Butler  man,"  meaning  him.  !. 

Q.  Yon  said  that  Sanderson  was  a  Butler  man  ? — A.  I  told  Whitnejf 
tliHi  lie  was. 

Q.  For  whom  were  you  working  ? — A.  I  was  working  for  Robert  San- 
derson, at  chopping.     He  had  hired  me  to  chop  for  him. 

Q.  Where  was  that  ! — A.  That  was  on  the  i)Oor  farm. 

Q.  Who  was  Whitney? — A.  Whitney  was  one  of  the  overseers, 

Q.  After  Whitney  left,  what  then  f— A.  Three  or  four  of  as  took 
a  walk  down  the  road  some  distance,  Sanderson  being  among  the  dqq)- 
ber.  In  going  down  the  road,  Sanderson  was  a  little  huffy  becaosel 
had  said,  before  Mr.  Whitney,  who  was  one  of  the  overseers,  that  he 
(Sanderson)  was  a  Butler  man.  He  said  to  me,  '*  I  shouldn't  have  cared 
so  much  about  it  if  Mr.  Whitney  had  not  been  there  and  heard  it."  I 
told  him  that  it  did  not  make  any  difference ;  that  Mr.  Whitney  was  no 
better  than  any  other  man. 

Q.  Did  you  continue  to  woik  there? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  not  ? — A.  Because  he  got  a  little  down  on  me  then. 

Q.  You  were  discharged  then,  were  you  ? — A.  He  didn't  seem  toem- 
I)loy  me  any  more.  Last  fall  he  had  some  barrels  that  he  wanted  to 
have  repaired  and  I  went  up  and  repaired  them  and  he  paid  me  for  it. 
That  was  after  this  occurrence. 

Q.  Whitney  is  chairman  of  the  poor  board  ? — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  you  vote  for  Butler? — A.  I  did  not  vote  at  all  last  fall. 

Q.  For  whom  did  Sanderson  vote  ? — A.  J  suppose  he  voted  Mr.  Tal- 
bot. He  changed  his  mind  and  I  suppose  he  vote<l  for  him.  I  had  sap- 
posed  he  was  going  to  vote  for  Butler. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  vote  for  Butler  ?^— A.  1  thought  I  would  not  vote 
for  either  party.    1  didn't  feel  like  voting  for  either  one. 

Q.  Have  you  a  family  ? — A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  You  are  a  single  man  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  why  you  did  not  feel  like  voting  for  either  party.— A.  I 
didn't  want  to  vote.  I  didn't  change  my  mind,  but  I  shall  probably,if 
I  live  until  fall,  vote  for  somebody. 

Q.  You  did  not  change  your  mind  about  who  you  were  for,  but  did 
not  feel  that  yoii  wanted  to  vote  ? — A.  1  didn't  feel  like  voting. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  You  said  that  if  you  would  live  until  some  future  time,  you  would 
probably  do  something.    What  is  that? — A.  1  think  I  should  vote. 

Q.  The  tendencies  are  now  just  about  how  ? — A.  About  the  same  as 
last  fall. 

Q.  A  little  inclined  to  vote? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  you  are  not  decided  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  do  vote,  you  will  vote  for  Butler  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr,  Platt  : 
Q.  What  is  your  business  ? — A.  Before  I  came  into  Gardner,  I  used 
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.Jororkat  coopering.  I  came  iuto  Gardner  on  the  IC^h  of  last  Febru- 
|rr.  Mj  business  is  working  at  chopping  and  farming. 
Q  That  is,  you  worked  out  for  anybody  who  chose  to  employ  yon? — 
U'ben  I  haven't  had  work  I  worked  around  where  I  stopped.  "When 
jMy  wants  a  cooper  for  a  barrel  I  do  a  job  for  them. 
;  Q.  How  long  had  you  been  chopping  for  Mr.  Sanderson  at  that  time  ? — 
1.  i  didn't  chop  for  him  but  a  little.  We  had  about  seven  cords  of 
lood,  two  of  as. 

,  Q.  On  the  town  farm  ! — A.  On  the  town  farm. 

,  Q.  Had  you  worked  for  Mr.  Sanderson  at  any  other  time  previous  to 
iarf— A.  I  worked  for  him,  I  think,  two  years  before  that,  one  day  at 

Q.  Were  others  employed  by  you  in  chopping  f — A.  There  was  one 

ifb  me  chopping  the  wood. 

3.  Ha\;e  you  ever  worked  on  the  poor  form  at  any  other  time  except 

8  one  day  when  you  were  haying  and  one  day  when  you  were  chopping 

Dd  for  Mr.  Sanderson  ? — A.  Well,  repairing  barrels. 

I,  Were  the  barrels  for  the  poor  house,  the  alms-house? — A.  Yes, 

}.  That  is  all  that  you  have  worked  there? — A.  That  is  all  that  I 

r  worked  there  on  the  farm.     I  have  worked  on  the  roads  some,  on 

highway. 

K  On  the  town  farm  or  town  roads  beside  ? — A.  On  the  town  roads 

ide. 

J.  How  much  ? — A.  I  worked  somewhere  about  a  few  days. 

\.  Did  you  lodge  at  the  town  farn)  ? — 'A,  Xo,  sir;  some  of  the  time  I 

Red  at  Mr.  Temple's  and  some  of  the  time  at  another  place,  where  I 

trdeil. 


Leandeb  C.  Lynde  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  ; 

Qoestiou.  Where  do  you  live? — Answer.  In  Gardner,  Worcester 
autv. 

Q.  Do  you  know  John  C.  Bryant  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  What  is  his  business? — A.  A  tub  and  pail  manufacturer. 
Q.  How  many  men  does  he  employ  ? — A.  I  don't  know,  but  I  presume 
enty. 

Q.  What  are  his  politics? — A.  Republican. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  politics  of  any  of  the  men  employed  by  him  ? — 
I  know  the  politics  of  some  of  them. 

Q.  State  them. — A.  They  are  Eepublicans,  so  far  as  I  know.  There 
ly  be  some  Democrats  among  them. 

Q.  What  did  you  hear  him  say  previous  to  the  election  about  the  re- 
It  to  bis  factory  if  Butler  was  ele^jted  ? — A.  On  election-day  he  came 
me  at  the  towuhall  (I  was  at  work  in  General  Butler's  interest)  and 
vi^  me  to  work  no  more,  telling  me  what  the  result  would  be  if 
itler  was  elected ;  that  he  was  inside  the  ring  and  I  was  not,  and  he 
lew  how  it  would  be.  What  ring  he  meant  you  may  draw  your  own 
ference.  He  said  that  he  should  close  his  factories  and  discharge  his 
ilp. 

Q.  Was  this  said  publicly  ? — A.  He  said  so  to  me  privately  on  election 
*y.   He  was  at  work  for  Talbot  and  I  was  at  work  for  Butler, 
Q.  Was  it  where  any  person  else  could  hear  it? — A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  It  was  a  private  conversation  ? — A.  It  was  a  private  con 
between  him  and  me. 

Q.  Was  he  trying  to  influence  you  in  any  way  ? — A.  No,  sir ; 
not  influence  me.    I  was  a  Butler  man  and  voted  for  him. 

Q.  He  was  a  Talbot  man  and  worked  for  Talbot? — A.  Yes, 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  this  Sanderson  matter  ? — A.  I 
to  some  Butler  rallies  last  fall  with  Mr.  Sanderson,  and  he  ( 
himself  as  a  Butler  man.  He  was  so  anxious  tor  Butler's  ele( 
he  carried  me  out  of  the  town  to  a  Butler  rally.  He  was  so  very 
however,  that  Mr.  Whitney  or  Mr.  Edgeils  should  not  knov 
was  using  the  town  team  for  that  purpose,  that  he  asked  us  t 
a  block  near  by  before  we  set  out ;  we  did  so.  He  was  very  s 
Butler  up  to  just  before  the  election,  when  ho  suddenly  chan 
told  me  both  before  and  after  the  election  that  his  views  were 
with  General  Butler's  on  the  money  question  and  on  the  electi 

Q.  How  did  he  vote  f — A.  He  told  me  he  voted  tor  Talbot. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  of  the  sudden  change  that  came  o 

Mr.  Platt.  If  he  gave  it. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course,  if  he  gave  it. 

The  Witness.  He  did  not  give  the  reason  to  me. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Where  do  you  work  ! — A.  I  work  in  a  chair  factory. 

Q.  You  do  not  work  for  Mr.  Bryant  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  This  conversation  that  you  had  with  Mr.  Bryant  could 
been  designed  to  influence  you*  in  any  way,  then  ? — A.  It  was 
to  influence  me,  but  could  not  influence  me;  it  was  a  privat 
satiou. 

Q.  You  did  not  work  for  hira  ? — A.  I  didn't  work  for  him. 

Q.  He  said  that  in  case  of  Butler's  election  he  should  close 
tory  and  discharge  his  help ;  in  other  words,  he  would  hav< 
business,  or  would  stop  business  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  would  be  i 
do  any  business ;  that  was  the  meaning  of  it. 

Q.  There  was  a  pretty  serious  difference  between  those  who 
Talbot  and  those  who  voted  for  Butler  upon  the  financial  ques 
there  not,  and  upon  the  effect  of  the  result  of  the  election  on 
matteis,  and  he  thought  it  would  probal)ly  have  an  effect  to 
business  ? — A.  That  was  the  way  I  took  it. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  Mr.  Sanderson  f— A.  Albert  Sande 
Q.  What  is  the  name  of  Mr.  Whitney  ? — A.  Ivers  Whitney 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  living  there  who  went  away  fr 
because  of  a  desire  not  to  vote  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  a  man  na  ned  Smith  going  to  New  Ham] 
A.  Yes,  sir;  he  works  near  me. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  f— A.  He  did  not  go  to  New  Hampshii 
rid  of  voting;  he  had  been  calculating  to  go  to  New  Hami 
some  time;  was  calculating  to  go  in  the  week  before  the  ele< 
something  happened ;  his  folks  went  away  and  he  did  not  go 
did  go  in  election  week,  and  did  not  vote.    He  was  a  Butler  u 

Q.  Did  he  say  why  he  went! — A.  He  told  me  that  he  wen 
reason  that  his  folks  were  not  at  home. 

Mr.  Platt.  If  a  man's  family  leaves  home  before  the  elec 
goes  out  of  the  State,  does  that  deprive  the  man  of  his  vote  f 


f 
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e  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

jChaibman.  This  leaving,  I  auderstand,  was  only  temporary  1f 
Witness.  The  man  himself  has  no  family. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

niiderstood  you  to  say  that  he  had  a  family. — A.  No,  I  spoke  of 
nds  he  was  going  to  visit,  in  New  Hampshire. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

That  was  the  result  of  the  election  in  Gardner? — A.  It  was  Re- 
n  bv  a  small  majority.  The  vote  stood,  I  think,  for  Talbot,  37(> 
and  for  Butler  308. 

was  a  pretty  sharp  fight  T — A.  It  was  for  the  time  we  under- 
fight,  six  weeks  before  the  election. 

large  part  of  the  Democratic  party  there  went  for  Butler  ? — A. 

• 

• 

0  you  know  Warren  Newell  f — A.  I  do  not. 

o  you  know  Jonathan  A.  Perham  ? — A.  I  do;  I  have  known  hira 

e  time. 


lAiM  B.  Howe  sworn  and  examined : 

ly  the  Chairman  : 

tion.    Where  do   you  live? — Answer.   In  Gardner,  Worcester 

• 

^bat  is  your  business!^ A.  I  am  a  practicing  attorney, 
tale  what  you  know  about  this  transaction  with  Mr.  Sanderson. 
1  relation  to  Mr.  Sanderson,  1  know  that  up  to  the  night  before 
rtion  he  was  a  very  strong  Butler  man,  and  that  he  contributed 
Sutler  fund.^  He  went  to  a  Butler  meeting  in  East  Cumberland, 
8  going  to  make  a  speech  there,  but  there  were  so  many  other 
's  that  he  did  not  speak.  In  the  night,  or  sometime  toward  even- 
he  dav  before  the  election,  he  came  to  me — Dr.  William  H.  H. 
the  dentist,  being  present — addressed  me,  and  finally  said,  "  I 
jg  to  change  to-morrow  and  vote  for  Thomas  Talbot.  I  asked 
y.  He  replied  that  it  was  on  account  of  a  mob  in  Lawrence,  or 
rain  from  Lowell  to  Lawrence.  1  asked  him,  "  do  you  not  know, 
nderson,  that  the  officers  of  that  road  have  denied  that  state- 
"  Then  he  dodged  on  to  another  subject  and  gave  another  rea- 
le  said  that  he  had  read  Carl  Schurz's  speech  very  carefully,  and 
at  had  convinced  him.  Dr.  Hines  then  spoke  up  and  said,  *'  Didn't 
I  me,  Mr.  Sanderson,  that  you  had  read  that  speech,  and  you  did 
Qk  much  of  it  f'  Then  Mr.  Sanderson  assigned  as  a  reason  that 
y  did  not  know  that  he  agreed  with  General  Butler  on  the  Green- 
nestion.  He  was  followed  up  and  he  changed  three  or  four  times, 
Qg  that  many  different  reasons. 

ie  was  a  Butler  man  until  the  day  of  the  election,  and  then 
d  from  that  ? — A.  He  was  until  four  or  five  o'clock  in  the  after- 
:  that  day. 

That  VI as  the  condition  of  sentiment  among  the  employes  prior  to 
anufacturers'  meeting  at  Worcester  and  the  action  by  the  man- 
ers,  and  what  was  it  after  that  in  the  county,  so  far  as  you 
—A.  Previous  to  that  time  the  feeling  in  Gardner  was  so  strong 
ler  that  some  of  his  friends,  more  enthusiastic  than  I,  counted 
votes  for  him  out  of  900  votes;  and  yet,  just  before  the  election, 
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I  guess  it  was  a  week  before,  we  struck  off  all  but  300  names,  and  we 
only  claimed  about  300  votes.  So  that,  toward  the  end,  there  seemed 
to  have  been  a  change. 

Q.  Of  the  names  of  those  who  thus  changed,  what  proportion,  in  your 
opinion,  were  those  of  Democrats  and  laboring  men  employed  by  Re- 
publicans?— A.  I  don't  think  I  could  give  an  answer  to  that. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  yourself  of  any  definite,  tangible  thing  that  was 
done  by  employers  to  intimidate  any  one ! — A.  1  do  not. 


William  J.  Dowd  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  business  now ! — Answer.  I  am  a  police  officer 
in  Chelsea. 

Q.  In  the  fall  of  1878  were  you  connected  with  the  registration  com- 
mittee in  any  way  f — A.  I  was  one  of  the  Democratic  ward  and  city 
committee  in  Chelsea.  I  had  a  certain  part  of  the  ward  in  which  I  lived 
in  Chelsea  to  look  after  so  as  to  see  that  we  got  all  the  names  on  the 
list  that  we  could  find. 

Q.  State  what  came  under  your  notice  in  your  performance  of  that 
duty  I — A.  1  had  some  tax  bills  given  me.  One  of  them  was  for  a  man 
named  Thomas  (or  Eobert)  Gray,  a  colored  man.  I  went  down  to  where 
he  worked  in  the  afternoon  of  the  last  day  on  which  he  could  register 
his  name,  found  him  and  told  him  he  had  better  come  up  and  register. 
The  man  who  employed  him  happened  to  be  there  at  the  time  and 
asked  him  where  he  was  going.  He  replied  that  he  was  going  to  have  bis 
name  put  on  the  list  so  that  he  could  vote  on  election  day.  His  em- 
ployer asked  him  for  whom  he  was  going  to  vote  and  he  replied  that  he 
was  going  to  vote  for  Butler.  His  employer  then  told  him  that  he 
must  not  vote  for  Butler  if  he  was  going  to  work  for  him ;  told  him 
that  he  (the  employer)  had  done  considerable  for  him,  and  that  he 
wanted  him  to  mind  if  he  was  going  to  vote  for  Butler.  I  told  his  em- 
ployer I  did  not  know  who  he  was  going  to  vote  for.  I  supposed  that 
the  tax  bill  had  been  paid  by  the  district  committee.  I  supposed  that 
the  man  was  going  to  vote  for  Morse ;  in  fact,  I  understood  that  the 
man  was  going  to  vote  for  Morse. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  case?  Did  the  man  vote? — A.  The  man 
registered,  and  I  believe  voted. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  politics  of  the  employer  and  his  name  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  his  name  is  Daniel  Curry  ;  he  is  a  Republican. 

Q.  This  was  a  colored  man  to  whom  this  was  said  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  business  of  this  employer ! — A.  He  is  an  oil  mer- 
chant. 

Q.  Was  anybody  else  present  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  was  it! — A.  Some  of  the  employes  of  Mr.  Curry. 

Q.  How  many  of  them! — A.  I  couldn't  tell  you  just  how  many.  It 
was  right  there  in  his  yard. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  this  man  did  vote! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  rather  persisted,  and  you  got  his  name  on  the  list  without 
any  difficulty! — A.  I  did  not  insist  at  all.  He  came  down  with  me  in 
the  team. 
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)i 

V 

^  (I  Ym  went  with  him  and  got  the  name  on  f — A.  I  do  not  think  I 

tl  J  don't  think  he  went  down  with  me  that  time;  I  think  he  went 
rn  later  in  the  day,  and  I  believe  that  when  he  went  down  it  was 
Ml  tbe  onderstanding  that  he  was  not  going  to  vote  for  Butler. 
ij.  You  say  you  believe.  Do  you  know  anything  about  it  ! — A.  He 
hi  me  so  himself;  that  is  all  that  I  know  about  it. 
Q.  Yoa  have  the  idea  that  he  was  going  to  vote  for  Butler  f — A.  I 
heve  that  he  did. 

Q.  Did  be  not  tell  yon  that  he  did  f — A.  I  do  not  think  he  did,  but 
ttelieve,  from  what  was  saitl    there,  that  he  was  a  staunch  Butler 

ID. 

i.  That  is  all  the  knowledge  you  have  about  it  1 — A.  I  think  that  if 

went  to  the  polls  he  voted  for  Butler.     If  he  went  with  his  employer 

did  not  vote  for  Butler. 

J.  He  did  not  tell  vou  how  he  would  vote? — A.  He  told  me  himself 

^  be  should  vote  for  Butler  if  he  had  to  lose  his  job.     So  I  sup- 

led  from  that  he  was  for  Butler. 

2.  He  was  one  of  the  men  who  were  not  intimidated  f — A.  1  had  an 

a  chat  he  would  have  his  own  way  if  he  was  not  watched. 


Fambs  J.  Obeed  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

^oestion.  Where  do  you  live  f — Answer.  In  Chelsea. 
2.  What  is  your  business  there  T — A.  Liquor  dealer. 
).  Have  you  been  a  ward  officer  there  for  any  time  ? — A.  I  have  been 
•pector  of  elections  for  three  different  years  in  ward  three,  Chelsea. 
^  Do  yoa  know  the  voters  there! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
^  What  do  you  know  about  the  election  in  November  of  last  year,  in 
brence  to  the  conduct  ot  the  emplo^^ers  ^r  their  agents)  of  the  Bos- 
I  Elastic  Fabric  Company  (McBirney's),  Chelsea? — A.  I  know  all  the 
«  generally  employetl  there.     As  a  general  thing,  the  men  employed 
the  factory  who  live  in  the  ward  have  been  Democrats.     Last  year  it 
18  understood  that  they  would  go,  most  of  them,  for  Talbot,  and,  as 
sonsequence,  most  of  them  did. 

Q.  Most  of  them  did! — A.  Yes;  those  who  stood  by  the  foreman  did. 
i«  forf  man  of  this  factory  stood  all  day  at  the  polls— a  thing  that  was 
mething  nnusual — and  it  was  understood  among  the  men  that  they 
ere  obliged  to  vote  for  Talbot. 
Mr.  Paltt.  I  object  to  that. 

Tbe  Chairman.  He  mav  have  got  it  from  the  men  themselves. 
Q.  Who  was  the  foreman  of  the  factory  f — A.  A  man  named  Bell. 
Q.  Had  you,  in  your  time  as  inspector  of  elections,  seen  Mr.  Bell  at 
le polls  before  in  that  position  ? — A.  Not  in  that  position.     I  have  seen 
imcoine  in,  deposit  his  vote,  and  go  right  out  again. 
Q.  Did  he  stand  where  he  could  see  the  employes  as  they  came  up  f — 
^-  Yes,  sir ;  between  the  ddor  and  the  ballot-box. 
Q  Was  he  where  he  could  see  the  ballots  as  they  were  cast  f — A.  Yes, 
j^;  for  part  of  the  time. 

Q-  Had  this  ever  occurred  before  f — A.  I  had  not  seen  it  before  in  ten 

ears, 

Q-  Had  Mr.  Bell  ever  been  there  at  the  polls  as  foreman  before,  that 
^kin)w  uM — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q-  How  long  before  f — A.  It  was  over  ten  years,  to  my  knowledge. 

17  BOS 
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Q.  How  many  of  these  inen  in  that  establishment  were  Democrat 
your  kiiowledp^f — A.  We  used  to  count  from  seventy-five  to  ooe  I 
died  in  ward  three. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  men  informed  you  that  they  must  vote 
other  way  or  gave  yo«i  information  to  that  effect  f — A.  They  would  si 
around  in  little  bundles  in  the  wardroom  and  talk  it  up.  1  don' 
member  any  certain  number.     It  was  kind  of  understoo<l  among  tl 

Mr.  Platt  objected.  He  remarked  that  while  the  latitude  givet 
the  answers  had  been  such  as  to  admit  inilividual  statements  to  a 
ness,it  had  not  covered  statements  of  general  understandings,  and  tl 
fore  he  objected  to  any  such  statement  now. 

The  Chairman  directed  the  witness  accordingly. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  what  you  heard  the  men  say  as  to  whether  they  werefn 
vote  or  were  restrained  from  voting  by  terror  or  from  any  other  cai 
— A.  1  heard  as  many  as  twenty-five  of  them  say  that  Tom  SaHivi 
don't  know  what  his  business  in  the  mill  is)  gave  each  wan  t^)  ui 
stand  that  it  was  Mr.  McBirne>'s  wish  that  they  should  vote  for  Ti 
and  they  must  govern  themselves  accordingly'. 

Q.  Sullivan  was  connected  with  the  concern  in  some  way,  was  he! 
He  is  in  the  works  there 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  Was  he  the  foreman  or  agent  or  a  member  of  the  firm  ? — A.  1 
not  say. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  on  election  day  f — A.  He  was  at  the  electioi 
Q.  Was  he  there  all  4iay  ? — A.  I  did  not  notice  particularly. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  You  are  a  liquor  dealer! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Hov/  long  have  you  been  a  liquor  dealer  f — A.  About  ten  yea 

Q.  At  this  same  stand  all  the  lime  ? — A.  I  have  two  different  st 
in  the  same  ward. 

Q.  Yon  have  two  different  liquor  establishments  in  the  san  e  wai 
A.  I  have  had  part  of  the  time;  I  have  been  in  two  different  plac< 
was  in  one  place  in  one  stn*et  about  seven  years,  and  in  another  1 
years. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any  time  have  two  different  estalilishmeuts  in  o 
tion  in  the  same  vj  ard  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  your  business  wholesale  or  retail  f — A.  Retail. 

Q.  In  that, way,  did  you  come  to  be  well  acquainted  in  the  war 
A.  1  have  lived  in  the  ward  all  my  life. 

Q.  Aii«l  you  knew  many  or  most  ot  these  workmen  ! — A.  Yes,  s 

Q  Did  you  meet  them  at  your  places  of  business  ? — A.  At  diff< 
places  in  Chi-lsea. 

Q.  1  ask  did  you  meet  them  at  your  places  of  business  f — A.  So 
did;  a  good  many  belongcil  to  the  temperance  society. 

Q.  You  say  that  a  gor)d  many  of  these  workmen  belonged  to  the 
perance  society  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  majority  in  our  ward. 

Q.  In  regard  to  this  man  Sullivan^  do  you  know  him  personally! 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  th:it  he  is  there  at  the  present  time! — A.  Only 
hearsay. 

Q.  Do  yon  understand  that  he  is  still  there!— A.  Yes,  sir. 


INTIMIDATION   AND    FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSETTS.  259 

Q.  I  suppose  you  must  have  known  his  political  sentiments f — A. 
Yes,  sir;  I  have  known  that  he  was  a  Democrat;  1  have  seen  him  at- 
tending the  caucuses.  • 
Q.  Is  he  still  a  Democrat  ? — A.  I  could  not  say. 
Q.  Do  you  know  for  whom  he  voted  last  fall? — A.  My  only  informa- 
tion is  what  I  heard. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  in  regard  to  which  way  he  voted  last  fall? 
—A.  I  heard  that  he  voted  for  Talbot. 
Q.  What  is  his  position  in  this  elastic  works! — A.  I  do  not  know. 
Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  is  a  common  workman,  a  superin- 
teudent  of  some  kind,  or  an  overseer  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  How  many  employes  has  this  company! — A.  I  have  no  way  of 
knowing  for  certain  ;  they  say  about  four  hundred  men. 

Q.  Of  what  nativity  are  most  of  those  workmen! — A.  I  cannot  ac- 
count for  iiny  of  them  except  those  in  the  ward  in  which  I  live;  they 
are  generally  what  they  call  ''the  Irish  voters;"  we  count  all  the  rub- 
ber men  with  the  Irish  voters. 

Q.  Most  of  the  Irishmen  live  in  your  ward  and  work  for  this  elastic 
company  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that  most  of  their  help  is  Irish  ! — A.  As  a  gen- 
eral thing. 

Q.  And  in  their  politics,  Democratic  as  a  rule! — A.  Generally;  yes, 
sir 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  name  of  an^^  workman  of  this  company  whom 
you  heard  say  that  Tom  Sullivan  said  what  you  have  stated  ! — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Of  the  whole  twenty-five  you  cannot  recall  the  name  of  one  in 
that  connection  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  could  not  very  well. 

Q.  When  did  you  hear  them  say  this  about  Tom  Sullivan! — A.  On 
election  day,  the  night  before  election  day,  and  the  day  before. 

Q.  Did  they  mention  any  other  man  of  the  company  as  having  said 
this! — A.  I  heard  the  remark  made  that  Bell,  the  foreman,  would  be 
likely  to  be  there  all  day. 
Q.  He  was  there  ? — A.  I  saw  him  there  pretty  much  of  the  day. 
Q.  You  were  there  all  the  day! — A.  I  was  distributing  ballots. 
Q.  You  were  pretty  active  there  all  day  ! — A.  I  was  appointed  by  the 
Demo4;ratic  ward  executive  committee  to  distribute  ballots. 
Q.  And  you  did  your  duty  as  well  as  you  could!— A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  You  think  that  Bell  was  there  more  on  that  election  day  than  on 
any  other! — A.  He  was  more  active  than  at  any  other  election. 

Q.  He  did  not  feel  any  more  interest  in  the  election  than  other  people 
did  !  He  was  not  any  more  interested  than  you  were !— A.  I  don't 
think  he  could  be. 
Q.  Was  not  the  election  a  vey  exciting  one  last  year  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Did  not  people  take  an  interest  in  the  canvass  and  in  the  election 
itself  who  never  had  interested  themselves  in  that  way  before! — A.  In 
the  ward  in  which  I  live,  all  the  voters  generally  vote,  even  at  the  city 
Section. 

Q.  But  you  had  a  more  exciting  canvass  last  year  than  ever  before, 
even  in  that  ward  ! — A.  I  didn't  notice  anything  particularly  more  than 
at  any  other  election. 

Q.  You  have  seen  Mr.  Bell  there  at  former  elections  ! — A.  To  come  in 
and  vote. 
Q.  And  go  out  again! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  the  help  in  that  establishment  voted  as  generally 
last  year  as  they  ever  did  before  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Many  did  not  vote! — A.  Many  did  not  vote  the  Democratic  ticket 
as  they  generally  did  in  other  yearn. 

Q.  I  mean  m  the  aggregate.  Did  they  generally  vote  as  formerly,  one 
way  or  the  other  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.   • 

Q.  Do  yon  not  know  any  more  specific  or  particular  instance  of  intimi- 
dation than  what  yon  have  stated  T — A.  A  colored  man  came  intomy  shop 
and  told  me  he  would  like  to  vote  for  Butler,  but  that  he  would  be  apt 
to  lose  his  job  if  he  did. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  him  ?— A.  I  told  him  I  didn't  think  he  would. 

Q.  Did  he  not  vote  for  Butler? — A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  That  you  do  not  call  a  case  of  intimidation  f — A.  He  told  me  that 
his  employer  had  said  he  would  discharge  him,  and  asked  me  if  1  thought 
he  would.  My  father  had  worked  for  fitteen  years  for  the  man  for  whom 
this  colored  man  was  working,  and  the  colored  man  thought  I  ought  to 
know  the  man  pretty  well.  He  asked  me,  therefore,  if  1  thought  the  man 
would  discharge  him  if  he  voted  for  Butler.  I  told  him  to  vote  as  he 
pleased.  He  said  that  the  boss  told  him  the  day  before  the  election  that 
he  would  lose  his  job  if  he  voted  for  Butler. 

Q.  Did  he  lose  his  job  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  This  is  what  you  testified  to  in  the  first  place,  that  he  came  and 
asked  you  if  you  thought  he  would  lose  his  job;  you  thought  he  would 
not,  and  he  said  he  was  going  to  vote  for  Butler? — A.  He  said  he  would 
like  to. 

Q.  You  never  heard  of  his  being  discharged  or  the  contrary-  ? — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Was  your  father  a  Democrat? — A.  Yes,  sir.     He  is  dead  now. 

Q.  He  worked  for  the  same  man  for  fifteen  years  ?— A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  You  never  heard  of  his  being  discharged  or  turned  ofl'on  account 
of  his  political  action  while  working  for  this  same  man  ? — A.  He  was 
not  turned  off. 

Q.  How  long  has  your  father  been  dead  ? — A.  Five  years. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  employer  of  the  colored  man  ? — A.  Daniel 
Curry. 

Q.  What  is  his  business  ? — A.  He  is  an  oil  merchant. 

Q.  Is  he  the  same  man  who  was  mentioned  by  the  other  witness? — 
A.  Yes,  sir.  I  talked  to  this  colored  man  several  times  about  it.  He 
said  he  would  like  to  vote  for  Butler,  but  was  afraid  that  he  would  be 
discharged. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  Mr.  B<*Il  ? — A.  James  M.  or  John  M.  Bell. 

Q.  Did  you  speak  of  a  colored  man  by  the  name  of  Gray? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  Robert  .Gray. 

Q.  For  whom  did  he  work  ? — A.  Daniel  Curry. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  McBirney  is  living  or  not? — A.  He  died 
within  three  weeks. 

Peter  Coyne  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live? — Answer.  In  Chelsea. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Robert  Gray,  a  colored  man,  here  spoken  Of? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you  about  what  his  employer  told  him  last  fall  f — 
A.  He  told  me  that  Mr.  Curry  (;ain«'  at  him  in  a  great  rage  and  asked 
him  if  he  was  going  to  vole  for  Butler.     Mr.  Gray  told  him  that  he 
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know.    Curry  then  said,  **If  yon  vote  for  Butler,  I  am  goiug  to 
ir^e  voa." 

When  did  he  say  that  this  occurred  ? — A.  I  don't  know  exactly  the 
it  was  some  week  or  so  before  the  election. 

Bv  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Ton  say  that  he  said  Curry  came  at  him  in  a  great  rage  ?  Tell 
irt  of  the  story. — A.  That  was  what  he  told  me;  that  Curry  was 
ame  at  him  and  told  him  if  he  would  vote  for  Butler  he  would 
rge  him.  He  asked  me,  *'What  would  you  do  about  it  I"  1  told 
I  don't  know  ;  you  can  do  as  you  please." 

By  Mr.  Blair: 

>o  you  know  how  he  voted  f — A.  No,  sir. 

>o  you  know  whether  he  was  discharged  or  not  f — A.  No ;  he  was 

charged,  I  believe. 

There  is  he  now  f — A.   He  is  down  there  working  for  Curry  now. 

[e  is  still  working  for  Curry  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 


SLES  A.  Stott  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

tion.  You  reside  in  Lowell  ? — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
se  you  the  mayor  of  that  city  at  the  present  time ! — A.  I  am  not 
present  time;  I  was  in  1876  and  1877. 

low  long  have  yon  resided  in  that  city  ? — A.  It  will  be  forty-three 
>n  the  18th  of  the  present  month, 
'ou  were  born  there  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Vhat  is  your  business  ? — A.  Woolen  manufacturer, 
ou  may  state  whether  you  know  of  any  intimidation  of  employes 
T  employers  in  the  city  of  Lowell  in  connection  with  the   last 
1  election  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

tate  any  instance,  if  you  observed  any,  wherein  any  intimidation 
ciou  was  exerted  by  Democrats,  or  any  parties,  in  tht*  interest  of 
i\  Bntler  upon  others. — A.  1  considered  the  last  State  election  to 
of  considerable  importance,  or  of  at  least  sufficient  importance 
to  give  my  time  to  it  for  that  day.  In  fact,  1  was  a  member  of 
Ibot  Central  Club  of  Lowell,  and  the  duty  had  been  assigned  to 
looking  after  voters,  or  '*  rallying"  voters,  as  we  call  it.    I  at- 

to  that  duty  in  the  first  part  of  the  morning  and  then  returned 
polls.  Onr  polls  open  at  nine  o'clock  and  close  at  four  in  the 
)on.  My  own  ward  is  the  one  in  which  General  Butler  rerides. 
my  stHtion  near  the  rail  by  which  the  voters  passed  to  the  ballot- 
lerhaps  1  was  six  feet  from  the  ballot  box.  At  ray  side  stood  the 
»an  of  the  Democratic  city  committee  of  Lowell.  In  fact,  he  and 
1  together  nearly  all  the  day  until  the  time  of  closing  the  polls. 
>ut  the  noon  hour,  when  the  working  people  came  in  to  vote,  very 
of  the  men  who  came  up  to  vote  seemed  to  me  to  be  employes  of 
ddlesex  Company.  That  is  the  company  of  which  General  Butler 
rector.    I  don't  know  how  they  intended  to  vote  at  all,  but  I  know 

noticed  in  the  hands  of  several  of  them  tickets  other  than  the 
r  Democratic  ticket.  In  several  instances  they  were,  I  thought, 
Imcb  or  Labor  Reform  tickets.  As  they  came  up  to  the  chairman 
Democratic  city  committee  that  gentleman  snatched  those  tickets 
heir  hands,  told  them  that  they  did  not  want  to  vote  that  ticket, 
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bat  tbat  the  ticket  that  he  ofifered  tbein  was  the  regular  Democratic 
ticket  and  was  the  one  that  they  wanted  to  vote.  They  took  the  ticket 
from  him  and,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  deposited  it  iu  the  box. 

Q.  That  was  the  Batler  ticket! — A.  General  Butler's  name  was  upon 
the  regular  Democratic  and  also  npon  the  Greenback  ticket,  but  there 
was  a  difference  between  the  two  tickets  as  to  the  candidate  for  (.con- 
gress, one  having  the  name  of  John  K.  Tarbox  for  Representative  and 
the  other  that  of  Mr.  Stevens  as  the  nominee  of  the  Greenback  party. 
That  was  the  only  case  of  direct  intimidation,  if  you  might  so  term  it, 
that  came  to  my  notice. 

Q.  I  saw  a  statement  in  some  ot  the  public  prints  that  you  had  been 
an  intimidator  in  connection  with  the  election  in  some  way. — A.  I  saw 
that  statement  the  next  day  after  the  election.  General  Butler,  in  an 
interview  with  the  correspondent  or  reporter  of  the  Herald,  said,  among 
other  things,  that  he  had  been  informed  (I  believe  that  was  the  lan- 
guage) that  ex-Mayor  Stott  bad  forcibly  taken  one  of  his  workmen  to 
the  polls  and  made  him  vote  for  Talbot  against  his  wishes,  or  something 
to  that  effect.  I  afterwards  read  accounts  of  it  in  the  Ni?w  York  Tribune 
or  some  of  the  New  York  papers,  in  which  the  writer  even  went  so  far 
as  to  represent  that  I  had  taken  the  man  from  the  factory,  brought  him 
to  the  polls,  and  bad  gone  with  him  up  to  the  ballot  box. 

Q.  You  may  state  any  circumstance  that  did  take  place. — A.  As  I 
have  said,  I  considered  the  election  to  be  one  of  sufficient  importance 
for  me  to  give  the  entire  day  to  it.  Governor  Talbot  was  a  warm  per- 
sonal friend  of  mine,  and  some  time  previous,  in  talking  with  him  in 
regard  to  the  election,  I  asked  him  what  I  could  do  to  assist  him.  I 
asked  him,  •*  Would  it  do  you  any  good  if  I  were  to  take  the  stump 
awhile!''  I  suppose  he  was  aware  of  the  extent  of  my  abilities  iu  that 
direction,  as  he  did  not  accept  my  offer  very  readily.  He  said  that  the 
trouble  with  this  election  was  that  the  Republicans  seemed  to  be  too 
quiet;  that  we  wanted  personal  effort  put  into  the  campaign,  and  that 
if  the  influential  Republicans  of  the  State  would  put  their  shoulders  to 
the  wheel  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  result  of  the  election.  1  thought 
it  important,  therefore,  to  give  my  time  to  the  election  that  day  ;  and,  as 
I  have  stated,  I  stood  near  the  polls  as  the  voters  came  up,  not  with  a 
design  to  intimidate  any,  but  for  the  purpose  of  stopping  any  who  might 
come  with  a  false  ticket  in  their  hands ;  that  is,  with  General  Butler's 
name  pasted  over  Mr.  Talbot's.  Now,  if  you  do  not  know  it,  I  do  know  it, 
that  in  Lowell  a  majority  of  the  voters  are  very  ignorant,  and  when  one 
of  that  class  comes  to  vote  and  gets  to  the  voting-place,  where  there  are 
perhaps  one  hundred  and  tifty  persons  present,  he  is  immediately  sur- 
rounded by  vote  distributors  on  every  side,  and,  if  he  does  not  know  by 
the  names  upon  it  the  ticket  that  he  wants  to  vote,  he  finds  it  pretty 
difficult  for  him  to  select  it.  Consequently,  I  knew  that  many  men  voted 
contrary  to  their  wishes.  The  Republican  ticket,  as  you  gentlemen  have 
probably  learned  from  the  testimony  you  have  had,  was  a  peculiar 
ticket ;  one  that  could  be  seen  of  all  men.  I  stood  by  with  the  Republican 
ticket  and  when  I  saw  a  gentleman  come  with  that  ticket  (in  fact,  having 
been  there  all  my  life,  all  the  gentlemen  of  the  ward  were  known  to  me) 
I  would  say,  "  Have  you  the  regular  Republican  ticket  I "  In  some  cases 
they  would  answer  '*  Yes,"  and  go  on.  In  other  cases,  upon  a  ticket 
being  unfolded,  the  fa^t  would  be  disclosed  that  the  name  '^  Benjamin  F. 
Butler"  had  been  pasted  over  the  name  ^'Thomus  Talbot,"  and  I  would 
say,  "  You  see  they  have  pasted  that  ticket."  They  would  throw  down 
the  ticket  iu  disgust,  take  one  from  me,  and  put  that  one  iu  the  box. 
Toward  the  close  of  the  day  I  stepped  out  toward  the  center  of  the  ward- 
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just  tlieu  a  man  in  our  employ  came  in  to  vote.  As  ho  came 
airly  beset  by  these  ward  distributors,  who  completely  covered 
f^ith  ballots.  I  suppose  that  he  had  nineteen  or  twenty  when 
Fhere  I  was.  I  said  to  him,  ''John,  this  is  the  reji:iilar  ticket.'' 
I  around  him  said,  ^No  interlering  with  this  man;"  and  I 
)y  the  shoulder  and  said,  ''  Let  this  man  ahme,  let  this  man 
J  pleiises;''  gave  him  a  little  push  and  he  went  toward  the 
ever  knew  what  tieket  he  voted  until  onii  <lay  about  a  month 
;  when  1  asked  him,  '*  John,  what  ticket  did  v(m  nut  in  the 
ber  day  ? "  He  replied,  *'  Why,  I  put  in  the  regular  liepublicau 
ilways  vote  that  ticket.''  So  far  as  my  own  connection  with 
Jatiou  or  bulldozing  of  voters  in  Lowell  is  concerned,  that  is 
it. 

man  has  been  always,  or  for  many  years,  a  Republicau  ? — A. 
my  knowledge  goes,  he  has  always  been  a  Republican, 
you  understood  him  to  be*  a  Republican  at  that  time! — A.  I 

5  any  doings  you  have  observed  on  the  part  of  Democrats 
e  calculated  to  intimidate  voters;  auything  which  shows  any 
ig  or  class  inliuence  over  the  Irish  vote  ot  your  city  by  the 
ligent  individuals  ot  their  own  race  or  from  other  sources! — 
y  know  that  I  can  call  it  intimidation.  I  think  that  with  us, 
,  nearly  everybody  is  allowed  to  vote  as  he  pleases.  But  I 
ed  that  of  late  years  tlie  vote  distributors  of  the  Demociatic 
largely  of  the  Irish  nationality,  young  Irishmen  (either  hired 
te  the  tickets  or  doing  it  because  they  prefer  that  party),  who 
round  those  of  their  associates  or  of  their  own  nationalitv  who 
the  ward-room  and  fix  their  tickets,  so  to  speak.  That  is  the 
y  use,  I  believe,  "  fix  the  ticket.''  If  there  is  any  one  running 
ther  ticket  whose  name  they  want  to  substitute  for  another, 
te  it,"  as  they  use  the  term.  The  men  coming  to  vote  would 
rideil  by  these  men,  who  would  quite  keep  control  of  them, 
,  until  they  got  quite  up  to  the  polling-box.  It  those  voters 
iiacbed  by  Republicans  or  given  a  Republican  ticker,  whoever 
approach  would  be  simply  driven  away,  though  only  by  lan- 
3ourse;  by  expressions  such  as  ''  You  can't  have  this  man,'' or 
:hat  effect.  As  far  as  intimidation  is  concernt^d,  I  consider 
is  none  in  Massachusetts. 

ither  side! — A.  None  on  either  side  particularly,  except  in  au 
uch  as  that  which  I  have  related  that  came  under  my  own 
n   in   regard  to  the    chairman  of  the  Democratic  city  com- 

ere  not,  comparatively,  a  larger  laboring  population  in  your 
I  in  any  other  of  the  manufacturing  Stales  ? — A.  1  am  not  able 
8  to  that.     A  large  pro[>ortion  of  our  operatives  are  females, 
t  is  the  preserit  population  of  Lowell  ? — A..  About  fifty  thou- 

at  next  to  Boston  the  largest  city  of  the  commonwealth  I — 
:  that  Lowell  and  Worcester  are  very  near  together,  and  that 
nee  is  in  favor  of  W4)r<!ester  by  a  few  hundred  voters.  I  think 
n  the  voting-list  al)out  9,000  voters 

have  l)een  connected  with  the  manufacturing  business  all  your 
Yes,  sir. 

necessarily  have  an  extensive  knowledge  of  it  throughout  the 
t  that  election  or  at  the  Presidential  election  of  1876,  did  you 
ti.v  intimidation  of  the  operatives  on  the  part  of  their  employ- 
l  never  did. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  meetiug  at  the  Parker  House  in  this  city  in  Octo- 
ber?— A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  Were  you  advised  that  there  would  be  such  a  meeting  ? — A.  I  was 
not. 

Q.  Yon  are  a  manufacturer  yourself! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (Jonnected  wnth  what  establishment? — A.  The  Belvidere  Woolen 
Mills. 

Q.  How  many  men  do  they  employ? — A.  We  have  in  our  employ 
about  forty  men. 

Q.  Of  what  nationality  are  they  ? — A.  They  are  English,  Irish,  one  or 
two  Scotch,  and  two  or  three  Americans. 

Q.  There  are  how  many  voters  among  them  ? — A.  I  think  twenty -live 
or  twenty -six  voters. 

Q.  Are  they  Irish  or  English  principally  ? — A.  They  are  English  and 
Irish  both. 

Q,  Is  ttie  preponderance  of  nationality  among  the  voters  in  tavor  of 
the  Irish  or  the  English  ? — A.  I  think  they  are  nearly  even  divided. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  politics  of  the  Irishmen  ? — A.  I  know  the  poli- 
tic* of  several  of  them. 

Q.  What  are  they  ? — A.  Republicans. 

Q.  Are  the  Irishmen  all  Republicnns? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  there  any  Democrats  in  your  mill  at  all  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  About  how  many  f — A.  I  should  judge  there  were  about  half  a 
dozen. 

^i.  Out  of  the  twenty-six  or  twenty-seven  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  been  at  the  polls  before  all  day  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When?— A.  Several  years  ago. 

Q.  Were  you  there  in  the  Tilden  cami>aig*j  all  day  ? — A.  I  was  not 
there  all  day. 

Q.  You  did  not,  then,  take  part  on  the  election  day  in  1876  all  day  ? — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  in  November,  1877  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  staid  all  day  last  fall  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  all  but  one  hour. 

Q.  Did  you  distribute  tickets  to  the  employes  of  your  mills  as  they 
came  up  ? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Were  the  tickets  distributed  to  them  before  they  came  up  ? — A. 
Not  to  my  knowledge. 

f  Q.  Who  is  your  managing  and  controlling  man  in  regard  to  the  opera- 
tives in  the  mills  ? — A.  Our  concern  is  not  a  very  large  one.  My  father 
is  the  chiet  manufacturer;  I  come  next,  and  then  we  have  a  cousin  of 
mine  named  John  Stott. 

Q.  Was  he  at  the  polls? — A.  He  was. 

Q.  Was  your  father  there  ? — A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  Is  John  JStott  in   the  habit  of  being  at  the  polls  all  daj' ? — A. 
He  is. 

Q.  How  many  of  the  men  from  your  mills  vot^d  that  day  ? — A.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  me  to  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  >ou  try  to  prevent  any  of  the  men  from  voting  for  Butler! — 
A.  I  4lid  not. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  of  the  men  Talbot  tickets  ? — A.  I  did  not  except, 
that  is,  in  passing  me. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  want  to  know  whether,  as  they  passed  you,  you  did 
not  give  the  democrats  Talbot  tickets. — A.  I  might  have  done  it. 

Q.  And  told  them  that  that  was  the  ticket  for  them  to  vote? — A.  I 
might  have  done  it. 
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Q.  Foa  told  that  to  iudependent  men  ? — A.  I  might  have  doue  it. 

^  i  These  men  have  famih'es  ! — A.  Many  of  them. 
Q.  Did  you  discharge  anybody  for  voting  last  year  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

i  Q.  Was  any  word  given  out  by  your  foreman  or  anj'body  connected 
tfrb  the  mill  as  to  how  you  wanted  them  to  vote! — A.  I  think  not. 

Q  You  left  that  until  election  day  ! — A.  Yes ;  I  did  not  make  any 
puticalar  effort,  but  I  presume,  as  many  of  these  employes  had  been 
Hth  as  so  many  years  and  I  being  quite  familiar  with  them,  that  in  talk- 
hf  orer  political  matters  I  asked  them — I  have  no  doubt  I  asked  several 
f  them — bow  they  were  going  to  vote.  Many  of  them  told  me  they 
'Cre  going  to  vote  for  Butler,  and  I  endeavored  to  dissuade  them. 

Q.  Then  you  presented  yourself  at  the  polls  to  carry  that  out  by  moral 
rfioeoce  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  first  time  for  several  years? — A.  The  first  time  for  several 
iars. 

Q.  I  would  be  glad  if  you  would  tell  me  to  how  many  Democratic  em- 
i)y^  of  yours  you  gave  the  Republican  ticket  ? — A.  I  cannot  fix  the 
mber. 

(2.  Do  you  know  how  many  of  your  employes  voted  for  Butler  at  the 
Mx^ding  elc*ction  for  Representative  in  Congress? — A.  Butler  then 
8  the  Republican  nominee.  I  presume  that  a  large  proportion  of  them 
;ed  for  him. 

J.  Did  the  Democrats  in  the  mill  vote  for  Butler  then  as  well  as  the 
publicans? — A.  It  is  really  an  impossibility  for  me  to  tell  you  that, 
siuse  I  do  not  know,  but  I  presume  that  many  of  them  did. 
}.  Of  course  you  voted  for  Butler  yourself  ? — A.  I  voted  for  Butler 
I  took  a  very  prominent  part  in  securing  his  election. 
I.  You  reversed  that  action  last  year,  though  f — A.  I  did. 
^  You  felt  that  it  was  important  it  should  be  done  ? — A.  I  felt  that 
neral  Butler  wns  a  turncoat,  that  he  had  left  the  Republican  party 
reasons  best  known  to  himself,  and  consequently  that  I  would  do  my 
t  to  elect  the  nominee  of  the  Republican  party. 
i-  Hence  you  went  to  the  polls  and  did  the  best  that  you  could  do? — 
1  did  the  best  I  could  ;  yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

},  At  what  time  had  you  this  conversation  with   Governor  Talbot 

)at  your  being  one  of  the  speakers  ? — A.  It  might  have  been  a  month 

jvious  to  the  election. 

J.  Where  did  it  occur  ? — A.  1  have  forgotten  now.     He  has  a  place 

business  in  Lowell,  and  it  may  have  been  there,  when  I  called  to  see 

n.    He  resides  four  miles  from  Lowell,  but  has  an  oflBce  in  Lowell. 

^.  You  called  to  tender  your  services  to  him  as  a  speaker  ? — A.  I 

ked  him  if  there  was  anything  I  could  do.     Among  other  things  I 

M  him  if  there  was  a  lack  of  speakers,  and  said  I  might  be  able  to 

y  a  word  in  his  favor. 

Q.  He  did  not  think  you  could  be  efficient  in   that  way  ? — A.  He  4lid 

't.    He  thought  that  if  we  couhl  put  a  little  more  personal  efl^brt  into 

e  campaign  it  would  be  better  than  talk. 

Q.  And  from  that  time  on,  you  did  put  more  personal  effort  into  the 

mpaign  ? — A.  Well,  I  put  a  good  deal. 

Q.  VViiat  do  you  mean,  exactly,  by  '*  personal  effort"? — A.  I  mean, 

liinp:  an  active  interest  in  the  election. 

Q.  Talkinu^  personally,  do  you  mean  ? — A.  No;  looking  after  the  cau- 

wsJDgof  voters ;  looking  after  any  other  matters  that  might  come  up; 

redistribution  of  documents ;  anything  of  that  sort. 
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Q.  Does  it  not  imply  a  personal  inflneDce  or  effort  as  far  as  you  can 
exert  such  influence  and  eft'ort? — A.  Yes,  sir;  to  exert  a  personal  infln 
ence  as  far  as  that  can  be  done. 

Q.  Is  not  that  exertion  made  by  seeing  the  voter  himself  rather  than 
by  trying  to  see  how  many  persons  may  vote  f — A.  Oftentimes  it 
may  be. 

Q.  Jn  exercising  this  personal  inflaence  that  Governor  Talbot  desired 
you  to  use,  did  you  not  make  it  known  to  all  persons,  those  who  were 
engaged  in  the  mills  as  well  as  others,  that  you  did  fe*^l  a  very  decided 
personal  interest  in  the  success  of  Governor  Talbot  and  in  the  defeat  of 
General  Butler? — A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did.  My  own  feelings,  as  far 
as  the  two  candidates  were  concerned,  were  certainly  in  tavor  of  Mr. 
Talbot  from  the  fact  that  he  was  the  Republican  nominee,  and  also  from 
the  fact  that  I  had  known  him  for  so  many  years  intimately. 

Q.  You  were  ready  to  go  on  the  stump  and  proclaim  it  to  the  world 
it  Talbot  had  been  of  the  same  opinion  on  that  subject! — A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Now,  as  you  did  not  go  on  the  stump A.  1  did  g«*  on  the  stump 

a  little;  made  a  few  speeches. 

Q.  In  what  particular  neighborhood;  within  sound  of  your  own  fac- 
tory!— A.  No,  sir;  beyond  that. 

Q.  Within  sound  of  it! — A.  No;  no  man  with  an  ear- trumpet  could 
have  heard  me. 

Q.  Within  sound  of  your  own  operatives! — A.  No.  They  could  have 
read  what  I  said  if  it  had  been  put  in  the  papers. 

Q.  Could  they  not  have  heard  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Could  they  not  have  known  without  reading  the  papers  that  you 
were  unusually  active  and  energetic,  and  felt  the  necessity  of  using 
j'Our  personal  influence! — A.  They  might  have  known  it ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  your  operatives  voted  for  Butler 
that  day! — A.  1  know  they  have  told  me  since  that  they  voted  for  But- 
ler. I  know  that  my  cousin  asked  how  so  and -so  was  going  to  vote, 
and  they  told  me  he  was  a  Butler  Democrat,  and  he  afterwards  told  me 
that  he  voted  for  Butler. 

Q.  Who  was  that  so  and-8o  ! — A.  A  young  man  who  works  in  our 
finishing  department. 

Q.  And  you  inquired  of  your  cousin  ! — A.  He  was  our  clerk  then  and 
is  now. 

Q.  You  inquired  of  him  how  this  young  man  was  going  to  vote,  and 
he  said  he  was  going  to  vote  for  Butler.  So  that  you  know^  that  one  of 
your  employes  did  vote  for  Butler  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  do  you  say  voted  for  him  the  year  before,  when  he  wjis 
the  Republican  candidate! — A.  It  is  impossible  to  say.  A  large  ma- 
jority voted  for  him. 

Q.  When  you  were  for  him  they  were  for  him  ;  when  you  were  against 
him  they  were  against  him,  except  this  one  ! — A.  I  don't  know  but  that 
there  were  others. 

Q.  Before,  when  you  were  for  him,  there  was  a  large  majority  of  your 
employes  for  him  ;  on  this  occasion,  when  you  were  active  in  using  your 
personal  influence  against  him,  you  do  not  know  of  but  one  who  voted 
for  him  f — A.  You  must  bear  in  mind  that  when  he  ran  for  Congress  he 
ran  as  a  Republican,  and  that  a  tnajority  of  employes  in  this  mill  are 
Republicans. 

Q.  Still  there  are  quite  a  number  of  Democrats  there,  you  say  ! — 
A.  Yes,  quite  a  numU'r  of  Democrats. 

Q.  Out  ot  all  the  Democrats  do  you  know  of  only  one  Democrat  who 
did  not  follow  your  personal  lead  this  time! — A.  I  know  of  that  one. 
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it  yoar  mill  is  tolerably  harmonious  on  the  subject  of  poli- 

X  has  always  been. 

:)retty  unanimous  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
is  not  any  great  need  for  what  they  call   '  bulldozing^  in 

i  there  ! — A.  I  should  not  think  that  there  was. 

Mily  necessary  for  them  to  know  how  you  are  personally  ex- 
influence  t — A.  I  don't  know  about  that  matter. 

aid  that  the  year  before  a  majority  were  for  him  f — A.  True ; 

nswered  your  question  that  a  majority  were  Kepublicans, 

'or  him  as  he  was  the  Republican  nominee. 

is  you  were  for  him  because  he  was  the  Republican  nominee, 

or  him  f — A.  VVe  wanted  to  send  him  to  Congress  to  offset 

rere  endeavoring  to  make  a  solid  North  against  a  solid  South  ; 

le  cue  ? — A.  That  was  our  idea. 

Ben.  Hill  was  your  objective  point.     He  was  the  man  at  the 

hom  you  were  aiming  more  especially  ? — A.  He  was,  for  our 

bought  he  ought  to  be  there  to  look  after  him. 

r  tliought  he  ought  to  be  thereto  look  after  him,  and  you 

toot — A.  Yes;  we  thought  that,  as  that  was  his  speci>il 
i'would  send  'jim  there. 

y'our  employes  rather  acted  and  thought  the  same  way  f — 
ite^l  the  same  way,  many  of  them. 

you  say  that  this  chairman  ot  this  Democratic  city  committee 
ig  there  and  men  came  up  with  tickets  in  their  hands — not 

tickets,  were  they  f — A.  I  am  not  able  to  say. 
I  you  not  tell  very  easily  ! — A.  Yes,   I  could  have  told.     I 

they  were  not  Republican  tickets,  because  the  Republican 
yesLT  was  a  peculiar  ticket, 
e  understood  so.     It  was  easily  discerned ;  but  they  had 

tickets,  and  the  Democratic  manager  did  not  know  but  that 
>s  had  been  doctored! — A.  They  did  not  have  Democratic 

what  kind  of  tickets  <lid  they  have! — A.  The  tickets  that 

ated  at  last  fall  election  were  headed  "Labor  Reform";  that 

enback  tickets.     General  Butler's  nnme  headed  all  of  those 

link,  and  several  of  the  nominees  were  of  the  Greenback  per- 

)hen  there  was  the  straight  Democratic  ticket.    These  that  I 

from  the  hands  of  the  voters  were,  in  my  opinion,  the  Green- 

s. 

were  getting  things  a  little  confused  and  this  chairman  was 

tig  the  matter  out,  is  that  it! — A.  My  impression  is  that  he 

e3'  did  not  know  how  they  ought  to  vote,  and  that,  to  pre- 

istakes,  he  would  give  them  the  simon  pure  ticket. 

as  to  the  tickets  they  brought  up  that  had  somebody's  name 

n  them;  whose  name  was  it! — A.  That  I  couldn't  tell  you. 

ou  were  there  to  see  that  they  did  not  paste  Biuler's  name 

:'s!     You,  on  your  side,  were  trying  to  keep  them  straight,  as 

m  on   the  other  side  was  trying  to  keep  the  tickets  on  his 

It! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

be  doing  anything  unlawful,  in  your  opiuon  !     Was  he  trying 

coerce  the  men  into  voting  in  a  way  different  from  that  in 

were  inclined  to  vote! — A.  Yon  must  draw  your  own  infer- 

he  circumstances  as  I  have  related  them. 

am  asking  for  the  opinion  that  you   had  of  his  act  at  the 

you  were  standing  by  his  side! — A.  Taking  forcibly  a  ticket 
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from  tbe  band  of  a  voter  and  substituting  another  would  not  appear  to 
be  a  lawful  act. 

Q.  1  do  not  propose  to  enter  into  an  argument  about  it,  bat  I  am  ask- 
ing you  what  you  thought  of  it,  then,  when  standing  by  his  side?—  A.  I 
thought  it  was  something  of  an  outrage. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  soT — A.  I  don't  remember.  We  had  more  or  less 
of  cbafi'ering  back  and  forth. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  that  he  was  committing  an  outrage! — A.  I  may 
have.    I  don't  remember. 

Q.  When  you  were  taking  tickets  out  of  the  hands  of  Republicans 
and  putting  straight  ones  in  their  hands,  what,  do  you  suppose,  did  he 
think  of  that?— «A.  Did  I  testify  that  I  took  any  out? 

Q.  You  gave  them  other  tickets.  Did  you  not  put  other  tickets  in 
their  hands? — A.  I  held  them  out  in  this  way.  They  took  them  from 
me. 

Q^  Were  any  of  those  who  took  tickets  from  you  employes  of  your 
mill  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  They  were  outside  parties  ? — A.  They  were  outside  parties. 

Q.  When  you  were  handing  out  tickets  to  the  men  because  you  were 
apprehensive  that  they  might  have  Republican  tickets  on  which  there 
had  been  some  doctoring  done,  what  did  the  chairman  of  the  Democratic 
city  committee,  who  was  standing  by  you,  say  about  that? — A.  I  don't 
think  he  sai<l  anything. 

Q.  You  thought  it  was  an  outrage  for  him  to  take  tickets  from  Demo- 
crats coming  up  there  and  give  them  straight  tickets,  but  that  it  was 
perfectly  right  for  you  to  give  Republicans  straight  tickets  ? — A.  It  was 
right  in  the  way  that  I  gave  them. 

Q.  You  were  more  polite  about  it  than  he.  You  said,  ''  If  you  please, 
sir";  while  he,  you  say,  snatched  them  out  of  the  hands  of  the  men  and 
said,  "  Here's  the  ticket  you  want."  You  are  sure  that  3  our  act  was  per- 
fectly right  and  that  his  was  wrong? — A.  I  am  sure  that  mine  was  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  McDonald.  But  you  have  undertaken  to  judge  of  his  action  and 
your  own  also? 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Have  you  e\:er  known  any  instance  whatever  wherein  any  maoa- 
factuiing  corporation  or  any  one  in  their  behalf  has  discharged  an  em- 
ploye for  having  voted  as  he  pleased  ? — A.  It  never  has  come  under  my 
observation  in  the  city  of  Lowell. 

By  tbe  Chairman: 

Q.  You  meant  to  have  your  men  vote  against  Butler? — A.  So  far  as 
they  would — yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  mean  that  all  the  power  that  could  be  exercised  and 
all  the  influence  that  could  be  brouficht  to  bear  there  should  be  exercised 
and  brought  to  bear  in  favor  of  Talbot  ? — A.  I  believe  that  any  man  en- 
titled to  the  suffrage  has  the  right  to  exercise  it  freelj^;  and  so  far  as  any 
man  wished  to  vote  for  Butler,  he  was  not  intimidated  in  any  way. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question. — A.  Of  course  I  exerted  every  reasona- 
ble influence  I  could  to  secure  their  votes  for  Talbot.  Now,  I  must  take 
back  that  statement,  because  I  do  not  think  I  interviewed  more  than 
two  or  three  of  our  people  previous  to  the  election.  That  is  my  impres- 
sion now. 

Q.  Then  you  did  interview  some  of  them  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  them  ?— A.  I  simply  asked  how  they  were  going 
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jlOTOte;  and  if  they  were  going  to  vote  for  Batler  I  tried  to  dissuade 

PfD,  to  have  them  to  vote  the  other  way. 
Q.  .Did  you  not  propose  that  they  should  vote  the  other  way  f — A.  It 
simply  to  dissuade  them  from  4ioing  it. 
Q.  Did  you  not  propose  to  have  your  employes  vote  for  Talbot  and 
liDSt  Butler  t     Answer  that  question. — A.  Only  so  far  as 

\  Q.  Answer  the  question  yes  or  no. — A.  You   must    accept  the  an- 

Iterasl  give  it. 

^  Q.  Answer  that  question— whether  you,  in  your  own  mind,  did  not 

r»po»e  to  have  your  employes  vote  for  Talbot  and  against  Butler — yes 
no*— A.  1  shall  answer  it  no. 

Q.  Now,  you  can  explain. — A.  Because  of  the  fact  as  far  as  I  have  ex- 
^r^'d  it  heretofore.  I  used  ail  the  influence  that  1  could  to  dissuade 
tiioseinen  with  whom  I  talked.  I  don't  think  I  interviewed  more  than 
^If  a  dozen  of  the  Republicans;  but  those  I  did  interview,  if  1  found 
fc^j  were  Butler  men,  I  endeavored  to  dissuade  from  voting  for  Butler. 
Q.  You  exercised  all  the  influence  over  them  that  you  could  morally, 
'ao^oo  tell  us  the  argument  you  made  use  off — A.  I  cannot. 
Q.  Can  yon  tell  us  how  you  compared  Butler  with  Talbot  ? — A.  I  pre- 
KjDf  1  must  have  compared  them.  Talbot  was  a  stockholder  in  one  of 
Br  mills ;  be  was  well  known  ;  in  fact,  souje  of  our  men  ha4l  worked  for 
im. 

Q.  Did  you  n4)t  tell  them  that  the  mills  would  have  to  stop  if  Butler 
selected f — A.  It  is  impossible  that  I  used  that  argument. 
Q.  Too  believed  in  Talbot's  financial  theorien  being  beneficial  to  la- 
ir; did  you  not  tell  them  that! — A.  1  presume  1  posted  them  in  Tal- 
^V  money  views  as  opposed  to  the  general's  greenback  theories. 
(j.  Yon  cannot  give  me  the  number  of  Irishmen  in  your  employ  who 
itnl  for  Butler! — A.  I  have  given  you  one;  whether  there  were  others 
Dot,  I  do  not  know  personally. 

Q.  He  voted  last  fall  a  sealed  envelope  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  An  open  ballot,  easily  distinguishable! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Do  3^ou  recollect  any  Irishman^  one  of  your  men,  who  passed  you 
HDg  to  the  polls  with  a  Butler  ticket  in  his  hand  ! — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  any  man  in  your  employ  voted  under  any  fear 
At  he  would  be  discharged  if  he  voted  for  General  Butler! — A.  I  am 
^fident,  as  I  have  said  here,  that  he  did  noc. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  You  have  said  that  there  were  only  some  half-dozen  Irish  Demoerats 
your  employ  ! — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  stated  any  exact  number, 
hire  are  a>)out  twenty  five  voters.  I  think  that  the  majority  of  tht-m 
re  Republicans.  Perhaps  there  may  have  been  six  or  eight  who  would 
lass  themselves  as  Democrats. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Thei*e  was  one  of  your  men  who  got  a  Democratic  ticket  into  his 
auds,  but  whom  >ou  ma<Ie  all  right  t)efore  be  got  to  the  polls  ! — A. 
iht^y  got  many  tickets.    There  were  all  kinds  of  tickets  there. 

Q.  I  refer  to  the  one  who  was  pushed  by  ^ou  in  the  direction  of  the 
X)ll8?— A.  That  man,  as  he  was  coming  in,  received  all  the  tickets  as 
^hey  were  given  to  him,  some  nineteen  or  twenty  of  them,  and  got  coii- 
fuiied;  and  when  he  got  to  where  I  was  I  gave  him  tbesimon*pure  ticket, 
aQ«l  told  him,  ^*  This  is  the  Republican  ticket,  John." 
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Q.  He  was  liable  to  be  apset  and  yoa  thought  to  straighten  hii 
out! — A.  Yes. 

By  the  Chaiuman; 

Q.  Was  that  '^Joliii"  an  Irishman  or  an  Englishman? — A.  He  wi 
of  Irish  nationality.  1  have  seen  many  Americans  ^et  confused  amh 
like  circumstances. 


Edwin  Moobe  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  f — Answer.  In  East  Douglass. 

Q.  What  is  >  our  occupation  there  f — A.  Agent  of  the  Douglass  Axi 
Manufacturing  Company. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  such  t — A.  About  fifteen  years. 

Q.  Is  your  establishment  a  corporation  or  a  private  firm  ? — A.  It  is 
corporation. 

Q.  Who  is  the  president  ot  itf — A.  Mr.  Perkins,  of  Uostou. 

Q.  As  agent,  what  is  your  business  in  connection  with  the  company^ 
— A.  I  am  the  manufacturing  agent  and  attend  to  the  manufacture 
the  goods. 

Q.  Uow  many  hands  are  employed  by  that  company  f — A.  About 
three  hundred. 

Q.  Of  those  300,  how  many  are  voters  f^— A.  I  judge  there  may  be  some- 
thing like  one  iiundred  and  fifty  to  two  hundred. 

Q.  What  are  their  politics  ordinarily  when  you  can  tell  what  a  man's 
politicsare  in  Massachusetts? — A.  I  judge  that  a  majority,  perhaps,  of  tbe 
voters  are  Bepublicans. 

(J.  Can  you  give  the  proportion  any  more  closely  than  that  t — A.  My 
impression  is  that  perhaps  about  two-thirds  may  be  Republicans;  I 
am  not  very  well  posted  in  regard  to  their  politics. 

Q.  Who  is  Albert  Butler  f — A.  He  is  foreman  in  the  forging  depart- 
ments, in  the  chopping-axes. 

Q.  How  many  hands  are  employed  in  the  forging  department  f— A.  In 
his  department  there  are  about  fifty. 

Q.  What  are  your  politics  f — A.  1  am  a  Republican. 

Q.  It  has  been  testified  to  by  certain  witnesses  here  substantially  that 
they  had  heard  that  at  the  last  State  election  you  told  the  men  or  some 
of  the  men  in  the  employment  of  the  East  Douglass  Axe  Company,  that 
if  they  voted  for  Butler  they  would  be  discharged.  Did  you  ever  t^l 
any  man  connected  with  that  establishment  anything  of  the  kind  ?— A. 
I  never  intimated  to  any  living  man  anything  of  the  kind. 

The  Chairman.   No  one  testified  to  that  as  to  Mr.  Moore  at  all. 

Mr.  Platt  (after  discussion  as  to  the  purport  of  the  testimouy 
already  given),  if  I  have  misstated  what  some  of  the  witnesses  have 
said  I  am  glad  to  be  corrected.  (To  the  witness:)  I  will  ask  you,  then, 
this,  whether,  at  the  last  Presidential  election,  or  at  any  election  Muce 
1876,  you  have  said  to  your  emplo3'es,  or  in  any  way  given  them  to  un- 
derstand, that  if  they  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  they  would  be  dis- 
charged or  would  suiter  in  any  manner  from  your  hands  or  from  tbe 
hands  of  the  company  t — A.  I  never  intimated  anything  of  the  kind  to 
any  man  on  our  works,  never. 

Q.  It  is  said  that  you  talked  with  some  of  the  men  in  your  works  ou 
politics! — A  1  presume  that  I  have.  1  have  no  recollecriou  of  talking 
to  any  particular  one.     It  is  very  common  for  us  to  talk  twice  a  year 
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dc8  in  oar  State,  and  I  presume  1  may  have  talked  to  our  men  on 

• 

is  8aid  that  you  told  Demo<!rats  or  told  your  iiieu  that  it  was  for 
terest  to  vote  against  Butler.     What  is  the  fa<?t  as  to  that  f — A.  I 

0  recollection  of  saying  it  to  any  particular  man.  I  presume  1 
have  said  in  our  conversations  with  our  help  or  anybody  else, 
bought  it  was  to  their  interest  to  vote  for  Talbot  last  fall. 

1  saying  so,  <lid  you  inteud  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  they 
»affer  any  if  they  did  not  so  vote! — A.  I  did  not. 

0  you  believe  that  any  man  in  your  establishment  uuderstood 
f — A.  I  do  not;  1  never  heard  it  intimated  that  any  mau  under- 
nything  ot  the  kind  from  me  until  within  v.he  last  three  days. 
T'ds  any  constraint  used  by  you  upon  your  men  with  reference  to 
>ting,  in  the  election  of  1878! — A.  None  whatever. 

Tere  you  at  the  polls  on  election-4lay  f — A.  I  was. 
That  did  you  do  there! — A.  I  distributed   votes  awhile,  for  an 
two,  perhaps. 

Tere  yon  distributing  votes  voluntarily  or  under  some  appoint- 
-A.  Under  an  appointment.     At  the  Republican  caucus  I  had 
i08eu  as  one  of  the  vote  distributers. 
on  have  always  been  an  active  Republican  ! — A.  I  have.    1  have 

1  part  for  a  great  many  years. 

ad  you  ever  distributed  votes  before! — A.  I  think  I  had,  but 
y  often.     1  have  done  so  w  henever  I  have  been  chosen  as  a  vote 
Iter.     I  have  been  moderator  of  the  meeting  many  times,  oftener, 
*,  than  any  other  man  in  the  last  dozen  years.     I  was  town  clerk 
ars,  and  1  have  not  unfrequently   been  chosen  as  rallying  com- 
bat not  very  often  as  vote  distributer.     I  believe  I  have  always 
•henever  I  have  been  chosen  in  that  capacity. 
0  whom  did  you  distribute  votes! — A.  To  anv  one  who  would 
em.     I  stood  near  the  entrance  of  tiie  hall,  near  the  door,  while 
istribute,  as  people  came  in.     Several  of  the  vote  distributers 
ere  and  stood  beside  me.     I  remtMnl»er  that  Mr.  Draper  was  one 
IS  beside  me.     He  was  distributing  the  Butler  ticket  and  I  the 
ticket.     As  people  came  in  we  oft'ercd  them  tickets. 
^ere  your  ettbrts  confined  to  the  people  who  worked  in  the  mills, 
they  directed  to  all  ! — A.  They  were  <lirected  to  all. 
)  is  said  that  vou  were  there  to  watch  how  the  men  voted.     How 
It? — A.  I  was  not.    I  don't  know  how  they  voted.    I  was  not  within 
>et  of  the  voting  place  most  of  the  time,  certainly  not  while  I  was 
iting.     I  was  at  <me  end  of  the  hall,  the  voting  place  was  at  the 
e  end  of  the  hall,  and   I  distributed  votes  to  such  as  chose  to 
em.     I  never  followed  a  voter  up  to  the  polls  during  the  day. 
»o  you  know  whether  politics  were  freely  talked  in  the  shop  and 
the  hands  on  both  sides  in  the  Douglass  Axe  Factory! — A.  I 
hey  were.    That  is  usually  the  case.     For  a  wei*k  or  two  along 
the  election  they  generally  discuss  the  matter  more  or  less. 
iTho  is  the  inspector  of  the  forging  department  ! — A.  Albert  But- 
le  inspector  of  the  forging  of  the  axes.    He  has  the  bits  and  belts, 
ve  several  inspectors. 
4  he  salaried  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

lave  you  any  knowledge  that  he  used  any  undue  influence  upon 
your  shop  as  to  how  they  should  vote  in  that  election  ! — A.  I 
ot,  and  as  I  said  before,  I  never  heard  that  there  had  been  any  un 
Inence  used 'by  myself  or  Deacon  Butler  or  any  one  eKse  until 
a  week. 
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Q.  Was  there  auy  understanding  between  you  as  agent  of  the  coTpi0 
ration,  and  Butler,  as  to  the  part  he  should  take  among  the  meoji^ 
reference  to  the  election  ! — A.  None  at  all.  The  subject  was  iiera^ 
mentioned  between  us.  Our  men,  I  think,  understood  generally,  I  hai(P' 
stated  it  myself,  that  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  vot«  alj  they  please 
that  I  diil  not  propose  to  dictate.     1  never  have. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  to  your  men  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  At  what  time?— A.  1  have  stated  it  a  good  many  times. 

Q.  Within  the  last  two  years! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  particulai 
having  stated  it  last  spring. 

Q.  That  was  a  town  election.     We  are  not  inquiring  as  to  that.— J 
I  don't  remember  that  I  said  that  last  tall.     I  do  not  think  that  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Warren  Casey  ? — A.  I  do. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  Was  this  statement  which  3^ou  made  to  your  men  last  spring,  tl 
they  were  free  to  vote  as  they  pleased,  a  general  statement,  that  is 
say,  a  statement  which  gave  them  to  understand  that  you  wanted 
to  vote  as  they  pleased   generally  and  not  merely  at  that  partical 
time  f — A.  It  was  in  regard  to  the  town  election. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  do  not  remember  making 
statement  last  tall  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  having  made  it  last  fall. 

Q.  Do  you  rememt>er  having  made  it  in  former  years  f — A.  Last  sprii 
is  the  only  time  to  which  I  have  reference. 

Q.  How  were  your  men  taken  to  the  polls  ! — A.  They  went  as  tl 
usually  go;  some  ride,  some  keep -to  the  teams,  some  goon  foot 

Q.  By  whom  are  the  teams  furnished  f — A.  I  think  that  a  majority 
the  teams  were  furnished  by  Mr.  Roberts  and  by  Mr.  Knapp ;  I  do  n< 
know  who. 

y.  Were  they  furnished  by  the  company  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  each  political  party  furnish  teams  to  take  men  to  the  i)ollst— 
A.  I  think  they  did — that  is,  a  few  teams.  My  impression  is  that  both 
parties  furnished  some  teams. 

Q.  Di<l  you  supply  the  men  with  Talbot  tickets  prior  to  going  to  tbe 
polls? — A.  1  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Warren  Casey  ? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  was  he  discharged  from  the  employmeDtof 
the  company  on  account  of  auy  vote  which  he  had  cast,  or  on  ac<x)aut 
of  his  politics! — A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  Was  auy  man,  to  your  knowledge,  ever  discharged  on  account  of 
his  politics  ? — A.  There  never  was  a  man  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  One-third  of  the  men  in  your  employ,  you  say,  are  Democrats. 
How  long  have  some  of  them  been  there! — A.  From  ten  to  twenty  five, 
some  perhaps  thirty  years. 

Q.  And  ^ou  have  known  them  to  be  Democrats! — A.  O,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  l>urton  Goddard! — A.  I  do. 

Q.  lias  he  oeen  discharged  from  the  employment  of  the  compauvt— 
A.  JSt>,  sir. 

Q.  He  works  thire  still  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  8o  tar  as  you  know,  has  any  intimation  been  given  to  any  mau  from 
an^\  body  connected  with  the  company  that  he  would  be  in  danger  of  be- 
ing di-charged  if  he  voted  tor  General  Butler! — A.  Jfo,  sir;  I  have  no 
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any  sach  intimations  have  been  given  by  anybody.    Nobody 
ght  to  give  them,  and  I  do  not  think  they  have  been  given. 
^OQ  know  Rnfus  Belden  I — A.  I  do. 

you  know  how  he  vote<l  in  the  election  of  November,  1878  ? — 
ot  know.     I  don't  know  what  his  politics  are;  I  never  ex- 
word  with  him  in  regard  to  politics  in  my  life.    I  don't  know 
es  vote. 

there,  so  far  as  you  know,  any  reason  for  him  to  apprehend 

»ald  be  discharged  if  he  voted  for  General  Butler  ! — A.  No, 

ison,  whatever.     My  impression  is  that  he  was  not  in  our  em- 

at  time — that  he  has  commenced  since  last  fall ;  I  think  so;  I 

be  positive. 

nk  it  appears  that  he  did  in  fact  go  to  work  about  that  time  f 
very  possible. 

ou  know  Mr.  Dudley  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

»s  Mr.  Dudley,  I  believe,  who  stated  that  Belden  had  told  him 
dare  to  vote  for  General  Butler. — A.  I  do  not  know  anything 

Blaib  : 

paring  the  election  of  last  fall  with  other  elections,  as  you 
wn  of  them,  state  whether  or  not  you  have  ever  known  a 
fairer  election  than  that  of  last  fall. — A.  1  do  not  think  that 

you  ever  know  of  any  more  intimidation  on  the  part  of  Re- 
in the  State  than  there  was  at  that  election  1 — A.  No,  sir.  I 
read  in  the  papers  that  there  was  something  of  that  kind,  but 
nothing  in  our  vicinity  that  I  know  of. 

you  know  of  any  discharges  from  employment,  or  of  working 
any  way  coming  to  harm,  because  they  voted  in  a  way  differ- 
.hat  in  which  their  employers  voted  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
ling  in  either  case  that  looked  like  interference  with  the  free- 
le  ballot  on  the  part  of  the  employers  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
r  large  is  your  town  ? — A.  It  has  about  2,000  inhabitants, 
ut  what  is  the  vote  there  t — A.  It  does  not  usually  cast  more 
rotes.    That  is  about  tha  aggregate  vote  ;  it  seldom  exceeds 

said  that  you  had  frequently  told  your  men  that  you  wanted 
3te  as  they  pleased.     1  want  to  know  how  long  ago  it  was  that 

that  statement  tirst.  How  long  have  you  been  at  work  for 
►ration  yourselt! — A.  Twenty-nine  years. 

this  matter  of  the  free  exercise  ot  the  ballot  ever  been  dis- 
itil  l«st  spring;  had  you  ever  before  said  anything  about  it,  or 
wanted  the  men  to  vote  as  they  pleased  1 — A.  1  don't  remem- 
ing  about  it,  but  I  think  that,  411  talking  on  political  matters, 
ide  that  assertion  quite  frequently. 

'e  3*ou  any  doubt  that  it  is  the  general  understanding  among 
»yes  of  that  concern  that  every  man  is  at  liberty  to  vote  as  he 
-A.  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that  every  man  feels  that  he  is 
te  his  political  opinions  without  any  fear.  I  do  not  believe 
» is  any  man  on  the  works  who  ever  fears  there  will  ever  be 
jousequence  coming  to  him  for  voting  his  opinions.    They  are 

any  other  men  in  any  city  of  Massachusetts  or  in  the  United 

never  knew  of  any  evil  consequences  to  come  to  any  of  the 
oting  his  opinions?— A.  No,  sir;  I  never  knew  of  any  since  I 

BOS 
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have  been  connected  with  the  company  and  I  have  been  connected  with 
the  company  as  bookkeeper  and  agent  for  twenty-nine  years. 

Q.  What  other  establishments  are  there  in  your  town  beside  this  one  ? 
— A.  None  bat  what  grow  out  of  ours. 

Q.  This  establishment  covers  really  all  that  employ  operatives  in  the 
town  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  are  a  Republican  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  always  have  been  such  f — A.  I  have  been  such  for  many  years. 

Q.  You  want  the  party  to  win  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  of  course. 

Q.  You  are  anxious  If — A.  Yes,  sir;  not  overanxious. 

Q.  You  were  present  at  the  Presidential  election  of  1876  T — A.  I  do 
not  remember  whether  I  was  or  not. 

Q.  You  were  there  in  1877,  of  course! — A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  But  you  are  sure  you  were  there  last  year,  distributing  tickets  ? — 
A.  I  am  sure  that  T  was  there  last  year  because  I  remember  some  little 
incidents  about  it.  I  know  that  I  stood  at  the  entrance  to  the  hall,  right 
close  to  Mr.  Draper,  who  was  before  you  on  Saturday,  and  that  he  was 
distributing  the  Butler  ticket. 

Q.  Was  not  this  the  first  time  that  you  appeared  as  a  distributor  of 
tickets  at  this  poll  ! — A.  I  think  I  have,  several  times. 

Q.  When  ! — A.  I  could  not  tell  you  ;  I  think  I  have  several  times. 

Q.  You  stood  in  the  center  of  the  room.  What  ticket  did  you  give 
out  I— A.  The  Talbot  ticket. 

Q.  Was  it  open  ! — A.  It  was  an  open  ticket. 

Q.  Anybody  could  see  ho^v  the  man  who  got  it  voted? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  Mr.  Butler  stand  !— A.  Up  at  the  other  end  of  the  ball, 
near  the  ballot-box. 

Q.  Near  the  ballot-box! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  could  see,  t  hen,  how  the  men  who  came  forward  with  the  open 
ticket  voted  ! — A.  Yes,  if  they  did  not  have  them  folded. 

Q.  Is  it  not  the  right  of  the  selectman  to  see  the  ticket  if  the  voter 
votes  an  open  ticket! — A.  Yes,  I  think  they  have.  I  have  not  noticed 
whether  they  saw  the  tickets  of  the  men  from  the  works. 

Q.  Who  in  the  establishment  has  the  largest  number  of  men  under 
him  ! — A.  I  think  that  Mr.  Butler  has.     He  has  about  fifty.  ^is^ 

A.  You,  the  agent,  were  there  distributing  tickets,  and  Mr.  Butler, 
the  next  man,  was  there  looking  on  to  see  if  the  tickets  were  voted! 
Was  that  so  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  am  not  aware  that  that  was  so. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing  ? — A.  He  was  chosen  at  the  caucus.  We 
usually  have,  for  years,  chosen  two.  He  and  Mr.  A.  J.  Thayer  were 
chosen  at  that  time  as  the  challenging  committee. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Thayer! — A.  He  runs  a  grist  mill  in  thctown. 

Q.  He  is  not  connected  with  the  corporation! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  of  the  three  men  selected  by  the  caucus  to  challenge  and  dis- 
tribute votes,  two  were  from  the  corporation  and  one  from  the  grist- 
mill ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  men  has  the  gristmill ! — A.  I  do  not  know  how  many 
employes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  of  the  men  in  your  works  are  Democrats ! — 
A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  did  tell  men  there  that  it  was  to  their  interest  to  vote  for 
Talbot! — A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  telling  anybody,  but  I  presume  I 
may  have  told  them  that. 

Q.  That  is  the  way  you  felt ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  have  told  them 
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/am  not  any  more  likely  to  tell  the  employes  that  than  to  tell  the 
siders. 
Q.  Bnt  whatever  inlluence  you  exercised  you  would  not  hesitate  to 
amoDg  the  emplo3'68,  and  would  be  more  likely  to  use  it  among  them 
n  outsiders  f — A.  Yes,  but  not  any  mure  so. 

Q.  You  would  not  talk  outside  just  as  you  talk  in  the  shop  ? — A.  Yes, 
ir;  I  think  so.  I  would  not  undertake  to  dictate  to  the  men  in  the 
lop.  They  are  very  independent  men.  They  are  ax-makers.  If  I 
udertook  to  dictate  to  them,  1  should  suppose  I  would  get  the  worst 
fir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Albert  Butler  ever  undertake  to  dictate  to  the  men  in  the 
lopT — A.  I  do  not  know.     He  may  have. 
Q.  Did  you  not  hear  of  it! — A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 
Q.  Did  you  otter  these  tickets  that  you  had  to  Democrats  f — A.  I 
fcve  no  recollection ;  I  may  have. 

Q.  Did  they  take  them  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  There  may  have  been 
Noe  one  who  took  them.  The  voters  would  come  in  at  the  door,  where 
^ere  would  be  perhaps  four  or  five  vote  distributers  who  would  have  a 
jlDdfuI,  and  they  would  say  they  wanted  one  or  two  kinds.  They  would 
jet  them  and  move  along  towards  the  other  end. 

Q.  And  when  they  got  up  to  the  other  end.  Deacon  Butler  would  see 
»w  the  ticket  was? — A.  I  should  presume  he  might  have  seen. 

Q.  Now,  you  think  it  likely  that  a  man  with  a  family  dependent  upon 
lim  and  the  prospect  of  a  bad  winter  coming  on,  who  had  received  an 
fjeii  ballot,  would  go  up  and  vote  it  with  Mr.  Butler  looking  on,  and 
ret  vote  perfectly  free  ? — A.  I  think  he  would  be  perfectly  free  and  per- 
iectlj  safe,  and  think  that  our  men  would  so  understand  it. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Butler  distribute  any  tickets  where  he  stood  ? — A.  I  did 
K)t  think  he  did.     I  did  not  see  him  do  it. 

Q.  What  was  he  doin^  up  there! — A.  As  I  said,  he  and  Mr.  Thayer 
|lSkl  been  chosen  as  the  challengincr  committee.  Their  duties  were,  if 
My  men  pn'sented  themselves  to  vote  who  were  not  legal  voters,  to 
riballenge  their  votes;  and  then,  of  course,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  select- 
peu  to  inquire  into  the  matter  and  see  if  they  were  legal  voters. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  difference  in  the  result  in 
jour  town  in  the  election  of  November,  1878,  from  what  it  was  in  Novem- 
ber, 1877!— A.  I  think  there  was. 

Q.  What  was  the  difference! — A.  I  think  there  was  a  gain  for  the 
^puhlicaa  ticket. 

Q.  You  were  not  there  in  1877  T — A.  I  am  not  sure.  I  am  generally 
ttere.  I  go  twice  a  year,  in  the  fall  and  in  the  spring,  and  take  an  in- 
best. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  You  say  that  the  Republican  committee  made  these  selections  ? — 
^.  At  the  Republican  caucus. 

Q.  Which  was  held  for  the  purpose  of  making  final  arrangements  for 
he  election  T — A.  Y'^es,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  were  at  the  polls  some  two  hours,  distributing  tickets. 
U  what  time  of  the  day  was  that! — A.  I  went  up,  I  should  say.  from 
I  to  12  o'clock.  I  think  that  when  I  got  up  there  the  meeting  had  com- 
Qenced  and  the  voting  had  commenced.  I  got  there  about  half  past 
leven,  and  think  1  remained  there  up  to  one  o'clock. 

Q.  About  two  hours  ! — A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  many  tickets  you  distributed  in  that  time! — 
L  1  do  not,  exactly.  I  distributed,  I  should  think,  25  or  30,  possibly 
Jore. 
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Q.  Any  more  thau  tbat ! — A.  1  do  not  think  I  did,  not  a  great  many, 
because  there  were  others  still  farther  out  thau  I  was,  who  were  outside 
the  building,  distributing  tickets. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  voters  generally  took  tickets  from  anyboily  who 
offered  them  and  put  theui  in  their  hands,  that  a  man  coming  to  vote 
generally  had  a  handful ;  and  that,  although  he  may  have  had  two  or 
three  in  his  hands,  you  still  handed  him  another  f — A.  Yes ;  that  is  the 
rule  with  us. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  the  factory  hands  come  in  to  vote  f — A.  They 
came  in  all  through  the  day. 

Q.  When  did  the  largest  number  of  them  come! — A.  I  should  think 
after  noon.  Our  voting  place  is  two  miles  from  our  works.  A  great 
many  of  our  workmen  work  until  noon,  and  after  dinner  go  up  and  vote. 
I  think  a  majority  come  in  after  noon. 

Q.  You  remember  to  have  seen  quite  a  number  come  in  while  you  were 
standing  there!— > A.  I  do  not  remember  any  number,  but  I  think  I  did. 
I  presume  1  did. 

Q.  You  took  an  unusual  interest  in  the  election  last  fall,  did  yon 
not! — A.  No,  I  don't  think  I  did.  I  generally  take  an  interest  in  elec- 
tions, l>ut  <lon'c  think  I  did  take  any  unusual  interest  last  f^ll. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  pretty  heate<l  election  I — A.  Yes;  still  it  passed  oflf 
as  smoothly  with  us  as  any  election  we  ever  had. 

Q.  You  were  very  much  in  favor  of  the  election  of  Talbot  and  very 
much  opposed  to  the  election  of  Butler! — A.  Well,  not  very  much.  I 
was  in  favor  of  the  election  of  Talbot. 

Q.  You  were  not  very  decided  f — A.  O,  yes  ;  I  am  always  decided. 

Q.  You  think  that  there  might  have  been  a  little  more  political  feel- 
ing!— A.  1  do  not  think  I  was  as  much  interested  as  I  have  been  some 
jears.    Some  years  I  have  been  a  good  deal  interested. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  connected  with  the  establishment  are  salaried 
men  of  the  corporation  ! — A.  There  are  six,  I  think. 

Q.  What  are  their  politics! — A.  1  believe  they  are  all  Republicans, 
-every  one. 

Q.  Each  one  of  these  salaried  men  has  some  particular  department 
to  some  extent  under  his  control,  has  he  uott — A.  No,  sir;  I  am  one  of 
the  salaried  men,  but  then  1  have  three  clerks — bookkeeper,  shipping 
clerk — yes,  there  are  four  of  us  in  the  office,  and  there  are  two  in  the 
shops. 

Q.  The  two  in  the  shops  are  those  who  come  in  direct  contact  with 
the  men  at  their  work  ? — A.  One  of  them  doey,  the  other  does  not.  I 
will  correct  my  answer  as  to  the  number  of  salaried  men,  as  1  now  re- 
member another,  our  machinist,  who  is  a  salaried  man.  There  are  there- 
fore seven,  instead  of  six. 

Q.  He  is  a  Republican,  too? — A.  I  am  not  sure.  1  do  not  think  he 
always  votes  Republican ;  sometimes,  I  think,  he  may  vote  the  Demo- 
cratic ticket. 

Mr.  Platt.  What  is  his  name? 

The  Witness.  That  is  Mr.  Brown,  our  head  machinist. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  Sometimes  he  does  not  vote  at  all,  sometimes  he  votes  the  Repub- 
lican ticket,  and  sometimes  he  may  possible  vote  the  Democratic  ticket? 
— A.  1  would  not  be  sure  about  his  voting  the  Republican  ticket,  partic- 
ularly in  town  matters.  It  is  rather  my  impression,  though,  that  is,  I 
heard  so,  that  he  was  rather  imilined  to  vote  for  Butler  last  fall.  He  was 
inclined  to  vote  for  him,  whether  he  did  or  not  1  don't  know.  1  never 
asked  him. 
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Q.  You  do  not  know  how  he  voted  ! — A.  !N"o,  sir, 

Q.  Yon  said  yon  had  conversations  with  the  employes  there  long  be- 
fore the  election  upon  the  subject  of  politics? — A.  1  do  not  remember. 
I  say  I  may  have  had,  but  I  do  not  remember  having  had  any  particular 
conversation  with  them  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

Q.  Were  you  not  pretty  active  in  talking  politics  last  fall  f — A.  I  was 
not.     I  am  not  much  of  a  talker  in  politics. 

Q.  Did  you  not  attend  the  Republican  political  meetings! — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  we  did  not  have  more  than  one  or  two,  I  think ;  I  always  attended 
them  when  we  had  them. 

Q.  Did  you  take  an  active  part  in  the  meetings? — A.  No,  sir;  I  did 
not  take  an  active  part,  I  did  not  make  any  speeches  or  do  anything  of 
that  kind. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  John  D.  Washburne  down  at  the  factory  during  the  can- 
vass t — A.  I  did  not  see  him  there. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  his  being  there  to  make  speeches  ? — A.  I  have 
no  recollection  of  his  being  there  to  make  speeches. 

Q.  Y'on  know  him  ! — A.  I  know  him  l)y  reputation. 

Q.  You  know  him! — A.  Yes, sir. 

Q.  You  know  of  his  being  chairman  of  the  Worcester  City  committee! 
— A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  his  ever  coming  to  Douglass.  I  do  not 
think  he  did. 

Q.  You  had  no  interview  with  Governor  Talbot  on  the  subject  of  the 
canvass,  had  you  ? — A.  I  never  saw  him. 

y.  Nor  with  the  chairman  of  the  State  committee,  Mr.  Thayer! — A. 
No,  sir;  I  never  saw  him. 

Q.  Mr.  Thayer  never  made  one  of  his  speeches  to  you! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  him  ! — A.  I  am  not  personally  acquainted  with  him. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  Senator  Hoar! — A.  1  am. 

Q,  Did  you  have  any  interviews  with  him  on  the  subject  of  defeating 
Batlerf — A.  My  impression  is  that  Senator  Hoar  was  at  our  place  and 
gave  US  an  address,  one  evening,  last  fall. 

Q.  You  think  that  he  was  there  and  addressed  your  people  ! — A.  I 
think  he  did. 

Q.  Was  there  a  pretty  full  turnout  of  your  establishment  on  that  oc- 
casion ? — A.  There  was,  of  a  pretty  good  number;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  effort  was  made,  if  any,  to  get  the  employes  out  to  the  meet- 
ing there  for  Senator  Hoar  to  address  them  ! — A.  No  effort  was  made, 
to  ray  knowledge.  We  have  a  town  committee  whose  duty  it  always  is 
to  make  arrangements  for  the  fall  meeting,  and,  in  the  spring,  for  the 
annual  town  meeting,  and,  as  they  put  up  their  notices,  people  went.  I 
don't  know  of  any  in  particular  who  went. 

Q.  WMio  formed  the  town  committee  ? — A,  Mr.  Stilman  Rui§sell  and 
Thomas  li.  Meek.  I  think  there  were  only  two  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Q-  Albert  Butler  is  one  of  your  salaried  men  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  he  a  Republican  ? — A.  I  think  there  is  no  doubt  of  it. 

Q.  Every  time! — A.  Every  time. 

Q.  Do  you  make  any  distinction  between  a  Republican  and  a  Pro- 
hibition man  ! — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  we  have  some  Prohibitionists  with  us  who 
do  not  vote  the  straight  Republican  ticket,  so  we  call  them  "Prohibi- 
tionists." 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Butler  acted  with  that  party  sometimes! — A.  I  don't 
think  he  has  ever  voted  with  them.    He  is  a  very  strong  temperance  man, 
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bat  lie  believes  in  working  for  the  cause  of  temperance  inside  the  Re- 
publican lines. 

Q.  Rather  than  out  of  them? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  there  other  vote  distiiliuters  than  yourself  that  day  on  the 
Republican  side! — A.  Yes^sir;  there  were  several ;  I  think  there  were 
half  a  dozen.    There  might  have  been  more. 

Q.  Were  there  as  many  on  the  Democratic  side  as  on  the  Republican 
side! — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  are  usually. 

Q.  Was  there  any  concert  between  Mv,  Butler  and  yourself  on  that 
day  as  to  the  respective  duties  which  you  and  he  should  perform  at  the 
polls  ! — A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  I  think  that  some  one  has  testified  that  the  Talbot  vote  was  largely 
increased  through  the  eflbrts  of  the  Douglass  Axe  Company  at  that 
time.  Can  you  give  any  reason  lor  the  increase  of  the  vote  there  at  that 
time,  if  there  was  any  increase! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  I  can.  I  know 
that  there  was  quite  a  good  number  of  the  Democrats,  and  they  were 
leading  Democrats  in  the  town,  who  were  strongly  opposed  to  Butler 
and  who  voted  the  Abbott  (the  straight  Democratic)  ticket.  I  know 
some  of  the  leading  Democrats  who  voted  the  Talbot  (Republican) 
ticket. 

Q.  Have  you  reference  now  to  people  who  worked  in  your  establish- 
ment, or  to  other  citizens  of  the  town! — A.  There  were  some  of  botb, 
inside  and  outside. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Albert  Butler  in  favor  of  the  prohibitory  law  and  op- 
posed to  its  execution  ? — A.  He  can  answer  that  better  than  I  can  per- 
haps. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  any  one  of  the  salaried  men  of  the  mill  or  of  any  of  the  es- 
tablishments distributing  Democratic  tickets  there  that  day  ! — A.  There 
were  employes  who  were. 

Q.  But  salaried  men  ? — A.  As  I  said,  we  have  seven.  Y'es,  I  think 
that  one  of  the  clerks  in  the  office  distributed  votes  to  Republicans. 

Q.  The  question  1  ask  is  whether  any  of  the  salaried  men  of  the  mill, 
who  were  there  that  day  and  distributed  votes,  were  Democrats! — A. 
No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Draper  was  distributing  Democratic  tickets  and  he  was  employed 
there ! — ^A.  O,  yes,  sir.     He  distributed  the  Butler  ticket. 

Q.  Were  there  other  Democratic  emplo^^^s  who  were  distributing 
Butler  tickets  there,  or  do  you  not  remember! — A.  I  do  not  remember 
who  were  their  distributers. 


Albert  Butler  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  AVhat  is  yonrage  ? — Answer.  Sixty-four  years,  last  month. 
Q.  Are^ou  in  the  employ  of  the  Douglass  Axe  Factory! — A.  I  am. 
Q,  How  long  have  you  been  in  their  employ  ! — A.  Ever  since  the  com- 
pany WHS  organized. 
Q.  How  long  is  that! — A.  Some  thirty-five  or  thirty-seven  years. 
Q.  In  what  capacity  are  you  employed  ! — A.  1  have  been  employed 
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there  for  the  last  fourteen  or  fifteen  years  as  foreman  of  the  forge  shop. 
Before  that,  I  forged  myself, 

Q.  What  have  been  your  politics  ? — -A.  I  am  a  Prohibition  Republican, 
or  a  Temperance  Republican,  temperance  first,  always.  I  have  said  to 
my  Republican  friends  that,  if  they  wanted  my  vote,  they  must  put  up 
temperance  men  ;  I  have  said  also  to  the  Democratic  party  that  if  they 
would  put  up  temperance  men  for  candidates  (if  the  Republican  party 
did  not)  I  would  vote  for  a  temperance  Democrat,  but  1  have  never  had 
the  opportunity  to  change  as  yet. 

Q.  The  temperance  question  is  first  in  your  mind  as  a  matter  of  poli- 
tics f — A.  It  is,  and  has  been  for  years. 

Q.  It  is  said  that  you  were  at  the  polls  at  the  fall  election  of  1878. — 
A.  I  was. 

Q.  Ill  what  capacity  were  you  there? — A.  I  was  chosen  a  committee, 
as  Mr.  Moore  has  stated,  to  challenge  those  who  were  illegal  voters. 
Perhaps  I  can  explain  the  reason  why  my  name  may  have  been  used. 
Our  works  employ  men,  no  boys  nor  females.  The  Mauchaug  manufact- 
uring village  was  a  little  way  above,  two  miles  or  more.  Many  of 
the  children  and  females  work  in  the  mill  of  that  company  and  con- 
sequently some  of  our  workmen  work  up  there  and  there  is  continual 
changing,  moving  from  one  village  to  the  other,  because  of  being  so  con- 
nected. Frequently,  men  come  to  our  polls  to  vote  who  have  moved  up 
to  Manchaug  within  a  few  weeks  or  a  few  days  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
men  who  had  come  to  live  with  us  six  weeks  or  two  months  before  they 
came  to  vote  had  lived  perhaps  in  Manchaug.  The  fact  that  I  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  men  in  the  shop  was  the  reason  why  I  was  chosen 
several  times  as  challenging  committee. 

Q.  Had  you  been  chosen  and  had  yon  acted  as  such  challenging  com- 
mittee at  several  elections  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  for  a  number  of  years. 

Q.  Was  there  any  concert  of  action  between  you  and  Mr.  Moore  as  to 
what  duty  you  should  perform  on  that  day  I — A.  There  never  was  a 
word  exchanged  between  us  on  the  subject. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  at  the  polls? — A.  I  stood  within  a  proper  distance, 
where  I  could  see.  When  a  man  came  up  to  vote,  I  could  not  tell  how 
he  voted  because  the  tickets  were  very  much  alike  indeed,  but  I  stood 
to  see  if  a  man  came  up  to  vote  who  had  no  right  to  vote. 

Q.  Did  you  challenge  anybody  that  day  ? — A.  I  did;  perhaps  three 
or  foar  different  individuals;  and  in  our  challenging  and  in  the  inves- 
tigation of  the  facts  as  they  were  brought  before  the  selectmen  to  be 
decided,  whether  the  parties  were  voters  or  not,  there  was  not  a  single 
instance  to  my  knowledge  in  which  the  decision  was  not  satisfactory  to 
all  parties.     I  never  heard  any  complaint. 

Q.  It  is  said  that,  previous  to  this  election,  you  talked  to  the  men  in 
the  shop  about  politics.  Is  that  so  or  not  ? — A.  I  presume  I  did ;  I 
know  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  them,  and  how  did  you  talk  to  them  ! — A.  I 
talked  to  them  in  this  way:  *'  Gentlemen,  everybody  has  a  right  to  vote 
according  to  his  best  judgment :  I  don't  dictate  in  the  matter ;  but  you 
know  that  I  have  a  great  regard  for  the  principles  of  temperance ;  they 
come  first  with  me  always ;  and  I  consider  General  Butler  to  be  a  man 
who  is  in  favor,  in  principle  and  in  practice,  of  tiie  liquor  business,  the 
sale  and  use  of  liquor ;  I  wish  every  man  would  vote  for  temperance 
men.-'  Being  a  temperance  man,  as  I  am,  I  used  my  influence  in  that 
direction.  I  did  not  ask  them  to  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot.  I  said  to  Mr. 
Goddard  (I  recollect  talking  to  him  about  the  matter),  **  If  I  was  a  Dem- 
ocrat I  would  vote  for  the  best  Democrat  I  could  find  or  know  of  who 
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would  be  up  for  office ;  that  is  Mr.  Abbott  ;  I  would  rather  a  thousand 
times  vote  for  him  thau  for  General  Butler."  That  is  what  I  talked 
about. 

Q.  In  talking  with  them,  then,  in  regard  to  voting,  the  prominent 
thing  that  you  kept  in  vievj  was  the  matter  of  temperance  ? — A..  Yes, 
sir ;  always.  ^ 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  this  question  :  Did  you  say  anything  to  any  man 
in  that  shop  to  theeftect  that  he  would  be  discharged  in  case  he  voted 
for  Butler  ? — A.  No,  sir;  to  no  man  living,  in  the  shop  or  out  of  it.  1  had 
no  such  idea,  and  advanced  none. 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  by  which  yon  intimated  or  intended  to  inti 
mate  anything  of  the  kind! — A.  No,  sir;  I  said  this — if  you  or  they 
could  infer  such  a  thing — that  it  was  the  interests  of  the  Douglass  Axe 
Company,  it  was  the  interest  of  every  good  citizen  in  the  town,  to  vote 
for  temperance  men  and  temperance  principles. 

Q.  Did  you  say  to  any  of  them  that  it  they  voted  for  General  Butler 
they  voted  against  their  own  bread  ? — A.  No,  sir  ;  ne7er. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Warren  Casey  ? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Was  he  discharged  about  election  time? — A.  He  was,  or  a  short 
time  after. 

Q.  On  what  account! — A.  On  account  of  his  intemperate  habits,  neg 
lecting  his  work.  He  is  an  active  young  man,  but  he  has  a  strong  ar})- 
petite  for  liquor,  and  as  a  rule — it  might  have  been  every  week,  but  a 
majority  of  the  time,  week  after  week — he  would  be  oft*  one  or  two  days, 
leaving  his  work  and  his  foreman  \}u\g  still.  He  was  a  striker,  and  his 
foreman  would  have  to  lie  still  on  account  of  his  being  away.  1  talked 
to  him  a  great  many  times,  tried  to  dissuade  him  from  the  use  of  intox- 
icating liquors,  to  break  off  from  it,  and  appealed  to  his  moral  sense  as 
a  young  man,  one  who  had  a  young  family,  not  to  do  so,  and  he  prom- 
ised me  quite  frequently  that  he  would  not,  but  he  continued  on.  Be- 
fore election,  at  this  particular  time,  he  wen  toff',  had  a  spree,  came  back,  and 
was  not  fit  to  work.  His  foreman  complained  about  his  striker  being 
oft*.  I  talked  with  Casey  about  it,  and  he  undertook  to  deceive  me.  He 
falsified  very  much,  indeed,  as  to  where  he  had  been,  and  the  whole  thing 
about  his  drinking.  I  ascertained  the  facts  afterwards,  and  I  asked  him 
why  he  falsified,  why  he  lied  to  me  so  about  the  matter;  and  he,  seeing 
that  1  was  posted  in  the  facts,  owned  up  then  to  just  what  I  charged  him 
with.  "But,"  he  said,  "I  am  going  to  stop  now;  lam  not  going  to 
drink  any  more;  it  makes  a  fool  of  me."  I  said,  "  I  hoj^e  you  will ;  but 
you  know,  Warren,  I  have  talked  to  you  a  great  many  times  about  this 
matter,  and  to  stop  drinking  for  your  own  good,  and  for  the  sake  of  the 
company;  you  can  do  no  good  while  in  your  intemperate  habits."  He 
promised  and  went  to  work.  I  said,  "  There  is  one  thinj?  about  it,  if  you 
falsify  and  lie  to  me  again  in  the  way  that  you  did  the  last  time  that  you 
were  on  the  spree,  you  may  never  expect  any  more  work  here."  It  went 
on  well  enough  for  ten  days  or  a  fortnight,  when  he  was  gone  again  on  a 
spree,  in  which  he  got  his  face  bruised  some. 

Q.  Come  to  this  time  when  he  was  actually  discharged.  I  do  not 
know  but  that  you  are  coming  to  it. — A.  Yes;  I  am  coming  to  that.  I 
asked  him  what  ailed  his  face,  where  he  was,  and  so  on.  I  had  then  got 
the  facts  as  to  where  he  had  been.  He  undertook  to  deceive  me,  and  I 
told  him  all  the  circumstances,  and  said  to  him,  "  I  have  borne  and  borne 
all  I  could  with  you  ;  1  have  no  hopes  of  your  reforming  and  keeping 
your  word ;  you  cannot  keep  your  word  and  do  your  work  with  the  com- 
pany, therefore  it  is  not  to  the  interest  of  the  company  to  employ  you 
any  more."    There  was  not  a  word  said  about  voting.     I  was  told  after-^ 


ime  1  did  ;  I  <Ii<l  ask  several. 

lave  you  any  recollection  as  to  a  conversation  with  biin  in  particn- 
i.  I  tbink  1  did,  one  da.v  after  he  got  done  work,  ask  liiin  liow  iie 
)iRi;  to  vote,  but  I  never  told  biiu  anytbing  of  discharging  bini. 
'i-  be  voted  one  way  or  tiie  other. 

le  is  back  in  the  eiaploy  of  the  compaoy  now ! — A.  He  is  not  nn. 
'.  He  is  somewhere  at  the  lower  works,  I  believe.  I  never  beard 
arge  made ;  I  did  not  know  of  it,  and  I  tbiuk  there  are  gentlemen 
ho  will  contiriu  what  I  say.  Tb(;re  was  no  escitemeut,  and  no  talk 
discharging  Warrea  Casey,  or  any  oilier  of  the  men  of  our  place, 
jnnt  of  their  voting  for  General  Botler  or  any  one,  until  the  raid- 
last  week,  alter  some  men  bad  been  summoned  there  to  come  down 
court  of  inqniry. 

loa  challenged  at  the  polls  T — A.  I  did. 

>id  you  attempt  to  influence  anybody  as  to  bow  tliey  should  vote 
polls  1   -A,  Ho,  sir. 

)i(l  you  have  ballots  in  yonr  hands  at  the  polls,  challenging  T — A. 
';  I  never  bad  any  ticketa  in  my  hands  nil  day,  only  the  one  that 
ttoght  to  me  to  vote  by  one  of  the  distributers. 
>id  yoa  have  any  conversation  with  the  men  of  the  Douglass  Axe 
my  in  reference  to  voting  T — A.  1  did  not.  I  never  spoke  to  the 
Mint  voting. 

)id  yon  observe  how-  the  men  of  the  Doaglass  Axe  Company  vo- 
A.  I  could  not  tell  how  many  of  them  voted.  Their  tickets  were 
lucb  alike;  they  were  of  white  paper  and  about  the  same  size.  A 
aany  voted  with  their  vote  folded  up  together. 
)id  you,  that  day,  attempt  to  do  anything  except  to  watch  for  il- 
oters  and  to  challenge  them  T — A.  Notliing.  No  other  part  did 
in  the  election  all  day. 

low  frequently  had  you  done  that  at  elections  t — A.  I  have  done 
■ral  years ;  1  cannot  tell  bow  many  years,  but  several  years. 
)o  you  know  Burton  Goddard  f— A.  I  do ;  be  works  in  my  shop. 


282  INTIMIDATION    AND    FRAUD    IN    MASSACHUSETTS. 

recollection  that  he  wofked  there  at  that  time;  he  might  have.  He  did 
work  in  that  shop  a  spell,  not  very  long.     When  it  was  1  cannot  say. 

Q.  Did  you  provide  the  workmen  with  tickets  before  they  left  th« 
shop  f — A.  No,  sir ;  1  did  not  have  a  ticket  and  did  not  see  a  Republican 
or  Democratic  ticket  until  I  got  into  the  voting  room. 

Q.  Did  you  do  anything  in  any  way  to  influence  the  workmen  in  thi 
shop  to  vote  except  by  fair  argument  f — A.  No,  sir;  uo  man  will  say  i 
before  me,  I  think.  The  workmen  in  our  employ  always  voted  their  ow 
principles,  so  far  as  I  know. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  told  the  men  that  you  thought  it  was  to  the  interest  of  th 
works  that  they  should  vote  for  Talbot,  did  you  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  to! 
them  I  thought  it  was  to  their  interest  to  vote  for  good  temperanc 
men. 

Q.  You  prefer  temperance  to  Republicanism  ? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Then  Mr.  Moore,  your  agent,  is  mistaken.  He  stated  it  the  uthe 
way.  He  said  you  were  a  Republican  with  prohibitory  principles.— J 
No,  sir  ;  he  is  not  mistaken.     I  am  a  Republican. 

Q.  You  think  more  of  Prohibitionism  than  Republicanism  ! — A.  Whe 
the  Republicans  put  up  men  who  are  license  men,  who  practically  an 
in  theory  are  in  favor  of  the  liquor  business,  I  scratch  their  names— d 
not  vote  for  them. 

Q.  He  is  mistaken  then  if  he  says  that  ? — A.  He  is  mistaken.  I  wil 
vote  the  Republican  ticket  as  a  whole,  but  when  there  are  names  uik) 
it  that  are  on  the  rum  side,  I  scratch  them  out. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  scratched  out  any  name  from  a  Republican  tickc 
at  a  general  election  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  that  been  your  policy  all  the  timet — A.  At  the  State  electio 
it  has  been  for  some  years. 

Q.  Then  Mr.  Moore  did  not  know  what  your  preferences  were?— i 
Perhaps  he  might  not  have. 

Q.  You  were  at  the  polls  at  the  November  election  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  say  to  anybody  that  it  was  to  their  interest  and  th 
interest  of  the  company  that  Butler  should  not  be  elected  ? — A.  Yes 
I  saiu  that— that  he  should  not  be  elected,  and  that  temperance  lue 
should. 

Q.  You  said  that  to  all  the  employes  you  could  talk  to  ! — A.  I  sai 
that  to  all  who  worked  in  the  shop;  that  it  was  to  the  interest  of  th 
•company  and  the  interest  of  all  concerned  that  temperance  men  shoal 
be  elected  to  oflice. 

Q.  But  you  did  not  make  any  difference  between  Abbott  and  Talbot 
— A.  1  said  that  if  I  was  going  t(^  vote  the  Democratic  ticket,  I  weal 
vote  for  Abbott. 

Q.  But  you  were  for  Talbot ! — A.  Yes ;  I  considered  him  a  goa 
temperance  man. 

Q.  Then  you  were  working  for  Abbott  or  Talbot,  it  did  not  make  an; 
difference  which  f — A.  Yes;  1  should  prefer  one  of  them,  but  when 
was  talking  with  Democrats,  I  said  I  should  vote  for  a  man  of  character 
integrity,  and  veracity,  and  free  from  the  liquor  business;  that  I  shook 
vote  for  Abbott. 

Q.  It  was  this  decided  sentiment  in  your  mind  that  it  was  better  tc 
have  a  Democrat  than  Butler  that  prompted  you  to  discharge  Casey  f— 
A.  I  didn't  discharge  him  for  voting. 

Q.  He  was  discharged,  though  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 


3e  works  in  the  lower  works  somewhere. 

Jnder  the  coiupany  f — A.  Yes,  but  be  is  not  under  my  jurisdictiou. 

foa  have   not  always  been  a  challenger  ? — A.  Not  always,  but  I 

>eeu  several  vejirs. 

)Lon  could  see  how  the  meu  voted,  where  you  were? — A.  1  meaut 

SToii  could  tell  how  they  voted! — A.  No;  not  unless  some  of  the 

s  were  open. 

Old  3'ou  not  know,  on  that  night  of  the  election,  how  every  man 

he  Douglass  Axe  Company  had  voted  that  day  ? — A.  No;  1  could 

nd  I  don't  think  that  any  man  could  have  known  that. 

STou  did  not  make  it  your  business  to  know  that? — A.  No,  sir. 

LJould  any  one  of  the  selectmen  tell  you  f — A.  1  do  not  think  the 

men  couhl  tell,  or  that  they  could  see. 

Did  not  Mr,  Moore  give  the  men  an  open  ticket! — A.  I  suppose  so. 

Did  some  of  the  men  come  there  with  an  open  ticket! — A.  Some 

in  did.     If  I  saw  a  man  going  up  who  was  an  illegal  voter,  I  pre- 

1  him. 

You  preveuteil  some  who  were  illegal  voters? — A.  There  was  one 

?  name  of  Roberts,  another  by  the  name  of  Lemaine. 

You  prevented  them  from  voting  ? — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Were  you  at  the  Republican  caucus  on  the  night  on  which  it  was 

before  the  election  ! — A.  1  was. 

Who  presided  at  that  caucus? — A.  It  does  not  strike  my  mind. 

Was  it  Mr.  Moore  or  you  ! — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  did  or 

I  cannot  say  who  did.     1  frequently  do  preside  at  meetings,  and 

loore  does,  and  sometimes  others  do. 

How  many  were  at  that  caucus? — A.  It  was  quite  a  well-attended 

8  for  our  little  place,  perhaps  fifty. 

How  many  ot  the  employes  of  the  Douglass  Axe  Factory  were  put 

J  l>olls  by  that  caucus  to  distribute  tickets  or  to  challenge,  do  you 

uber? — A.  We  usually  selected  six,  seven,  or  eight  to  distribute 
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my  boundeu  duty  to  do  all  that  I  could  to  defeat  such  a  man 
Butler. 

Q.  You  meant  to  have  all  your  employes  vote  against  him?— 
far  as  1  couhl  persuade  them  to. 

Q.  You  did  not  discharge  anybody,  not  even  Warren  Casey  ?— 
sir. 

Q.  What  these  men  swore  to  about  your  going  around  the  sho 
telling  them  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the  company  for  them  to  vote  i 
Butler  is  true  ? — A.  I  told  them  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the  cxi 
that  tliey  should  vote  for  temperance  men. 

Q.  And  against  Butler  f — A.  Yes;  that  was  the  amount  of  it. 

Q.  You  did  all  that  you  couhl  around  among  the  employes  ? — A 
as  far  as  I  could. 

Q.  You  are  an  emphatic  man  and  did  *\your  level  best-'  to 
Butler  I — A.  As  far  as  I  could  talk  to  them  what  was  right. 

Q.  Then  you  went  to  the  polls  on  election  day  so  that  you  cor 
how  they  voted  f — A.  I  could  not  tell  how  they  voted. 

Q,  You  could  tell  as  well  as  anybody  ? — A.  There  couldn't  ai 
tell. 

Q.  Mr.  Moore  was  on  the  other  side  of  the  house  distributing  ti 
— A.  Yes,  I  suppose  he  was.     I  did  not  see  much  of  him. 

Q.  How  many  of  the  men  of  the  Douglass  Axe  Factory  wh 
Democrats,  who  owned  their  own  property  and  were  independent 
did  not  vote  for  Butler! — A.  1  don't  kno^^' :  I  suppose  there  migt 
been  fifty;  I  think  there  were  nearly  fifty. 

Q.  How  many  Democrats  are  there  in  the  works  who,  under  oi 
circumstances,  vote  the  Democratic  ticket ;  do  you  know  that  t — i 
but  quite  a  numl)er. 

Q.  You,  the  Republicans,  made  a  gain  this  time,  did  you  noi 
Some  of  the  more  respectable  Democrats  voted  with  the  Republi 

Q.  You  do  not  now  speak  of  Burton  Goddard  and  those  fellow 
owned  their  own  property! — A.  No;  they  voted  for  Butler. 

Q.  Are  they  respectable  or  not  respectable! — A.  1  didn't  say. 

Q.  It  implies  that  they  were  not! — A.  I  don't  say  but  that  s( 
spectable  men  voted  for  Mr.  Butler,     I  don't  deny  that. 

Q.  Where  did  the  gain  come  from  that  the  Talbot  ticket  mac 
the  ordinary  vote  in  that  town  ! — A.  In  a  great  measure  from  the 
crats. 

Q.  Did  it  come  from  your  works  or  from  outside  the  works! 
couldn't  tell.  I  know  one  man  who  was  selectman  of  the  tov 
year  who  was  chosen  to  the  Democratic  convention  at  Worcest 
name  was  Nelson  Emman),  who  went  there  and  was  so  disguste 
the  proceedings  that  he  said  he  had  seen  all  that  he  wanted  to 
Butler,  and,  although  he  had  been  elected  as  a  Butler  man,  h( 
home  changed,  and  voted,  as  1  understood  afterwards,  for  Talbot 

Q.  You  thought  that  he  saw  too  much  whisky  at  the  convent 
that  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  seen  Mr.  Moore  at  elections  before,  distri 
tickets! — A.  Ihad. 

Q.  Was  he  there  in  November,  187G  or  1877  !— A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  You  have  been  there  frequently,  though  ! — A.  1  have  beer 
frequently. 

Q.  You  are  the  leading  Republican  in  the  town,  are  you  no 
They  call  me  a  pretty  strong  Temperance  man,  I  believe. 

Q.  How  does  it  happen  that  Mr.  Moore  thinks  you  are  more  ol 
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toWiean  than  a  Temperaace  mau  ? — A..  I  don't  know  ;  you  will  have  to 
si'  liim. 

Q.  What  was  the  Temperance  or  Prohibition  vote  for  governor  in 
toa^lass  in  the  year  before  1878  ? — A.  I  think  that  in  the  year  before 
le  Prohibition  candidate  bad  about  one  hundred. 
Q.  How  many  votes  did  the  Prohibition  candidate  have  in  1878  ? — 
.  My  impression  is  that  he  had  seventeen. 

Q.  Where  did  that  difference  between  one  hundred  and  four  and 
i?«?nteeu  go  in  1878  as  between  Butler  and  Talbot  ? — A.  1  don't  know, 
suppose  it  went  to  Talbot. 

Q.  Would  not  that  in  a  large  measure  account  for  the  increased  He- 
iblican  vote  in  1878  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Was  there  a  Temperance  candidate  for  governor  last  fall ! — A. 
here  was  a  man  run  as  one. 

Q.  W^as  he  a  candidate  f — A.  I  guess  he  was  or  he  wouldn't  have  run. 
rasat  the  Prohibition  convention,  and  he  was  nominated. 
Q.  You  did  not  vote  for  him  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  voted  for  Mr.  Talbot. 
Q.  In  talking  with  the  men  in  the  shop  you  told  them  that  if  they 
old  not  vote  for  Talbot  they  had  better  vote  for  Abbott  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  W^hy  not  have  told  them  that  they  had  better  vote  for  this  Temper- 
ce  candidate  f — A.  Because  I  knew  they  would  not  vote  tor  any  Ke- 
iblican  or  Temperance  nan,  probably,  of  that  stamp. 
Q.  You  were  trying  to  get  them  to  vote  a  Temperance  vote! — A.  I 
IS. 

Q.  Then  would  it  not  have  been  natural  for  you  to  ask  them  to  vote 
r  this  Temperance  man  f — A.  I  told  them  to  vote  for  either ;  that  if  I 
as  a  Democrat  and  intended  to  vote  for  a  Democrat  I  should  vote  for 
ir.  Abbott. 

Q.  Your  principal  purpose  was  not  exactly  to  have  them  vote  for  a 
imperance  man,  but ftir  any  one  to  beat  Butler? — A.  Yet  1  would  have 
iked  to  have  beaten  him  with  a  Temperance  man,  if  I  could. 
Q.  Did  you  regard  Talbot  as  a  temperance  man  f — A.  I  always  have. 
Q.  And  > on  regard  Butler  as  an  intemperate  man  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  1 
regarded  him  so  when  he  was  in  the  condition  that  he  was  when  1  was  in 
Ibe  lejiislature  in  IS60  or  18C1. 
Q.  Has  he  not  been  many  things  since  that  ? — A.  1  don't  know. 
Q.  lie  was  a  Deujocrat  in  18G0,  was  he  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Was  he  an  intemperate  mau  then  ? — A.  He  drank  too  much  then. 
Q.  Do  you  know  anything  at  all  about  Governor  Talliot's  habits  1 — A. 
I  know  by  reputation,  by  men  with  whom  1  am  very  well  acquainted. 

Q.  Had  you  as  good  an  opportunity  ot  knowing  what  his  temperance 
bahits  were  as  you  had  of  knowing  or  General  Butlers! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q-  Did  he  never  drink  wine  ? — A.  1  can't  say  that  he  ever  did. 
Q.  Or  liquor  ? — A.  I  don't  think  he  is  a  man  who  drinks  liquor. 
Q-  Bid  he  not,  at  the  last  session  of  the  general  assembly,  let  an  act 
vbicli  was  pa:*sed  chartering  a  brewery  becjuija  law  without  his  signa- 
turH!-.A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q'  He  did  not  veto  it  ? — A.  No. 

Q  He  was  falling  from  grace  a  little,  was  he  not,  on  that  subject  ? — A. 
1  ^liould  Dot  have  <lone  it. 
Q-  You  wouhl  have  vetoed  it  f — A.  1  think  1  should. 
Q  l^ut  as  governor  he  let  that  act  to  establish  a  brewery  by  a  corpo- 
ration become  a  law  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  i)id you  ever  know  Butler  todo  anything  of  that  kind  f — A.  I  never 
fctievrhioj  to  have  an  opportunity  to. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  know  him  to  support  a  measnre  of  that  kind  ? — A.  No, 
sir  J  I  know  he  is  a  man  who  is  in  favor  of  liquor  and  that  he  nses  liquor. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  he  is  in  favor  of  the  retail  of  spirituous  liquors? 
— A.  I  suppose  he  is,  for  he  indulges  in  the  habit  of  using  them. 

Q.  Are  there  not  many  men  who  are  in  favor  of  the  prohibitory  law 
who  use  liquor  themselves! — A.  Yes,  there  are  such  men. 

Q,  Are  there  not  men  who  oppose  the  prohibitory  law  who  do  not  use 
liquor? — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  appetites  of  men  are  so  strong  that  they  are 
led  away  by  it,  though  they  secretly  wish  there  was  no  liquor  in  the 
world. 

Q.  Are  there  not  men  who  are  thoroughly  temperate,  so  far  as  their 
conduct  is  concerned,  who  oppose  prohibitory  legislation  ! — A.  I  suppose 
there  are  a  few. 

Q.  There  are  others  who  are  in  favor  of  a  law,  but  do  not  want  it  en- 
forced ! — A. .  Yes. 

Q.  Y'our  political  action  turned  altogether  upon  the  temperance  ques- 
tion, I  understand? — A.  That  is  first  and  paramount  with  me. 

Q.  But  you  generally  favor  the  Republican  ticket! — A.  I  do  always 
when  the  men  on  it  are  temperance  men. 

Q.  The  year  before,  did  you  vote  the  temperance  ticket  for  governor! — 
A.  Yes;  but  not  the  general  ticket.  I  could  not  vote  for  Mr.  Rice  for 
governor  consistently,  because  1  thought  he  was  not  quite  straight  on 
the  temperance  question. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  vote  for  governor  the  year  before  ? — A.  I  voted 
for  Mr.  Baker. 

Q.  Was  he  the  temperance  candidate! — A.  He  has  been  several 
times. 

Q.  But  last  year  you  regarded  the  temperance  issue  as  specially  in- 
volved between  Talbot  and  Butler? — A.  1  had  considered  one  as  right 
the  opposite  of  the  other  on  the  temperance  question. 

Q.  And  that  grew  out  of  the  fact  as  to  what  you  had  observed  in  the 
legislature  with  Mr.  Butler  in  1860? — A.  I  did  not  say  i  had  served  in 
the  legislature ;  I  said  1  was  in  the  legislature. 

Q.  And  saw  him  there? — A.  1  saw  him. 


A.  J.  Thayer  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? — Answer.  In  Douglass,  east  village. 

Q.  In  what  business  are  you  ? — A.  In  the  flour  and  grain  business. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  ? — A.  Six  or  seven 
years. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  connection  with  the  Douglass  Axe  Company  ? — 
A.  I  never  have. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  connection  with  any  manufacturing  company 
or  manufacturing  business? — A.  I  never  have. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  at  Douglass  at  the  November  election  in 
1878?— A.  1  was. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  ? — A.  As  one  of  the  challenging  committee. 

Q.  How  many  challengers  were  there? — A.  Two;  Mr.  Albert  Butler 
and  myself. 

Q.  In  that  capacity  what  did  you  do? — A.  I  watched  the  voters 
as  they  passed  through  to  the  polls  to  ascertain  if  any  illegal  voters 
presented  themselves. 
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Q.  Did  you  watch  them  for  the  purpose  of  determiniug  how  they  voted? 
..    A,  I  did  not. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Butler  dot — A.  His  business  was  the  same  as  mine; 
we  irere  together. 

Q,  Did  he  watch  to  determine  how  they  voted  f — A.  Not  to  my  knowl- 
edge. 

Q.  Was  there  any  understanding  between  you  and  the  Douglass  Axe 
Factory  or  any  of  its  officers  as  to  the  part  you  were  to  perform  on  that 
day  ? — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  see  anything  at  the  polls  that  day  which  looked  like  con- 
straint of  their  employes  upon  the  part  of  the  Douglass  Axe  Factory  f — 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Was  it  or  not  a  free  and  fair  election  on  that  day  in  Douglass! — 
A.  To  my  best  knowledge  and  belief,  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  one  more  sol — A.  I  never  knew  a  more  quiet 
fall  election  than  that  of  last  fall. 

Q.  Or  one  more  free  and  fair  I — A.  Or  one  more  free  and  fair. 

Q.  How  do  you  account  for  the  increase  of  the  Talbot  vote  in  the  fall 
of  1878! — A.  In  part  from  the  Prohibitory  vote  of  the  year  previous  and 
in  part  from  the  regular  Democratic  vote. 

By  Mr.  McDonal^  : 

Q.  How  did  you  vote  at  the  last  fall  election  ? — A.  I  voted  for  Mr. 
Talbot. 


William  Abbott  sworn  and  examined. 
•Bv  Mr.  Platt  . 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  Douglass. 

Q.  Do  you  hold  any  office  there  ! — A.  I  am  treasurer  of  the  town. 

Q.  What  offices  have  you  held  there  I — A.  I  have  never  held  any  other 
office  in  that  town.  I  held  a  commission  as  justice  of  the  peace  and  no- 
tary public. 

Q.  Did  you  formerly  reside  in  Sutton  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  been  a  member  of  the  legislature? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  And  a  selectman  in  Sutton  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  for  six  years. 

Q.  Have  jou  any  connection  with  the  Douglass  Axe  Factory  ! — A. 
^0,  sir. 

Q.  Or  with  any  corporation  ! — A.  ^o,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  business! — A.  I  am  dealing  in  real  estate,  and  I  do 
some  public  business. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  November  election  of  1878  in  the  town  of  Doug- 
lass Ua.  I  was. 

Q.  la  what  capacity  ! — A.  1  was  vote  distributor. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Moore  there  ?— A.  1  did. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Butler  there! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  W^as  any  constraint  exercised  by  either  of  those  gentlemen  that 
%  upon  the  employes  of  the  Douglass  Axe  Factory,  or  was  there  any- 
J^ingof  that  nature  that  was  visible  or  apparent  ? — A.  No,  sir;  not  that 
1  know  of.     I  do  not  think  that  there  was  any. 

Q-  Was  there  anything  that  day  that  looked  like  intimidation  on  the 
part  of  anybody  connected  with  that  establishment  upon  the  employes! 
""^«  No,  sir;  I  never  heard  of  any  mentioned  in  the  count. 

Q'  Was  any  claim  made  that  there  was  any  intimidation  there  ! — A. 
^  ^^ver  beard  of  it  until  within  three  or  four  days;  I  never  heard  of 
^Whingof  the  kind  until  then. 
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By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  saw  Mr.  Moore  there,  you  say.  Was  he  distributiug  tickets! 
— A.  He  was,  part  of  the  clay. 

Q.  You  saw  Mr.  Butler  there.  Was  he  standing  very  near  where  the 
votes  were  received! — A.  He  was  standing  very  near  the  ballot-box ;  I 
should  say  some  six  feet  away. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Did  he  appear  to  be  watching  the  employes  of  the  Douglas  Axe 
Factory  particularly! — A.  No,  sir;  he  was  watching  any  illegal  voters 
who  came  up  to  vote.  He  was  there  for  the  purpose  of  challenging  ille- 
gal voters ;  that  was  what  he  had  been  appointed  for. 


Aaron  F.Jones  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  the  village  of  East 
Douglass. 

Q.  What  is  your  business! — A.  Dealer  in  coal  and  iron. 

Q.  Do  you  occupy  any  official  position  in  the  town  of  Douglass  ! — A. 
I  do. 

Q.  What  is  it! — A.  Chairman  of  the  board  of  selectmen. 

Q.  As  such,  did  you  preside  at  the  polls  in  November,  1878! — A.  I 
did  not;  1  was  appointed  in  March  of  the  present  year. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  on  that  day  ! — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  the  East  Douglass  Axe  Factory  ! — A.  I 
am  not. 

Q.  Or  with  any  corporation  ! — I  am  not. 

Q.  W^tsanyact  of  intimidation  at  that  election,  on  the  part  of  the 
agents  or  officers  of  the  East  Douglas  Axe  Company,  practiced  towards 
their  men! — A.  I  did  not  see  anything  of  the  kind,  nor  never  have  heard 
of  anything  of  the  kind  until  within  four  or  live  diiys. 

Q.  How  did  the  election  pass  off  in  East  Douglass  last  fall ! — A.  Very 
quietly,  indeed. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  a  more  apparently  fair  and  quiet  election  than 
you  had  that  day  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  about  that  time,  or  subsequently,  hear  any  complaint  of 
constraint  or  intimidation  on  the  part  of  the  East  Douglass  Axe  Coui* 
l)dny  ! — A.  I  hever  have,  before  or  since,  until  within  the  last  live  days. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  East  Douglass! — A.  Some  thirty-one 
years. 

Q.  Were  you  born  there? — A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  What  were  you  engaged  in  doing  on  the  day  of  the  election! — A. 
Nothing  officially. 

Q.  Were  you  engaged  in  anything  connected  with  the  election  ? — A. 
Not  at  all,  officially. 

Q.  In  any  way ;  were  you  taking  an  active  part  in  it! — A.  So  far  as 
voting  myself,  1  was. 

Q.  So  far  as  soliciting  others,  were  you  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  of  the  time  were  you  at  the  polls  that  day  ! — A.  1  was 
there  all  day  after  1  got  there  until  afternoon.  I  went  up  in  the  fore- 
noon, I  think. 
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Q.  Do  jou  rec5ollect  at  what  time  the  employes  of  the  Douglass  Axe 
Factory  voted  there! — A.  All  through  the  day,  but  their  voting  is  prin- 
cipally in  the  afternoon. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time  they  came  in  to  vote  that  day  ? — A. 
Not  absolutely  as  to  what  part  of  the  day  they  came  in. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  notice  that  day  of  the  time  at  which  the  Doug- 
lass men  came  in  ? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  know  what  time  it  was? — A.  They  came  scat- 
tered through  the  day  the  same  as  other  voters. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Moore  that  day  t — A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing? — A.  He  was  at  the  door  distributing  votes. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Butler  ? — A.  1  did. 

Q.  Where  was  he? — A.  He  was  near  the  ballot-box. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing? — A.  Acting  as  one  of  the  challenging  com- 
mittee. 

Q.  They  are  the  two  leading  men  in  the  establishment,  are  they  not  ? — 
A.  Mr.  Moore  is  agent  of  the  works  and  Mr.  Butler  is  one  of  the  in- 
spectors ? 

Q.  Is  he  not  one  of  the  leading  men  ? — A.  He  is  one  of  the  leading 
meu  in  town  ;  considered  so. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  been  a  Republican  all  your  life? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Since  when  ! — A.  1  have  been  a  Republican  for  the  last  three 
years ;  am  a  Republican  in  one  sense  today  — a  Prohibitory  Republican, 
and  have  been  such  for  the  last  three  years. 

Q.  You  have  never  been  a  Democrat  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  never. 

Q.  You  would  not  be  likely  to  be  complained  to  by  these  Democrats  if 
the>  had  been  intimidated  ? — A.  I  should  think  that  I  would  have  heard 
of  it. 

Q  W^ould  you  be  likely  to  hear  of  it  if  men  there  of  opposite  politics 
voted  under  constraint? — A.  I  should  think  I  would. 

Q.  if  it  had  been  their  business  to  keep  their  mouths  shut,  and  say 
nothing  about  it? — A.  I  don't  know  that  it  was  their  business  to  keep 
their  mouths  shut. 

Q.  But  if  these  men  were  Democrats,  and  were  actually  intimidated, 
18  if  likely  that  they  would  have  gone  and  talked  about  it  to  anybody  ? — 
A.  I  should  think  I  would  have  heard  of  it. 

Q.  They  would  have  come  to  talk  to  you  about  it  ? — A.  No ;  I  don't 
know  that  they  should. 

Q.  How  would  you  hear  of  it? — A.  In  the  sarrie  way  that  we  hear 
other  things.     I  should  think  it  would  have  got  out. 

Q.  Do  JOU  think  that  these  men,  having  families  dependent  upon 
them,  feeling  that  their  bread  and  their  shelter  were  in  jeopardy,  would 
go  to  the  election  and  tell  that  they  were  intimidated,  if  they  had  been 
intimidated  ?-^A.  I  shouldn't  think  it  would  be  a  supposable  case,  be- 
cause we  had  no  such  intimidation  there. 

Q.  But  how  do  you  think  it  would  have  got  out? — A.  Any  intimida- 
tion that  occurred  there  that  would  have  been  spoken  of,  I  think  I 
should  have  heard  of. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question  at  all.  I  want  to  know  whether,  in  your 
judgment,  a  man  situated  as  an  employ^  of  those  works  was,  who  had 
been  intimidated,  would,  after  he  had  voted,  go  and  tell  of  it? — A.  I 
think  it  would  depend  on  the  extent  to  which  he  had  been  intimidated. 
If  he  was  afraid  of  his  life,  I  think  he  would  tell  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  if  he  was  afraid  of  being  turned  out  of  employ* 

19  BOS 


290  INTIMIDATION   AND    FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSETTS. 

ment  be  woald  still  go  and  tell  of  it  ?  Do  you  think  that  that  is  reason- 
able or  natural  ? — A.  It  would  depend  upon  how  much  he  had  recanted 
after  voting. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  You  do  not  know  many  of  these  employes,  do  vou  ? — A.  Certainly, 
I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  personally,  that  there  are  any  Democrats  among 
them  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  them  since  the  election  f — A.  Not  po- 
litically. 

Q.  Not  on  political  subjects  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  They  do  not  make  you  a  confidant  of  their  political  secrets  ! — A. 
I  don't  think  they  do. 

Q.  They  would  not  be  likely  to  f — A.  I  don't  think  they  would. 


Amos  Bartlett  sworn  and  examined. 
By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  t — Answer.  In  Webster. 

Q.  What  is  your  business? — A.  lam  general  superintendent  of  the 
Slater  Woolen  Company's  works. 

Q.  For  how  long  have  you  occupied  that  position ! — A.  About  five 
years. 

Q.  Have  you  been  in  the  military  service  of  the  country  ! — A.  I  have. 

Q.  What  was  your  rank  ? — A.  I  was  a  captain  of  the  Fifteenth  Massa- 
chusetts Infantry. 

Q.  In  political  sentiment,  what  are  you  f — A.  A  Democrat. 

Q.  For  how  long  a  time  have  you  been  a  Democrat  I — A.  All  my  life. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  general  election  last  autumn  I — A.  I  was. 

Q.  State  how  much  of  the  time  yon  were  there  during  the  day,  your 
opportunities  for  observation,  and  then  you  may  state  as  to  its  being 
apparently  a  fair,  free,  and  full  election  or  otherwise. — A.  My  recol- 
lection is  that  I  was  in  the  polling-place  about  twenty  minutes ;  that  I 
went  in,  deposited  my  vote  in  order,  went  around  to  the  other  part  of 
the  hall,  and  passed  out. 

Q.  What  as  to  your  observation  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  elec- 
tion was  conducted? — A.  I  saw  nothing  thatdifi'ered  from  any  ordinary 
el3ction  of  the  town. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  coercion  or  intimidation  of  voters  or  hear  of  any ! 
—A.  No. 

Q.  You  saw  the  agents  of  both  parties,  I  suppose,  in  the  canvass!— 
A.  They  were  very  active  at  the  door  distributing  ballots  as  voters  were 
brought  in. 

Q.  Was  there  any  interference  with  voters  as  they  walked  up  to  the 
polls  and  deposited  their  ballots  f — A.  Not  that  I  saw. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  of  the  employes  of  your  mills  there  at  the  timet— 
A.  I  do  not  have  any  in  my  mind  now,  though  I  must  have  seen  them, 
for  there  are  a  great  many  there. 

Q.  But  you  noticed  nothing  unusual  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  There  are  how  many  operatives  in  these  works  that  you  superin- 
tend ? — About  h\e  hundred  and  fifty. 

Q.  What  are  their  political  sentiments! — A.  I  should  say  that ^tbe 
majority  of  them  were  Democrats. 
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Q.  Have  you  ever  known  of  any  interference  with  them,  on  the  part 
of  the  company  or  others,  in  the  way  of  intimidation,  to  prevent  a  free 
exercise  of  the  suffrage  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  is  it  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they  are  got  from  the  mills 
which  you  superintend  to  the  voting  place? — A.  Our  mill  is  about,  I 
should  say,  a  quarter  of  a  mile  from  the  polliug-piace,  and  the  voters 
begin  about  nine  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  go  out  to  vote  and  come 
back.  Then  there  are  teams  that  drive  up  to  the  office  from  the  voting 
place  rallying  men  from  the  different  parties.  I  believe  the  practice  is 
to  hand  in  names  of  individuals  that  they  want  and  we  send  down  into 
the  mill  for  them  and  have  them  come  out. 

Q.  Irrespective  of  party  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  further  to  state  in  regard  to  this  matter  of 
teams  and  carrying  voters;  all  parties  have  an  equal  chance  and  all 
practice  it  ! — A.  That  is  my  impression. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  any  conversation  with  Democrats  on  election  day  in 
regard  to  their  votes  t — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  any  speak  to  you,  ask  your  advice  or  get  your  opinion  in  re- 
gard to  which  way  they  had  better  vote,  whether  for  Butler  or  Abbott 
or  the  Republican  ticket  I — A.  I  believe  one  of  our  overseers,  a  German, 
asked  me  whether  he  had  better  vote  for  Abbott  or  Butler.  He  had  an 
idea  that  it  was  going  to  affect  his  deposit  in  the  savings-bank.  I  told 
bim  to  vote  as  he  pleased. 

Q.  And  he  did,  as  far  as  you  know  f — A.  As  far  as  I  know,  he  did. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  vote  t — A.  1  voted  for  Abbott. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  any  sealed  envelopes  being  distributed 
in  your  mill,  or  being  used  at  the  polls  t — A.  I  never  saw  one. 

Q.  Were  there  any  political  meetings  last  year  at  your  place  ? — A. 
Yes;  I  think  there  were  more  than  the  usual  number. 

Q.  Did  General  Butler  speak  there  ! — A.  General  Butler  spoke  there 
oue  afternoon  about  ten  days  before  the  election. 

Q.  What  as  to  the  operatives  attending  f — A.  Very  generally  they 
went  out. 

Q.  W^as  any  effort  made  to  prevent  their  attending  his  meeting? — A, 
Not  the  slightest  in  my  department. 

Q.  Or  anywhere,  so  far  as  you  know  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  reason  to  believe  that  operatives  were  not 
permitted  to  attend  political  meetings  just  as  freely  as  any  other  class 
of  citizens  t — A.  No. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  reason  to  think  there  was  any  intimidation  of 
the  votes  of  working  men  in  Massachusetts!  I  mean  outside  of  your 
own,  anywhere. — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  There  has  been  some  testimony  abont  Mr.  Slater,  an  owner  of  the 
mills.     He  is  in  Europe  njow,  is  he! — A.  He  is. 

Q.  What  are  the  political  sentiments  of  the  elderly  Mr.  Slater! — A. 
I  shonld  say  he  would  style  himself  a  conservative  Republican.  He 
told  me  it  was  his  intention  to  vote  for  Tilden,  however;  but  he  did  not 
get  to  the  polls  in  season  ;  they  closed  some  ten  or  fifteen  minutes  be- 
fore he  reached  there. 

Q.  He  is  one  of  those  conservative  Republicans  who  try  to  vote  the 
Democratic  ticket ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  in  regard  to  the  case  of  one  Thomas  Sher- 
lock as  to  whom  it  was  testified  here  that  the  overseer  of  the  cotton- 
mill  took  his  vote  away  from  him  ! — A.  We  have  a  man  on  our  roll 
named  Thomas  Sherlock.  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  the  one  referred 
to  or  not. 
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Q.  Do  3'ou  kuow  anything  about  any  one  interfering  with  his  ballot? 
—A.  No. 

Q.  Does  he  work  for  you  in  your  mill  ! — A.  There  is  a  Thomas  Sher- 
lock in  our  employ.  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  the  one  referred  to  in 
the  morning  paper. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  complaint  of  any  interference  with  his  vote  by 
anybody  ? — A.  !No.     , 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  it! — A.  No. 

Q.  Is  there  a  Hugh  Duffy  who  works  under  you  f — A.  N'^,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  the  case  of  a  Hugh  Duffy  who  complains 
that  he  could  not  work  there  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Edward  FarrelH — A.  I  know  Farrell. 
I  do  not  know  how  he  voted  or  proposed  to  vote,  or  what  his  politics 
were. 

Q.  Where  is  he? — A.  He  is  in  the  cambric  works,  as  we  call  them. 

Q.  In  the  employ  of  the  same  company! — A.  The  company  is  sub- 
stantially the  same,  though  not  the  same  corporation. 

Q.  Is  this  Sherlock  still  at  work  for  you? — A.  I  saw  him  at  his  loom 
last  Saturday. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  At  what  time  of  the  day  did  you  vote! — A.  I  should  say  it  was 
between  two  and  four  o'clock  in  the  atternoon. 

Q.  Who  was  in  charge  of  the  ballot-box  when  you  voted  ? — A.  Shum- 
way,  I  believe. 

Q.  You  did  not  vote,  then,  when  Mr.  Moore  had  charge  of  the  ballot- 
box? — A.  Moore  may  have  been  sitting  on  the  platform  at  the  time. 

Q.  The  testimony  is  that  from  twelve  to  two  Mr.  Moore  had  charge 
of  the  ballot  box. — A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  was  there  or  not.  My 
impression  is  tuat  Shumway  was  there. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  of  the  teams  come  up  from  the  works,  when  yoa 
were  there? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  had  not  all  voted  before  you  got 
there? — A.  No. 

Q.  What  were  the  politics  of  Moore  ? — A.  liepubiican. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Lavaree  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Give  his  jiolitics. — A.  He  is  a  Kepublican. 

Q.  What  does  he  do  ? — A.  He  is  superintendent  of  the  store. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Fletcher? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  his  business  ? — A.  He  is  accountant  at  the  cotton  weaving 
mill. 

Q.  Do  you  know  his  politics  ? — A.  He  is  a  Republican,  1  believe. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Hilton  ? — A.  He  is  superintendent  of  the  bleach- 
ing and  dyeing  establishment. 

Q.  State  his  politics. — A.  He  is  a  Republican,  1  believe. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  gentlemen  were  at  the  polls  when  you  voted, 
that  you  saw  ? — A.  1  couldn't  swear  that  one  of  them  was  there ;  still 
there  may  have  been. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  of  a  single  one  of  your  em- 
ployes being  there  to  vote  when  you  were  there  ? — A.  No  ;  I  cannot  re- 
call a  single  face. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  a  single  man  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  If  that  is  the  case,  then  it  is  quite  probable  that  your  employ ^s 
were  voted  between  twelve  and  two,  as  was  testified  here  by  the  wit- 
nesses ? — A.  Very  likely. 
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Q.  They  bring  the  voters  from  the  works  in  wagons,  and  take  them 
back  again  ?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  The  company's  own  wagODsf — A.  No;  some  of  the  teams  may 
have  been  theirs,  but  generally,  I  think,  they  were  hacks  and  'buses 
from  the  livery  stables. 

Q.  Did  you  see  your  own  voters  go  there  that  day  in  your  own 
teams  T — A.  I  saw  backs  and  teams  come  to  the  works  for  voters.  I 
wont  say  that  I  saw  any  landed  at  the  polling  place  in  those  teams.  My 
recollection  is  that  I  drove  down  with  Mr.  Slater  in  his  carriage ;  that 
we  went  in  and  voted  and  went  quickly  out. 

Q.  The  testimony  is  that  the  men  were  taken  there  in  those  teams, 
betwef^n  twelve  and  two.    Did  you  see  thatt — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Lavaree  distributed  any  tickets  ! — A.  I  do 
not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  tickets  were  distributed  before  the  elec- 
tion ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  ballots  were  given  to  any  of  your  men  as 
they  came  there  f — A.  My  recollection  is  that  men  who  went  down  early 
in  the  morning  to  vote  brought  back  ballots  of  the  different  kinds  when 
they  came  back. 

Q.  Have  you  charge  of  the  three  mills  t — A.  No,  sir ;  1  am  limited  to 
the  woolen-mill  unless  on  some  special  duty. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  those  gentlemen  were  very  actively  in 
charge  of  the  election  t — A.  No. 

Q.  You  were  not  ? — A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  And  you  were  the  only  Democrat  among  them  ! — A.  So  it  ap- 
pears. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  There  are  how  many  salaried  officers  connected  with  the  establish- 
ments, known  as  the  Slater  establishments,  including  the  store- 
keeper t — A.  By  salaried  oflBcers  you  mean  where  a  stipulated  amount 
is  paid  annually,  not  wages?    I  should  say  there  were  six  or  eight. 

Q.  You  were  superintendent  of  the  woolen  department  f  About  how 
many  of  those  who  were  employed  in  that  department  were  voters  at 
the  last  fall  election  f — A.  I  really  cannot  tell  you  how  many  voters 
there  are.  The  males  and  females  must  be,  I  think,  about  of  equal 
number,  but  we  employ  all  classes,  from  the  oldest  inhabitant  down  to 
the  youngest,  men,  women,  and  children. 

Q.  In  the  woolen  factory  alone,  how  many  persons  of  all  classes  were 
employed  last  fall  ? — A.  About  live  hundred  and  fifty. 

Q.  How  many  in  all  the  other  factories  ! — A.  In  the  cotton  and 
cambric  works,  I  think,  between  seven  and  eight  hundred. 

Q.  Do  any  of  these  salaried  officers  have  any  charge  of  the  woolen 
factory  along  with  you,  or  under  you,  or  any  connection  with  it! — A. 
Mr.  Moore,  who  was  an  assistant  to  me,  was  at  that  time  on  the  board 
of  selectmen. 

Q.  He  was  connected  with  the  woolen  factory  also  as  an  assistant  to 
you,  and  was  one  of  the  selectmen  of  the  town  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  acted  at  the  polls  that  day,  or  a  part  of  the  day  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  be  was  down  there  somewhere  all  day  ;  he  was  not  at  the  mills  at 
all. 

Q.  You  were  at  the  polls  twenty  minutes,  and  he  was  there  all  day  f — 
A.  1  don't  think  I  was  there  longer  than  that. 
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William  W.  Fletcher  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blaie  . 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  North  Webster. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there  ? — A.  From  five  to  six  years. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  I — A.  I  am  the  bookkeeper  of  the  establish- 
ment, and  for  the  past  three  years  have  been  the  acting  superintendent 
of  the  works  of  the  H.  M.  Slater  Manufacturing  Corporation. 

Q.  Where  is  that  corporation  located  ! — A.  In  the  north  village  where 
they  manufacture,  and  in  the  east  village  where  they  finish  their  goods 
as  they  are  brought  in. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  the  total  number  of  employes  in  all  of  those 
mills? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  noticed  as  to  that  in  the  month  of  January.  I 
then  counted  the  pay-rolls  in  use.  I  am  the  bookkeeper  and  paymaster 
there.  The  totals  were:  In  the  north  and  east  villages,  G92 ;  in  the 
south  village,  6G0  and  something — some  1,300  all  around. 

Q.  How  are  those  divided  between  the  sexes ;  about  equally  ? — A. 
About  equally.  We  have  children  from  about  fourteen  years  and  all 
ages  from  that  ap. 

Q.  About  how  many  legal  voters  are  there,  in  your  judgment,  em- 
ployed in  all  those  various  departments  of  the  business  of  that  com- 
pany ? — A.  Perhaps  between  one  and  two  hundred ;  nearer  one  hun- 
dred. 

Q.  All  legal  voters? — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  most  of  our  population  are 
Canadians,  very  few  of  whom  are  voters. 

Q.  What  would  you  give  as  a  general  statement  of  the  political  senti- 
ments of  the  men  in  the  employ  of  the  company  who  voted  f — A.  All 
the  Americans  or  most  of  them  are  Republicans,  there  being  some  few 
Democrats  and  Butler  men.    Of  the  Irish,  the  majority  are  Democrat**. 

Q.  Which  nationality  has  the  larger  number  of  voting  operatives,  the 
American  or  the  Irish? — A.  The  American. 

Q.  About  how  many  Irish  voters  are  there  now  ? — A.  I  should  think 
twenty  or  thirty. 

Q.  The  remainder  of  the  voters  would  be  Americans  then? — A. 
Americans,  French,  and  Germans. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  French,  the  few  that  there  are,  what  are  they 
generally? — A.  Some  voted  for  the Kepublican  party  and  some  for  the 
Democratic. 

Q.  You  are  the  agent  for  the  cotton  company,  I  understand  you  ? — 
A.  Not  strictl^^  We  had  no  agent  or  snperintendeut ;  1  was  the  acting 
man  on  the  grounds,  and  as  such  had  to  act  as  superintendent. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  the  election  last  fall  ? — A.  A  short  time  ;  I  was 
there  perha])8  after  three  o'clock  an  hour  or  more. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  what  time  the  election  opened  ? — A.  I  think 
at  half  past  ten  or  somewhere  near  that. 

Q.  Did  the  voters  at  your  mill  generally  go  to  the  polls  on  that  day  f 
— A«  I  think  they  did. 

Q.  How  was  it  as  to  any  effort  being  made  by  you  or  any  other  person 
to  influence  their  votes? — A.  There  was  not  the  slightest  ettbrt  that  I 
know  of.  The  owners  did  not  say  a  word  or  ask  the  question  how  an 
overseer  or  one  of  the  employes  was  going  to  vote,  so  far  as  I  know.  No 
instructions  were  given  to  me,  and  I  do  not  know  how  many  of  the  men 
voted.  I  do  know  how  some  voted  because  many  of  the  men  had  madeap 
their  minds  before  going  to  the  polls  how  to  vote.  I  do  not  think  one  man 
changed  his  mind  on  election  day. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  as  to  freedom  about  the  mills  ?    Was  any  besita- 
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arcoDcern  apparent  among  the  operatives  in  watchingto  see  whether 
saperiutendent  or  others  were  near  at  hand  to  listen  or  overhear 
in  ooDversing  ! — A.  Not  the  slightest. 
Old  they  talk  as  freely  on  politics  as  on  any  other  subject! — A.  Yes, 

low  was  it  as  to  the  election  being  freef  Was  it  commonly 
of  among  the  operatives  in  the  mill  before  the  election  f — A.  They 
talk  OD  that  as  freely  as  upon  any  subject.  There  was  no  objec- 
their  talking  while  at  work. 

low  far  are  these  mills  of  which  you  were  acting  as  superintendent 
le  voting  place  ! — A.  Between  one  and  two  miles. 
1  what  way  did  the  operatives  get  from  the  mills  to  the  voting 
—A.  From  the  east  village  these  rallying  teams  were  sent  over 
g  them,  and  also  from  the  north  village.  The  company  had  one 
hat  was  carrying  down  anybody  who  wanted  to  go,  Democrats 
iblicans,  and  it  also  brougbt  them  back.  I  drove  several  such 
own. 

►id  you  carry  men  of  both  parties  ! — A.  I  did. 
lid  brought  them  back,  men  of  both  parties  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
on  made  no  distinction  ! — A.  I  chose  to  take  up  Republicans  if 
I  them,  but  if  those  who  said  they  wanted  to  go  to  the  polls  were 
rats,  they  were  free  to  ride. 

ind  their  own  party  looked  carefull}^  after  them,  did  they  ! — A. 
r. 

)id  you  ever  know  of  any  threat  being  uttered  to  a  voter  in  con- 
ce  of  his  vote! — A.  Xot  the  slightest. 

)id  you  know  of  a  man  being  discharged  in  consequence  of  his 
ithin  the  lavSt  three  years! — A.  No,  sir;  not  one  so  far  as  I  know 
?ing  the  bookkeeper,  1  would  have  known  of  it  if  it  had  hap- 

U  bookkeeper,  do  you  attend  to  the  business  of  the  mills  ! — A.  No, 
ily  of  that  of  the  H.  M.  Slater  Man ufat5tu ring  Company, 
i'hat  is,  the  cotton  company  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

)o  you  recollect  a  man  named  J.  F.  Bonner  being  discharged  ! — 
pmember  there  was  such  a  man. 

fVhat  was  he  discharged  for  ! — A.  For  general  worthlessness.  He 
man  who  was  not  reliable,  and  his  foreman  had  a  good  deal  to 
out  him. 

3id  he  make  much  complaint  as  to  the  manner  in  which  Bonner 
4  work! — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  could  not  rely  upon  him. 
iVas  he  discharged  for  any  particular  cause  whatever! — A.  I  can- 
y.    Not  to  my  knowledge.     He  was  not  on  my  pay-roll, 
ii'on  never  heard  of  politics  being  mixed  up  with  his  discharge  at 
A.  That  was  thrown  out.     Yes,  sir;  1  heard  it  so  stated  by  some 
men,  but  I  never  took  occasion  to  investigate  it. 
Chat  was  after  his  discharge,  and  it  related  to  that ! — A.  It  was 
time  that  Bonner  got  through  work  after  the  town  election,  a 
go  last  spring. 

[fit  had  relation  to  the  town  election  you  need  not  say  any  more 
it.  What  are  the  particular  sentiments  of  Mr.  Slater,  the  princi- 
'ner,  who  is  now  in  Europe! — A..  I  think  that  in  the  days  of  Dan- 
^bnter  he  was  an  Old  Line  Whig,  and  that  when  the  Republican 
came  up  he  had  not  much  sympathy  with  the  radical  wing  of  it, 
9metime8,  rather  than  vote  the  regular  Republican  ticket,  voted 
emocratic  ticket. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  how  he  felt  in  reg^ard  to  voting  for  Mr.  Tildei 
I  was  told  that  he  intended  to  vote  for  him. 

Q.  But  for  some  reason  he  did  not  vote  I — A.  Yes ;  he  got  dowi 
a  little  late. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  or  do  you  understand  tba 
or  less  of  your  operatives  voted  for  General  Butler  last  autumi 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  of  them  express  their  intention  in  that  re 
— A^  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  they  say  ? — A.  They  said  they  intended  to  vote  f 
and  no  objection  was  made,  so  far  as  I  know,  to  their  voting  for 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  of  them  complain  that  they  had  beei 
fered  with  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chair3IAN  : 

Q.  You  were  at  the  election  as  a  distributor  of  tickets,  were  yo 
No,  sir;  1  don't  think  I  distributed  any  tickets.  I  drove  the  tean 
several  times. 

Q.  You  are  a  Republican  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  drive  the  team  to  the  mill,  get  the  men  from  the  ni 
take  them  up  ?— A.  Yes,  sir;  and  some  of  the  old  people  in  the 
borhood  not  working  in  the  mill. 

Q.  Had  the  men  tickets  in  their  possession  when  they  left  the  i 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  they  get  their  tickets! — A.  At  the  polls. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  the  ballot-box  when  you  brought  tlies 
up! — A.  I  think  Mr.  Shumway.    I  staid  outside;  I  didn't  go  iu  tl 

Q.  You  did  not  give  out  any  tickets  th  it  day? — A.  I  migL 
done  so;  I  think  not;  it  was  only  for  a  few  moments  if  I  did. 

Q.  This  man  Bonner  was  discharged  ? — A.  Not  at  this  electio 
was  discharged  in  the  spring,  I  think,  when  he  got  through  worl 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  between  twelve  and  two! — A.  From 
to  one  o'clock  I  was  eating  my  dinner  and  the  horse  was  in  th 
The  horse  was  harnessed  up  at  about  one  o'clock  and  I  took 
down,  four  or  five  men. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Lavaree  at  the  polls  t — A.  Portions  of  the  day. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Hilton  there! — A.  1  think  I  saw  him  in  the  afu 
not  in  the  forenoon. 

Q.  Those  gentlemen  are  Republicans  like  yourself? — A.  Yes,  s 

Adjourned. 


Boston,  August  19, 
William  W.  Fletcher  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  there  were  two  men  named  Du; 
Farrell  in  your  employ. — Answer.  Tbere  were;  thtjy  worked  atth 
Village  Cambric  Works. 

Q.  State  anything  that  you  know  of  their  voting  at  the  elec 
November,  1878. — A.  As  to  Mr.  Duflfy,  I  will  not  say  that  I  kno 
thing  definitely.  Farrell  was  at  the  north  village  office  to  pay  h 
tax,  and  when  he  was  paying  I  asked  him  about  how  he  was  g< 
vote.  1  stated  that  I  should  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot  and  he  said  t 
should  vote  for  Mr.  Butler.  I  told  him  that  he  had  the  full  privi 
vote  as  he  saw  fit,  but  I  hoped  he  would  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot, 
swered  that  his  mind  was  made  up,  that  he  should  vote  for  Mr. . 
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le  ever  tell  you  afterwards  bow  he  did  vote  I — A.  I  learned 
that  he  did  vote  for  Mr.  Butler.  I  won't  say  that  he  did. 
t  discharged  nor  was  there  any  intimidation  as  to  him,  nor 
my  toward  any  one  employed  on  the  works  or  on  the  prem- 

aboat  Mr.  Dufify ;  had  you  any  conversation  with  him  at  all  f 
I't  say  that  I  had. 

le  tell  you  afterwards  that  he  voted  ! — A.  He  told  me  after- 
he  voted  for  Mr.  Butler. 
jTOU  learned  that  Farrell  did  also? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

he  Chairman  : 

)u  collect  the  taxes  ! — A.  I  did. 

rou  the  tax-collector  of  the  town  f — A.  A  deputy.  The  tax- 
its  tax  bills  in  the  various  manufacturing  offices  and  author- 
o  collect  the  tax;  he  hands  in  the  receipts  for  tbe  men.  It 
>m  for  the  various  corporations,  if  there  is  money  coming  to 
)  take  out  of  their  pay  for  the  taxes. 

was  how  long  before  the  election,  that  Farrell  and  Duffy 
out — A.  This  was  perhaps  two  or  three  weeks.  Firrell 
>ay  his  tax,  knowing  that  he  could  pay  it  at  the  north  village 
)er  than  he  could  at  the  assessor's.  According  to  our  rules, 
on  or  about  the  25th  of  July  ten  per  cent,  is  abated,  after  that 
le  full  tax. 

is,  when  they  came  to  you  and  paid  the  tax  through  you,  it 
-A.  Jt  WHS  one  dollar  and  eighty  cents. 
8  charged  to  him  through  his  wages? — A.  No;  he  brought 
because  he  could  get  it  cheaper  there,  and  he  came  on  pur- 

^ere  the  acting  superintendent  at  that  time  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
the  collector  of  the  taxes  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
who  were  employed  by  the  company,  who  had  not  paid  their 
to  come  and  pay  them  through  you  ? — A.  No,  sir;  they  had 
ge  of  paying  them  to  the  collector.    That  was  the  proper 

was  it  with  Farrell ;  did  he  pay  them  through  his  wages  ! — 
paid  the  cash.     Duffy  weut  and  paid  them  to  the  collector 

when  the  men  came  to  pay  their  taxes  you  talked  to  them 
ics  ? — A.  I  did. 
advised    them    to  vote    for   Talbot   or   not   to  vote? — A.I 

should  vote  for  Talbot,  and  hoped  that  they  would.    They 
ivilege  of  doing  so. 
vere  especially  careful  to  tell  them  that  they  had  the  privilege 

! — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  was  no  compulsion  upon  a  man  on  iho 
not  a  word. 

kir.  McDonald  : 

jaid  you  would  vote  for  Talbot.  Did  you  also  say  that  that 
icrest  of  the  company,  and  that  it  was  the  interest  of  the  com- 
*eat  Butler  f — A.  No,  sir. 

ou  say  it  would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  company  that  Butler 
lefeated  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

3u  use  any  argument  to  persuade  them  to  vote  for  Talbot  ? — A. 
thought  he  was  the  better  man. 
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Q.  Dill  you  say  nothing  about  tbe  political  opinions  of  the  two  caadi 
dates  ! — A.  1  think  not. 

Q.  Did  vou  say  nothing  about  General  Butler's  financial  opinion ! — A^ 
I  think  I  did. 

Q.   What  did  you  say  about  that? — A.  Tiiat  the  greenback  dollar' 
that  we  had  was  not  good  money  ;  that  we  had  got  down  now  to  aboo^ 
hardpan  where  you  could  receive  an  equivalent  for  a  dollar's  worth  oF 
goods ;  that  calico  was  down  to  six  cents  per  yard  instead  of  being 
twenty,  and  everything  was  in  proportion. 

Q.  What  did  Butler,  as  governor  of  Massachusetts,  have  to  do  with 
the  greenback  matter  I — A.  As  he  was  advocating  the  greenback  heresyj 
we  got  the  impression  that  he  was  a  sustainer  of  Greeubackism. 

Q.  As  governor  of  MaSvSachusetts,  would  he  have  anything  todowitS 
that? — A.  Not  at  all,  but  we  thou;»:ht  that  that  would  be  very  injurioai 
to  the  trade  and  business  of  the  country. 

Q.  Starting  on  that  point,  did  you  not  tell  the  men  that  yon  though 
that  would  be  very  injurious  to  the  trade  and  business  of  the  country ! 
A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  them  so  ? — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did.  I  don't  know 
that  the  owners  have  said  that  to  the  men. 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  about  what  the  owners  said,  but  about  what  yoa 
said  when  these  men  came  to  pay  their  taxes  to  qualify  themselves  to 
vote.  Did  you  not  go  on  and  say  that  that  would  be  very  injurious  to 
the  manufacturitig  interest,  and  that  perhaps  the  mill  would  have  to 
stop  ? — A.  I  don't  know  ;  perhaps  I  did. 

Q.  You  think  not  ? — A.  I  think  not.  We  talked  for  about  five  or  tea 
minutes. 

Q.  That  was  your  belief  on  the  subject? — A.  I  certainly  believed  so. 

Q.  Would  you  not  be  very  apt  to  express  your  belief  on  the  sub- 
ject?— A.  I  don't  know  but  that  I  might  have  done  it. 

Q.  You  believed,  then,  that  the  success  of  the  greenback  theory,  or 
Butler's  election  as  tending  to  make  it  successful,  would  Ue  very  disas- 
trous  to  the  business  of  the  country,  and  probably  compel  many  of  the  i 
mills  to  stop  and  discharge  many  of  the  hands.     Did  you  not  believe  - 
that? — A.  No,  I  didn't  think  they  would  be  compelled  to  stop,  for  the 
reason  that  this  concern  has  always  run  through  thick  and  thin. 

Q.  What  concern  ?  But  I  am  speaking  of  the  effect  upon  that  inter- 
est generally.  Did  you  not  think  that  it  was  going  to  depress  that  in- 
terest very  much  ? — A.  Yes;  that  was  my  belief. 

Q.  Did  you  not  impress  that  belief  upon  these  men  when  yon  took 
the  pains  to  talk  to  them  when  they  came  there  to  pay  their  taxes  f— A. 
Probably  I  did  say  so ;  1  could  not  say  that  1  did  not. 

Q.  The  probabilities  are  that  you  did,  because  the  subject  of  politics 
was  sufficiently  in  your  mind  at  the  time  to  cause  you  to  stop  ibereiu 
the  receipt  of  those  taxes,  and  talk  to  these  men  on  politics.  \VouW 
you  not,  having  engaged  in  that  kind  of  a  discussion  with  them,  be  apt 
to  use  all  the  arguments  that  were  in  your  own  mind  ? — A.  I  dare  say  I 
did. 

Q.  Still  you  told  them  that  they  had  liberty  to  vote  as  they  please<n- 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  they  might  go  on,  if  they  had  a  mind  to,  and  vote  to  brin? 
themselves  and  everybody  else  into  this  common  ruin  ? — A.  Probably 
I  did. 

Q.  And  you  thought  they  were  very  foolish,  stubborn,  and  self-willed 
fellows  for  doing  it? — A.  Yes,  sir. 


INTIMIDATION    AND    FRAUD    IN    MASSACHUSETTS.  299 

By  the  Chairman  : 

* 

Q.  flow  many  employcSs  had  to  come  to  you  to  pay  their  taxes  in  Oc- 
tober f— A.  With  the  exception  of  these  gentlemen,  no  one  came  to  me 
tth  money  to  pay  their  taxes.  As  I  said,  it  was  the  custom  to  take 
Rittaies  from  the  pay  of  the  men.  If  there  is  money  coming  to  the 
leo,  we  take  out  the  taxes  and  turn  the  money  over  to  the  collector,  or 
f«  men  can  work  it  out ;  but  it  is  a  State's  prison  offence  if  they  vote 
dthe  money  has  not  been  paid  either  there  or  to  the  collector's  oflSce. 
J.  The  men  usually  came  and  paid  their  taxes  to  you,  or  had  them 
en  ont  of  their  pay  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

(.  And  in  that  way  you  got  an  opportunity  to  talk  politics  with  them, 
you  did  it.  You  talked  to  the  rest  of  the  men  as  you  talked  to  Far- 
and  DufTy  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  there  was  no  intimidation  in  any 

r 
• 

!•  The  argument  which  you  made  use  of  was  about  the  same  as  that 
ch  Judge  McDonald  has  stated  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 


nARLES  K.  Lavarke  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

•aestion.  Do  you  reside  in  Webster? — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

\.  Are  you  in   the  emplo3'of  the  Slater  Woolen  Company! — A.  I 

e  charge  of  the  store  called  the  Slater  Woolen  Company's  store. 

K  What  are  your  political  sentiments? — A.  I  have  always  voted  the 

>ablican  ticket. 

J.  Were  you  at  the  election  last  fall? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

I.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — A.  1  voted  for  Mr.  Talbot. 

i.  State  what,  if  anything,  you  have  to  do  with  the  help  or  the  ope- 

ives  employed  in  this  mill  or  by  this  corporation. — A.  The  store  is  a 

npauy's  store  which  would  employ  31  clerks.    I  do  the  buying  of 

!  goods  and  the  selling,  and  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  mills.    At 

iteleclion  each  party  had  a  rallying  committee.     I  was  put  on  as  one 

the  rallying  committee  for  that  section  of  the  town,  to  see  that  the 

ters  there  got  down  to  vote  at  that  election. 

i.  State  all  that  you  did  with  reference  to  the  election  so  far  as  the 

erativesof  the  mill  were  concerned,  or  as  to  their  voting  on  election 

jr.— A.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  operatives  of  the  mill  in  voting, 

t  the  store  clerks  in  my  charge — the  Butler  men,  Abbott  men,  and 

pnblicans.     1  saw  that  they  all  went  to  vote.     There  were  twenty -two 

twenty-thred  voters.    There  were  two  Butler  men,  and  two  Abbott 

in.    The  rest,  I  suppose,  voted  Kepublican,  although  I  never  saw  how 

y  of  them  voted,  and  only  know  of  it  as  they  told  me.    There  was  one 

)bott  man,  a  Yankee  (or,  rather,  he  was  a  Democrat,  as  many  of  the 

itler  men  had  formerly  been),  and  he  said  that  when  Butler  spoke  at 

e  meeting  there  that  had  settled  him,  that  he  should  not  vote  for  But- 

r.    I  afterwards  learned  that  he  voted  for  Talbot.     I  said  nothing  to 

m  about  it. 

Q.  You  may  state  what,  if  anything,  you  did  on  election  day. — A.  I 

<l  nothing  more  than  to  see  that  all  these  men  went.     We  couldn't  all 

ave  tlie  store  at  once,  and  from  each  department  I  let  down  one  or  two 

Utime.    About  the  last  man  who  voted  was  a  Butler  man,  a  French- 

an,  who  said  he  guessed  he  did  not  care 'to  vote.     I  told  him  he  had 

^tter  go  and  vot€  ;  I  did  not  want  any  of  them  to  stay  back.    He  went 

^^  voted.    I  saw  no  intimidation  at  the  polls  anywhere. 
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Q.  Did  3'oa  yourself  undertake  to  exert  any  influence  to  get  a  vote 
to  east  bis  ballot  against  his  own  choice? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  other  Republican  or  any  one  else  do  that,  tba 
day,  or  during  the  canvass  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not,  no  more  than  politic 
would  be  talked.  The  most  was  that  a  Butler  man  would  get  in  tber 
and  pass  the  circulars  around  and  button-hole  men,  to  meet  him  durio| 
the  canvass. 

Q.  In  the  mills  ! — A.  No. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  that,  "  button  hole  men"? — A.  I  mean  on 
the  street  or  in  the  store,  to  persuade  men.  Mr.  Waters  was,  I  sap- 
pose,  the  man  to  do  it.  He  used  to  come  and  peddle  bis  pamphlets  at 
noon  time,  as  the  men  would  come  out.    I  have  seen  him  do  that 

Q.  Did  the  men  who  were  for  General  Butler  have  the  same  chance  to 
reach  the  polls  that  other  men  had? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  had  a  wa^OD 
with  a  large  black  canvass,  a  covered  carriage,  and  drove  up  past  tbe 
store  to  the  villages,  got  their  men  and  took  them  down.  I  suppose 
they  had  a  rallying  committee  as  the  other  parties  had.  The  team  came 
up  past  there.  I  saw  them  come  up  and  they  wanted  to  get  some  men 
there. 

Q.  It  was  really  a  freer  election  than  ever  before  ? — A.  We  called  it 
a  quiet  election.  I  never  henrd  jiny  complaint  until  this  came  up.  We 
were  really  chagrined  that  Butler  did  not  come  any  more.  They  siid 
that  if  he  had  come  there  and  spoken  again  they  could  have  cast  more 
votes  the  other  way.    I  heard  some  of  them  say  that. 

Q.  How  much  time  did  you  spend  at  the  polls  yourself? — A.  Not 
more  than  five  minutes. 

Q.  A  statement  was  made  here  by  one  of  the  witnesses,  Mr.  Waters, 
to  this  effect  [reading]:  *' Last  fall,  mill  operatives  were  brought  to 
the  polls  in  teams;  they  were  met  there  by  Mr.  Fletcher,  superintendent 
of  the  North  Mill,  and  Mr.  Lavaree,  superintendent  of  one  of  the  milU, 
who  provided  them  with  Republican  tickets  and  told  them  to  cast  them; 
mill-owners  and  overseers  are  Republicans,  but  a  large  part  of  tbe  oper- 
atives are  Democrats ;  many  of  them  said  that  they  should  vote  for 
Butler,  but  when  the  the  time  came  they  voted  against  him." — A.  That 
was  because  he  came  there  and  spoke. 

Q.  Is  that  which  I  have  read  a  correct  statement  with  regard  to  your 
standing  there  to  receive  the  operatives  as  they  came! — A.  No,  sir; 
there  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  it. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  them  to  case  Republican  tickets?— A.  No,  sir;  I  have 
a  team  to  drive  myself  and  have  mj'  own  horse  to  do  business  with. 
There  were  men  who  came  down  to  the  store,  and  when  they  wanted  mm 
who  were  in  the  far  part  of  the  villages,  where  they  hadn't  come  in  from 
until  late  in  the  day.  I  went,  after  one  o'clock,  to  see  why  they  wooKl 
not  come  down  or  where  they  were.  That  was  all.  1  didn't  peddle* 
vote  that  day. 

.  Q.  He  has  also  stated  here  that  several  of  the  operatives  were  dis- 
charged from  the  mill  in  consequence  of  independent  voting? — A.  We 
have  not  had  one  discharge  from  the  mill  at  all  that  I  have  known  of^ 
nor  from  either  mill.    I  should  be  likely  to  know  if  it  had  been  so. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  chage  of  the  rolls ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  only  charge  of 
the  store. 

Q.  Then  it  would  have  been  simply  hearsay,  if  you  had  heard  of  tlie 
discharge  of  any  one? — A.  It  would  have  been  rei)orted  to  the  store  if 
he  had  got  through  and  been  settled  with. 
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Q.  Nobody  was  reported  to  the  store  toward  the  election  I — A.  No, 
ar. 

Q,  Yoa  are  certain  of  that  f — [The  answer,  if  given,  was  inaudible  at 
tte  reporter's  seat.] 

Q.  Your  business  was  to  be  there  at  the  election  as  one  of  the  rally- 
ing committee  ? — A.  To  take  the  men  down.  I  wasn't  to  stop  trade  and 
8hQl  op  the  store. 

Q.  When  did  you  go  down  to  the  voting  place  ! — A.  Between  12  and 
[2we  went  down  there;  I   guess  it  was  about  2  o'clock.     A   list  was 
|kauded  to  me  of  names  of  men  who  had  not  come  in,  and  I  went  to  see 
[  where  they  were. 
[   Q.  Did  you  look  particularly  after  the  men  of  the  company? — A. 

I  hK 

Q.  Did  you  look  particularly  after  the  men  of  the  store  ! — A.  It  was 
thoae  men  who  lived  on  the  street,  in  that  section  of  the  town.  Our 
rallying  committee  was  to  look  after  those. 

i^.  Were  the  men  who  lived  on  that  street  mainly  the  men  of  the  cor- 
lonition  I — A.  Probably  there  were  more  of  them  who  were  than  who 
rere  not. 

Q.  How  many  of  the  men  who  were  employed  in  the  store  were  of 
breign  birth! — A.  We  have  French,  Irish,  and  German. 

Q.  Before  Mr.  Butler  came  there  to  speak,  how  many  Deniocrats  were 
liere  in  the  store  f — A.  I  should  say  there  were  four  Frenchmen  who 
irere  voters  and  who  probably  were  all  Democrats.  As  to  the  German, 
I  could  not  say  whether  he  was  a  Democrat  or  not. 

Q.  Is  there  an  Irishman  in  the  store! — A.  There  is  an  Irishman  in 
the  store  ;  he  is  a  Democrat,  of  course. 

Q.  Irishmen  are  always  Democrats — is  that  what  you  mean  by  that  ? 
— A.  I  think  they  are  as  a  general  rule.  I  don't  think  you  will  find  an 
exception.  They  are  very  strong  Democrats,  and  there  was  one  a  Yan- 
kee, who  was  a  Democrat ;  the  one  who,  I  said,  after  he  had  heard  Butler 
speak  said  he  would  vote  the  other  way. 

Q.  After  Butler  spoke  there,  you  were  more  active  ! — A.  No  ;  because 
we  thought  he  had  killed  himself. 

Q.  You  had  been  talking  about  the  business  of  the  country  and  how 
Butler's  doctrines  would  afi'ect  it  ? — A.  I  don't  know  that  that  was  talked 
of  there  in  the  store. 

Q.  What  was  the  talk  in  the  store  I — A.  The  great  talk  was  about  his 
eoiuiug  around  with  a  great  big  bag  of  money  and  handing  it  out  free  to 
eTerybo<ly.     I  told  this  man  not  to  mind  any  such  talk  as  that. 

Q.  Was  there  any  talk  between  you  and  the  Irishman  as  to  the  effect 
of  Butler's  doctrine  on  your  business  f — A.  No ;  I  did  not  talk  that  way. 
I  never  have  time  to  talk  politics  only  in  joking. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  all  day  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  was  only  there  long 
enoogh  to  ciist  my  vote,  which  would  take  about  five  minutes. 

Q.  Yoo  were  at  the  election.     Where  was  it  held  f — A.  The  election 
^a«  held  up  there  in  a  four-story  building.     It  was  hard  to  get  up.     My 
busiiiess  was  principally  as  rallying  committee.    I  had  nothing  to  do 
W  to  see  to  the  outside.     There  has  been   testimony  here  that  I  ped- 
dled votes,  I  understand,  but  I  peddled  no  votes.     I  was  merely  engaged 
in  getting  the  voters  there. 
Q.  How  long  were  you  in  business  there  ? — A.  Six  years  last  July. 
Q.  Was  this  the  hn^t  year  in  which  you  were  so  engaged  ? — A.  No ; 
*  don't  know  but  that  I  have  been  upon  the  rall^^ing  committee  two  or 
^nree  times.    They  put  me  on. 
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Q.  Because  you  were  an  active  man  ! — A.  I  don't  know.  I  do  wbi 
is  right. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  this  Irish  Democrat  said  that  if  Bal 
ler  was  elected  somebody   wouhl  come  around  with  a  bag  of  money, 
greenbacks  f — A.  That  was  the  talk.     Some  of  the  Irishmen  said  that  il 
Butler  was  elected  there  would  be  plenty  of  money  around  and  thej 
would  pass  it  out  to  all  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  him  that  that  kind  of  money  wouldn't  be  wortl^ 
anything! — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did. 

Q.  He  was  trying  to  show  that  money  would  be  very  plenty  if  Butlefj 
was  elected,  and  you  were  trying  to  show  that  it  would  not  be  wort 
anything,  were  you  uotf — A.  I  don't   know  that  I  did   have  any  sacb 
talk  as  that,  that  I  thought  money  would  be  very  plenty. 

Q.  Was  the  subject  of  politics  discussed  in  the  store  often  ! — A.  Prob- 
ably  it  was  and  probably  it  was  not  in  the  store. 

Q.  Did  yon  give  them  the  benefit  of  your  views  on  the  subject  of  poli- 
tics ? — A.  Probably  I  did,  sometimes.  I  might  have  had  occasioD  to 
speak,  I  don't  know  how  many  times.     Probably  I  did. 

Q.  When  the  subject  would  come  up,  did  you  not  take  occasion  to 
give  them  the  benefit  of  your  opinion! — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  You  wanted  Butler  beaten,  did  you  not! — A.  I  always  said  he 
would  be  beaten. 

Q.  Didn't  you  want  him  beaten! — A.  O,  yes;  I  naturally  did,  if  I 
worked  against  him.    I  never  paid  out  any  money  for  him. 

Q.  There  are  other  ways  of  doing  besides  paying  out  money!— A.  I 
only  worked  in  that  way  to  get  the  voters  out  at  town  meeting. 


Thomas  Sherlock  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live! — Answer.  In  Webster. 

Q.  For  whom  do  you  work  ! — A.  For  Mr.  Slater. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  Mr.  Slater  ! — A.  About  four  years. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  you  have  worked  for  the  Slater  Manufactaring 
Oompiny  for  four  years ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  the  polls  last  fall  to  vote  ! — A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  vote! — A.  For  General  Butler. 

Q.  Did  anybody  try  to  prevent  your  voting  for  General  Butler!— A. 
No.  sir. 

Q.  You  voted  just  as  you  wanted  to! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  anybody  threaten  you  that  if  you  voted  for  General  Butler  yofl 
might  lose  your  place,  or  it  would  not  be  so  well  for  you  in  the  pli^^ 
in  which  you  had  been  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  nothing  said,  before  or  after  the  election,  to  intimidate  yoa!- 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Slater  or  Mr.  Lavaree,  or  any  of  these  men,  the  owners  or 
managers  of  the  mills,  undertake  to  scare  the  employes,  to  keep  them 
from  voting  for  Butler! — A.  Not  that  I  heard  of. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  complaint  among  the  men  that  their  employed 
interfered  with  them  about  voting! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  of  the  workmen  who  worked  for  this  com- 
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Dv,  or  for  anybody  else,  being  discharged  by  reason  of  their  voting! — 
}io,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Waters,  I  believe  it  was,  testified  that  you  came  to  hiin  with 
»llot  in  a  sealed  envelope  which  had  been  given  to  you  by  a  mill-over- 
•r,  and  that  you  had  been  told  to  cast  it.  Was  that  so ! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Love  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  get  a  ballot  from  him,  that  you  remember  I — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  him  about  the  balloting,  had  you? — 
.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  How  long,  do  you  Siiy,  have  you  been  there  working  I — A.  Four 
ears. 

Q.  Have  you  a  family! — A.  No, sir;  I  am  a  single  man. 
Q.  Do  you  live  with  your  parents  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Does  your  father  work  in  the  mills,  too! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Have  you  sisters  working  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  How  many  of  the  family  are  working  in  the  mills! — A.  There  are 
or  of  us  altogether. 

Q.  Where  were  you  born  ! — A.  In  Connecticut. 
Q.  Where  was  your  father  born  ! — A.  In  Ireland. 
Q.  To  what  church  do  you  go  ! — A.  The  Catholic. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  vote  the  Eepublican  ticket  Viefore! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  What  did  you  vote  last  year  ! — A.  The  Butler  ticket. 
Q.  You  voted  it  this  year,  too! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  get  the  ticket ! — A.  I  couldn't  tell.    I  got  a 
kkI  many  tickets;  I  couldn't  tell  whom  they  were  from. 
Q.  Did  you  get  any  ticket  that  was  sealed  before  you  came  down  to 
ote ! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Did  you  get  a  ticket  when  you  came  to  vote  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q  From  whom  did  you  get  it  f— vA.  I  couldn't  tell ;  there  were  so 
laiiy  there. 

Q.  Did  you  go  down  in  a  wagon  ! — A.  I  walked  down. 

Q.  Who  went  with  you  ! — A.  Nobody. 

Q.  ^yhen  did  you  go  down  ! — A.  I  went  down  about  a  quarter  of  an 
lour  before  the  polls  opened. 

Q.  Early  in  the  morning  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn't  talk  with  anybody  that  day  about  how  you  were  going 
to  vote ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  belong  to  the  Butler  club  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  before  the  election  did  you  join  the  club  ? — A.  I  didn't 
join  it.    I  went  there  and  out  the  same  as  any  common  man. 

Q.  Was  your  name  on  the  rolls  as  that  of  a  Butler  man! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  publicly  about  going  to  vote  for  Butler! — A.  No,  sir; 
I  did  not. 

Q.  Who  was  your  overseer  ! — A.  Captain  Bates. 
Q.  Did  he  know  you  were  a  Butler  man! — A.  No;  he  didn't  know 
^bat  I  was. 

Q-  Yoii  didn't  talk  much  about  what  your  politics  were! — A.  No,  sir; 
I  didn't. 

Q-  Did  your  father! — A.  I  haven't  heard  him. 

Q.  Wby  didn't  you  tell  what  you  were  !  Why  did  you  not  speak  out 
and  say  you  were  a  Butler  man,  and  were  going  to  vote  for  him  ! — A. 

P^use  i  thought  it  was  just  as  good  to  vote  my  principles  without 

Ulkin^. 

Q"  You  were  for  Butler,  though,  all  the  time! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Nobody  gave  yon  a  sealed  envelope  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  John  J.  Love  that  day  at  all,  did  you  T — A.  Ye^ 
sir ;  I  saw  him. 

Q.  Had  yon  any  talk  with  him  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  father  had  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  father's  name! — A.  James  Sherlock. 

Q.  Was  he  at  the  polls  that  day  f — A.  I  couldu't  say  whether  be  wi 
or  not. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  voted  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Whs  he  in  the  same  mill  with  you  ! — A.  I  worked  around  in  tl 
three  villages. 

Q.  Where  does  he  work  ! — A.  In  the  South  Village.     He  is  a  dyer. 

Q.  Is  he  here  to-day? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  was  on  the  ticket  that  you  voted  beside  Bat 
ler?     Who  was  on  ic  tor  member  of  Congress! — A.  I  don't  recolh 
now. 

Q.  Can  YOU  not  tell  me  for  whom  you  voted  for  member  of  Congress! 
— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  (3au  you  tell  mo  for  whom  you  voted  for  lieutenant-governor!— A.) 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  whom  you  voted  for  member  of  the  legislatoi 
from  that  district! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  voted  for  Rice  for  Congress,  didn't  you  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  vote,  then  ! — A.  I  voted  a  straight  Democratit 
ticket. 

Q.  Where  did  \'ou  get  it! — A.  I  got  it  in  the  hall. 

Q.  You  did  not  have  it  before  you  started  upstairs! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  But  you  cannot  tell  me  for  whom  you  voted  for  Congress?— i 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  about  whom  you  were  going  to  vote 
with  your  overseer  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  about  it  up  in  the  mills  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  None  whatever!— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  any  of  them  talk  in  the  mills  about  how  they  were  going  to  votet^ 
— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nobody  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  heard  nobody  say  that  Talbot  was  the  best  m«n  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  heard  nobody  say  in  the  mills  they  were  going  to  vote  for 
Bur  ler ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Lavaree  about  the  election  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  not  at  the  time 
1  voted. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Moore  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  was  he! — A.  At  the  ballot-box. 

Q.  Was  your  ticket  open  or  sealed  when  you  voted  ! — A.  Open. 

Q.  He  could  see  how  you  voted  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  went  up  with  you  when  you  went  to  vote  f — A.  There  was  a 
whole  row  of  us. 

Q.  Had  you  all  come  from  the  mill  together! — A.  No,  sir;  they  were 
all  from  around  town. 

Q.  Did  any  beside  you  vote  the  straight  Butler  ticket! — A.  No,  sir; 
they  did  not. 

Q.  Who  voted  ahead  of  you  ! — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Who  behind  you  ? — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  They  were  strangers  to  you,  all  of  I  hem  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  you  got  into  that  crowd  of  fellows  of 
whom  you  did  not  know  a  single  one? — A.  I  don't  know. 
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(I  Yon  had  no  talk  that  day  with  Mr.  Fletcher  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

().  Nor  Mr.  Lavaree  f — A.  ISo,  sir. 

().  Xor  Mr.  Moore? — A.  No,  sir. 

?.  Nor  on  the  day  before  about  politics  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

1).  YoQ  are  under  oath.  Tell  me  who  talked  to  you  last  about  this  be- 
yon  came  to  town  f — A.  Before  I  came  here  f     Mr.  Moore. 
Q.  Who  is  Mf.  Moore! — A.  He  is  the  superiutendent  of  the  woolen 

Q.  What  did  he  say  to  you  ?    Give  me  all  of  the  conversation  — A* 

Btold  me  that  they  wanted  to  see  me  down  here;  he  told  me  that  ha 

Mild  like  to  see  me  dowu  here. 

Q.  What  else;  what  did  he  talk  about? — A.  About  this  election. 

Q.  What  else!     I  only  want  to  know  what  he  said. — A.  He  wanted 

«<«  if  I  was  intimidated  by  any  one  to  vote. 

^.  W'hat  did  you  tell  him  ? — A.  I  told  him  I  was  not. 

i^.  What  else  did  he  say  ? — A.  He  told  me  that  he  wanted  me  to  coma 

wn  and  see  that  it  was  wrong. 

[).  To  see  what  f — A.  To  see  if  I  was  right. 

E^.  Did  he  ask  you  how  you  voted ! — A.  No,  sir.    And  I  told  him  I 

ted  my  principle. 

E).  Did  he  ask  you  anything  about  whether  you  had  talked  with 

ve  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

CJ.  Did  he  ask  you  whether  you  had  talked  with  Waters  on  election 

y  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  whether  you  voted  a  sealed  envelope! — A.  Yes,  sir* 

Q.  Tell   me  what  he  said  about  that  and   what  you  said. — A.  Hd 

uitt»d  to  know  if  it  was  a  sealed  envelope,  and  I  told  him  it  was  not. 

Q.  W'hat  further  conversation  was  there  on  the  subject  ?    Give  ma 

lat  happent'd.     You  can  speak  it  out.    You  have  never  been  intimi- 

ited ;  surely  you  are  not  intimidated  now. — A.  No,  sir;  1  was  not 

en,  either. 

Q.  Yoa  voted  for  Butler,  and  voted  your  principles  ? — A.  Ye?^,  sir. 

Q.  Jost  tell  me  all  that  happened.     Was  there  any  further  conversa- 

Dn  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  anybody  else  after  you  saw  Mr.  Moore  about  coming: 
own  here? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn^t  talk  to  anybody  else  after  it  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  to  anybody  on  the  way  down  here  about  it? — A.  Not 

bit. 

Q.  Is  your  father  living  up  there  now  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  cannot  tell  me  whether  he  voted  or  not  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  What  other  candidates  for  governor  were  there  besides  Butler,  last 
rtar?— A.  1  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  Democratic  candidate  beside  him  f — ^A.  I 
li<in't  look  very  close  at  the  tickets. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  voted  the  straight  Democratic  ticket,  and  voted 
RorBntler.  Was  there  any  other  Democratic  candidate  for  governor? 
[ -A pause.]    Can  you  not  remember? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  the  Republican  candidate?  Do* you  not  know  that  ? — 
^-  ^0,  sir. 

Q  Wasn't  Butler  elected  f — A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  elected  ? — A.  Rice. 

Q.  All  this  testimony  of  yours  is  about  the  time  when  Rice  was  a 
*^didate  and  was  elected  governor.     Was  that  the  time  ? 

20  BOS 
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f  Aftf^r  an  interval  of  waiticg  for  a  res[K>D8e  theqaestion  was  repeated.) 
A.  yo.  >ir. 

Q.  It  wa:s  at  the  time  that  Rice  was  elected.  Is  that  the  time  you 
have  reference  to  ? — A.  Yes.  »ir. 

By  >Ir.  Blair  : 

Q.  Yoa  vote  for  principles  not  men !  \Mien  was  it  that  this  occurred 
when  yoa  went  and  voted  for  Batler ;  was  it  last  year  or  some  other 
j-ear  ? — A.  La$t  year. 

Q.  Yoa  voieil  for  Batler  and  also  for  your  principles  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yoa  were  not  intimidated  ! — A-  Xo,  sir. 


^Idward  Farr£I^  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

QoestioQ.  Where  were  yoa  bom  ? — Answer.  In  Ireland. 

Q.  How  long  have  yoa  been  in  thiscoantry  ! — A.  I  came  here  in  1869. 

Q.  How  long  have  yoa  been  a  citizen  ! — A.  Aboat  four  or  five  years. 

Q.  Do  yoa  live  in  the  town  of  Webster?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  yon  lived  there  ? — A.  I  have  lived  there,  off  and 
on.  going  on  eight  or  nine  years. 

Q.  Do  yoa  work  for  this  Slater  Manafactoring  Company  f — A.  Yes, 
43ir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  them  f — A.  Principally  all  the  time 
that  I  have  been  there. 

Q.  What  is  yoar  employment  ? — A.  I  work  in  the  cambric  works. 

Q.  Who  is  yoar  overseer  ? — A.  Mr.  Hilton. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  Mr.  Lavaree.  Mr.  Moore,  and  Mr.  Slater  I — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  What  are  your  i>olitics?  For  whom  did  you  vote  last  fall  f — A. 
For  Mr.  Butler.  ' 

Q.  What  was  he  candidate  tor! — A.  Governor,  I  believe. 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  candidates  for  governor  last  fall  f — A.  Mr. 
Talbot,  I  believe. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Abbott  in  the  field,  too  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  what  party  was  Mr.  Abbott  the  candidate  ? — [Not  answered.] 
If  the  witness  does  not  know,  I  waive  the  question.  You  voted  for  Butler. 
Did  anvbody  scare  you,  knock  you  down,  shoot  you,  or  in  any  way  do 
you  injury  ! — A.  No,  ^ir. 

Q.  You  voted  a  number  of  years  ! — A.  For  Tilden  was  the  first  time. 

Q.  Did  you  vote  as  you  wanted  to  then  T— Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  a  Democrat !— A.  I  voted  Democratic  that  time.  The  last 
year  I  voted  Greenback. 

Q.  You  voted  for  Butler  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  that  Butler  was  Greenback  ! — A.  I  couldn't  say 
what  his  principles  were. 

Q.  You  voted  for  principle,  whatever  it  was? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  voted  as  you  wanted  to  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  any  of  these  overseers,  the  men  who 
managed  this  corporation,  about  politics! — A.  I  d'v\  have  a  little  talk 
with  Mr.  Fletcher  one  day,  when  1  weut  up  to  look  about  my  tax  bill. 

Q.  Tell  all  about  it,  how  much  he  frightened  you. — A.  He  didn't 
frighten  me  any. 

(i.  What  was  the  talk  ?— A.  There  was  a  little  talk  about  politics ;  we 
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it  over  for  a  while,  and  he  asked  didn't  I  think   Mr.  Talbot  was 
t  man.    I  said  probably  he  was  for  him,  not  for  me.    That  was 
^Ik  I  bad. 
ido't  he  threaten  to  tarn  you  off  if  you  voted  for  Butler  ! — A.  No, 

dn't  he  say  that  somebody  would  turn  you  off ? — A.  No,  sir; 
nytbing  of  the  sort. 

d  yea  bear  anybody  connected  with  the  corporation  say  that  to 
en  who  were  going  to  vote  for  Butler  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 
d  you  hear  anybody  complaining  that  those  managing  men  were 

0  keep  him  from  voting  for  any  one  t — A.  No,  sir. 

d  anybody  connected  with  the  corporation  ever  try  to  keep  you 
ting  as  you  wanted  to  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  no  one  ever  tried  to  keep 

1  it. 

man  testified  here  that  you,  an  employ^  of  the  cotton  mills, 
ed  for  Talbot  because  you  did  not  dare  to  vote  for  Butler,  fear- 

if  you  did  you  would  lose  your  place  in  the  mills  t — A.  No,  sir. 
)a  voted  for  Butler  for  all  that ! — A.  I  did,  and  the  overseer,  I 
new  that  I  was  voting  for  Butler  all  the  time. 
hat  makes  you  think  so! — A.  Because  I  often  talked  over  it 
n ;  we  used  to  talk  over  it  many  times.  Every  man  that  worked 
[corporation  had  the  privilege  of  voting  any  way  he  liked. 
>n  voted  as  you  pleased  and  the  overseer  as  he  pleased  f — A. 
3  same. 

>a  do  not  think  that  because  you  work  for  a  mau  you  have  to 
he  pleases,  and  do  as  he  pleases  ? — A.  I  don't. 
A  man's  a  man  for  a'  that !  " — A.  Yes,  sir. 

ty  the  Chairman  : 

ow  long  have  you  lived  in  this  country  f — A.  That  was  the  first 
lat  I  came  to ;  I  landed  on  the  17th  of  October,  in  Webster, 
ave  you  a  family  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

home  of  your  own  ? — A.  I  live  in  a  tenement  that  belongs  to 
ipany. 

re  you  simply  an  ordinary  hand  I — A.  Just  an  ordinary  hand  on  ' 
mises  in  the  work, 
^ho  is  the  immediate  superintendent  of  your  division  I — A.  Mr. 

as  Mr.  Hilton  at  the  election  that  day  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

ou  have  heard  Mr.  Hilton  talk  politics  about  the  establishment, 

m  not  f — A.  The  same  as  we  would  anv  day  we  would  meet. 

ou  understood  that  they  were  for  Talbot? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

ad  you  any  doul)t  about  their  politics  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

id  you  belong  to  the  Butler  club? — A.  I  went  down,  but  didn't 

?m,  nor  anything;  I  have  been  in  there. 

id  you  talk  pnblicly  that  you  were  for  Butler?     Hilton  and  they 

V  it  in  the  mills  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

on  say  you  were  a  Denjocrat  always  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  , 

0  what  church  do  you  go  ? — A.  I  belong  to  the  Catholic  Church, 
ou  voted  for  Tilden ;  that  was  the  first  ticket  you  voted! — A. 
as  the  first  ticket  I  voted. 

id  you  vote,  in  1877,  for  governor? — A.  No;  I  had  been  out  of 
te  a  few  months,  and  had  come  back  at  the  time  of  that  election 

1  n't  get  to  vot*^  at  that  time. 

id  yoo  ever  hear  any  of  them  about  the  mills  say  that  it  was  for 
'rest  of  the  company  that  Butler  should  not  be  elected  f — A.  No 
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it  was  only  that  we  would  be  talking  all  the  time  that  "  your  man  would 
be  better  than  mine,  probably,''  and  we  would  discuss  the  matter. 

Q.  Yon  never  beard  it  said  that  it  would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  com- 
pany that  Butler  should  be  defeated  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  You  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  Fletcher  when  yon  went  to  pay  your  tax  t 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  tried  to  persuade  you  that  Butler  ought  to  be  defeated  ? — A. 
Oh,  yes ;  just  as  he  often  did. 

Q.  Who  started  that  talk? — A.  When  I  went  to  pay  my  tax  bill  I 
went  first  to  the  town  clerk,  and  it  was  not  paid  there,  so  I  went  up  to 
Mr.  Fletcher  (he  always  stopped  the  taxes  u[i  there,  I  believe;  I  didn't 
want  to  be  baffled  or  anything),  and  he  said  to  me,  "  I  suppose  you  are 
going  to  vote  for  Butler?"  I  said,  "  Yes,  sir."  He  asked,  "  Don't  you 
think  the  other  man  is  a  better  man  ?  "  1  said,  "  Probably  he  may  fee 
for  you — not  for  me ;  every  man's  kind  is  a  king  to  him." 

Q.  You  were  outspoken  ? — A.  Y'^es,  sir. 

Q.  Nobody  can  bulldoze  you  ;  you  are  a  pretty  independent  sort  of  a 
fellow  f — A.  O,  no ;  nobody  can  be  very  independent  who  has  to  work 
for  a  living. 

Q.  Is  that  true  down  about  the  Slater  mill,  that  nobody  can  be  very 
independent  who  has  to  work  for  a  living? — A.  I  don't  know;  they 
hadn't  money  enough,  probably,  the  like  of  them,  to  be,  as  it  were,  in- 
dependent. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  everybody  about  the  mill  could  vote  as  he 
wanted  to  I — A.  I  guess. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  about  that  ? — A.  You  know,  of  course,  I  couldn't  tes- 
tify to  any  other  man's  opinions. 

Q.  But  I  am  asking  you  what  you  think  ? — A.  W^ell,  I  presume  so. 

Q.  The  question  is  whether  everybody  who  wanted  to  vote  for  But- 
ler naturally  could  vote  for  Butler  ? — A.  They  had  the  privilege  to  do  so. 

Q.  Y^'ou  think  that  ev»»ry  one  had  the  privilege  to  vote  for  Butler  who 
wanted  to  vote  for  him  ? — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  men  wIjo  were  Democrats  there  who  did  not 
vote  at  all? — A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  who  did  vote  and  who 
didn't. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  votes  Butler  got  out  of  the  mill  in  which 
you  were  at  work  ? — A.  1  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  any  man  besides  yourself  in  the  mill  voted  for 
Butler?— A.  I  know  one  other  man  who  worked  in  the  mill  who  did. 
We  walked  up  and  voted  together. 

Q.  How  many  votes  were  there  out  of  that  mill  where  you  worked  ? — 
A.  Probably  fifteen  or  sixteen,  along  that  way. 

Q.  In  the  one  establishment  where  yon  were? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  the  politics  of  Mr.  Hilton,  your  superintendent. — A.  1  pre- 
sume he  was  a  Republican. 

Q.  W^as  it  not  well  known  in  the  mills  there  that  the  superintendents 
and  overseers,  except  Banlett,  were  all  Republicans? — A.  The  greater 
part  of  them  are,  I  believe ;  I  don't  know  what  they  are,  I'm  sure. 

Q.  Bartlett  was  opposed  to  Butler  last  fall,  was  he  not? — A.  I  don't 
know. 

Q.  Was  it  not  well  understood  in  the  mills  there  that  the  superintend- 
ent and  the  salaried  employes,  those  who  were  in  charge  of  hands,  were 
all  active  Republicans  and  anxious  for  the  election  of  Talbot  and  the 
defeat  of  Butler  f — A.  I  had  no  dealings  with  them  and  none  of  them  in- 
terfered with  or  bothered  with  me,  so  that  I  could  not  say. 
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Q.  But  was  not  that  well  understood  in  the  mills,  that  the  superin- 
teudeut  and  overseers  were  anxious  for  the  election  of  Talbot  if — A.  I 
presume  they  would  have  liked  it  if  he  was  elected,  of  course. 

Q.  Weren't  they  out,  all  of  them,  and  pretty  active  at  the  polls  on  the 
day  of  the  election  ? — A.  I  don't  know  who  was  out ;  I  wasn't  down 
there  long  myself.  The  superintendent  1  worked  for  used  to  let  them 
go  out  one  or  two  at  a  time  to  keep  the  work  running.  He  went  down 
himself  and  came  back.     He  wasn't  very  long  down  there. 

Q.  Were  your  taxes  charged  to  you  on  account  or  did  you  pay  the 
money  ? — A.  1  paid  the  money  last  year. 

Q.  When  you  went  up  to  pay  your  taxes,  Mr.  Fletcher  introduced 
the  subject  of  i>olitics,  and  asked  you  for  whom  you  were  going  to  vote! 
— A.  Yes,  sir.  . 

Q.  Didn't  he  first  tell  you  that  he  was  going  to  vote  for  Talbot  and 
supposed  you  were  too! — A.  Xo  ;  He  asked  me  first  if  I  was  going  to 
vote  tor  Butler. 

Q.  J)idn't  he  first  say  "  I  am  going  to  vote  for  Talbot  and  I  hope  you 
will  too''! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  But  that  you  could  vote  as  you  pleased! — A.  He  didn't  say  whether 
I  could  or  not. 

Q.  He  didn't  say  anything  of  that  kind,  about  whether  you  should, 
vote  as  you  pleased  ! — A.  He  didn't  say  anything  further  to  me  at  all 
nor  anything  more  than  that  Mr.  Talbot  was  the  best  man. 

Q.  Didn't  he  tell  you  that  Mr.  Butler's  election  would  bring  ruin  upon 
the  country  ! — A.  He  said  it  wouldn't  be  a  good  thing,  of  course,  those 
greenbacks,  and  so  forth. 

Q,  And  would  bring  ruin  on  the  country  ! — A.  I  don't  know  as  he  said 
anything  about  ruin  on  the  country. 

Q.  Did  he  not  say  it  would  injure  the  manufacturing  interests  of  this 
Stale  very  much  to  have  Butler  elected  ! — A.  I  don't  recollect  his  saying 
anvthing  about  that. 

Q.  He  used  some  kind  of  argument  to  persuade  you  that  it  was  better 
to  elect  Talbot,  didn't  he!  He  must  have  said  something  to  you  as  he 
introduced  the  subject? — A.  He  introduced  it  as  I  told  you. 

Q.  Did  he  not  tell  you  that  the  election  of  Butler  would  be  very  in- 
jurious to  the  interests  of  the  manulacturers  ! — A.  He  brought  it  out 
80  that  those  greenbacks  would  amount  to  nothing  and  such  stuff  as 
that. 

Q.  That  it  would  ruin  the  country  and  ruin  the  business  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Didn't  be  say  it  was  hard  enough  as  it  was  then,  and  that,  if 
Butler  was  elected,  a  great  many  of  the  factories  would  have  to  stop  en- 
tirely ! — A.  1  don't  recollect  his  saying  anything  of  tUat. 

Q.  He  must  have  used  some  argument.  Whs  not  that  the  way  that 
he  talked  on  the  subject! — A.  Yes ;  something  like  that. 

Q.  He  may  not  have  used  those  very  words,  but  that  was  the  idea  ! — 
A.  Yes ;  something  like  that. 

Q.  He  did  not  convince  you  thsit  that  was  so ! — A.  No. 

Q.  Still  he  tried  to  convince  you  that  your  vote  was  going  to  be  very 
injarions  to  you  and  the  countrv! — A.  He  might  have  thought  so,  but 
I  didn't. 

Q.  I  am  talking  about  how  he  argued  the  question  with  you.  He  did 
not  tell  you  that  if  Butler  was  elected,  greenbacks  would  not  be  worth 
anything! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  He  told  jou  that,  that  they  would  not  be  worth  anything,  that  you 
could  not  buy  anything! — A.  Yes. 
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Q.  Did  he  not  tell  you  that  the  work  woald  stop  there? — A.  No;  In 
didn't. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  talked  with  you  first  about  coming  down  here  ! — A.  Mr.Mooi^ 
and  Mr.  Hilton. 

Q.  When  was  that? — A.  Last  night. 

Q.  They  wanted  you  to  come  down  and  testify  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  paid  your  way  down  ! — A.  Mr.  Hilton. 

Q.  You  came  down  with  Mr.  Hilton ;  I  suppose  that  your  pay  goesi 
for  the  day  up  there  ? — A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  You  are  still  in  their  employ  ? — A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  What  did  the  other  fellows  who  were  working  there  and  wl 
were  Democrats  say  to  you  about  voting  for  Butler  ? — A.  The^  didi 
say  anything. 

Q.  Didn't  any  one  of  them  say  anything  to  you  about  it? — A.  No, 

Q.  Didn't  some  of  them  talk  to  you  about  it  being  a  little  risky 
vote  for  Butler  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  they  didn't. 

Q.  Not  one  of  them  ? — A.  Not  one  of  them. 

Q.  Didn't  any  one  of  them  say  to  you  that  if  you  talked  too  loudal 
Butler  and  voted  for  Butler  you  might  get  discharged  * — A.  No,  sir; 
never  talked  to  any  of  them  about  it,  but  did  what  my  mind  brougl 
me  to. 

Q.  Didn't  they  say  that  if  they  voted  for  Butler  or  talked  for  hii 
they  might  get  discharged? — A.    They  didn't  say  anything  to  me 
that. 

Q.  It  was  a  pretty  general  talk  in  the  mills  there ;  they  spoke  out!- 
A.  O,  yes,  there  was  no  hiuderance. 

Q.  You  talked  out  pretty  loud  that  you  were  for  Butler  ? — A.  Y« 
sir ;  the  same  as  I  do  now. 

Q.  How  many  there  besides  you  voted  for  Butler;  only  one  ? — A.  TbJ 
is  all  that  I  know  of;  he  came  to  the  ballot-box  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  What  is  his  name? — A.  Mr.  Moy. 

Q.  Was  he  a  Frenchman  ? — A.  An  Irishman. 

Q.  Were  there  other  Irishmen  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  Democrats  before  ? — I  presume  so. 

Q.  For  whom  did  those  other  fellows  vote  at  the  Presidential  elec- 
tion ? — A.  For  Tilden,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  they  vote  this  time  for  Talbot  ? — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  You  only  know  that  two  men,  yon  and  another,  voted  for  Butler 
and  these  other  men  voted  for  Tilden  ? — A.  I  don't  know  how  they 
voted  this  time. 

Q.  They  talked  out,  did  they  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  don't  know  how  t^ey 
talked. 

Q.  But  you  know  that  they  did  vote  for  Tilden  ? — A.  None  of  tlieni 
told  me  that  they  voted  for  Tilden. 

Q.  You  know  that  they  voted  for  Tilden  the  year  before  ? — A.  1  sup- 
pose they  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  they  voted  in  1874,  Democratic  ? — A.  Yes,  j>ir. 

Q.  You  do  not  knovv  how  they  voted  last  year  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  talk  in  the  mill,  you  say,  is  very  free? — A.  O,  yes 

Q.  How  does  it  happen,  then,  that  you  do  not  know  how  these  men 
voted  last  year  ? — A.  I  didn't  work  in  the  mills  then,  and  I  didn't  go 
around  to  these  meetings. 

Q.  You  were  then  promoted  to  be  a  watchman  ? — A.  I  was  then,  but  I 
left  it. 


INTIMIDATION    AND    FRAUD    IN    MASSACHUSETTS.  311 

Hugh  Duffy  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr  Blair  : 

Qaestion.  Wln^re  were  you  born  ? — Answer.  In  Kbode  Island. 

Q.  Where  do  you  now  live  ? — A.  In  Webster. 

Q.  Flow  long  have  you  been  there  f — A.  Three  years. 

Q.  For  whom  do  you  work  ! — A.  For  Mr.  Slater. 

Q.  For  this  corporation,  the  woolen  company  that  is  spoken  of! — A.- 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  that  company  f — A.  It  was  two 
years  on  the  second  of  last  May. 

Q.  Did  you  vote  last  autumn  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  cast  your  vote! — A.  For  Butler. 

Q.  Did  you  vote  freely  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  threat  or  intimidation  or  effort  to  hinder  you  fron> 
voting  as  you  pleased  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  during  the  canvass  preceding  the  election  day  ! — A.  Not  any. 

Q.  Was  there  any  intimidation  from  any  one  ?~  A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Neither  by  Mr.  Slater  nor  any  of  those  in  control  of  the  work  !— 
A.  Mr.  Slater  never  spoke  to  me. 

Q.  Nor  any  of  the  overseers  ? — A.  Not  about  how  I  should  vote. 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  intimidation  or  threat  by  overseers  or  any- 
body in  the  management  of  the  work,  upon  or  to  any  of  the  operatives  ! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  anything  said  to  them  to  the  effect  that  it  would  not  be  well 
for  them  or  that  they  or  their  families  would  suffer  in  any  way  or  by 
loss  of  employment  it  they  voted  for  Butler  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Some  witness  has  tc*stified  that  Edward  Farrel,  an  employ^  ia 
the  mills,  voted  for  Talbot  because  he  did  not  dare  to  vote  for  Butler, 
fearing  that  if  he  did  he  would  lose  his  place  in  the  mill ;  and  the  same 
witne»8  went  on  to  say  that  Hugh  Duffy  was  another  who  voted  in  the 
same  way  ;  that  is  that  you  voted  for  Talbot  because  you  were  afraid 
von  would  lose  your  place  in  the  mills;  that  is  untrue,  is  it ! — A.  Yes,  sir.. 

Q.  How  did  3'ou  go  to  the  polls  ! — A.  I  went  down  in  the  carriage. 

Q.  Who  drove  the  carriage  ! — A.  John  W'halen  ;  he  is  dead  now. 

Q.  Were  there  others  in  the  carriage? — A.  Two  more;  they  were  all 
Hurler  men. 

Q.  Was  this  in  which  yon  rode  one  of  the  company's  carriages  ! — A» 
No,  sir;  it  belonged  to  George  Morse's  livery  stable. 

Q.  This  man  who  drove  it  was  driving  for  livery  men  ! — A.  He  was 
driving  for  anybody  who  was  going  down,  not  for  Butler  men  par- 
ticularly. 

Q.  There  was  a  good  feeling  among  the  men  going  down  ;  they  dis- 
cussed politics  f — A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  Did  they  talk  as  freely  among  their  overseers  as  among  others 
about  that ! — A.  Some  of  them  did  ;  my  overseer  asked  me  if  I  wanted 
one  of  his  tickets ;  I  said  no ;  he  said  that  that  was  all  right. 

Q.  Do  not  these  operatives  feel  that  they  are  just  as  independent  as 
their  overseers  or  employers  are  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think,  as  far  as  you  know  them,  that  the  working 
people  in  this  State  are  just  as  independent  and  resolute  in  carrying 
out  their  will  as  anybody  ! — A.  They  were,  down  there  at  election  time^ 
I  know. 

Q.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Slater  any  better  than  any  other  man  because, 
simply,  he  is  wealthy  and  has  control  of  a  great  corporation  ! — A.  No  ^ 
I  don't. 
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Q.  Do  yon  think  tbat  the  operatives  generally  look  upon  their  em- 
ployers as  anymoie  iDdependeiit  or  respectable  than  they  are  them- 
selves t — A.  No. 

Q.  That  is  your  feeling,  so  far  as  you  kuow ;  that  is  the  general  feeliDg 
of  the  laboring  iieoiile  ot  this  State t — A.  Ijudge  that  it  was, 

Q.  You  jndge  that  it  was  by  the  way  that  they  voted  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

<i.  Do  yon  think  that  a  laboring  man  is  perfectly  independent  of  hia 
•niployert — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  he  ought  to  he. 

<j.  That  is  not  the  (luestion.  Do  you  think  that  he  is,  down  there  I — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  have  always  acted  and  voted  as  yoii  pleased  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  attended  the  Bntler  meetiuge  f — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

<j.  Y'ou  often  attended  the  Bntierclnbs ! — A.  I  was  there  three  times. 

Q.  Were  you  out  to  hear  Butler  speak  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  the  privilege  of  going,  I  suppose,  if  j'ou  wanted  toT — A. 
I  suppose  so ;  I  didn't  ask  privilege. 

Q.  Theie  was  no  general  authority  given  to  allow  the  employes  to  go 
out  t — A.  No,  sir, 

Q,  Did  any  of  the  men  go  out  and  hear  Butler !— A.  Yes,  sir ;  they 
asked  permission  to  go  at  noontime,  and  they  let  them  go. 

Q.  How  long  were  they  away  T — A.  All  the  afternoon,  some  of  them. 

Q.  I  suppose  they  were  paid  for  that  afternoon  f — A.  No,  air. 

•Q.  It  came  out  of  their  pay  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  could  hiive  gone  if  it  bad  not  been  taken  out  of  your  pay  I — 
A.  Yea,  air. 

Q.  You  have  a  family  T — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

<J.  Do  you  live  in  one  of  the  company's  houses  T — A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Are  yon  still  employed  by  the  company  t — A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Who  spoke  to  you  flrst  about  coming  down  here  t — A.  Mr.  Moore 
told  me  I  should  be  here  to-day. 

Q.  You  came  down  with  Mr.  Moore ! — A,  Yes,  air. 

<).  Ton  know  tliat  Mr.  Moore  ia  auperintendcnt  of  the  woolen  mill  T — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  paid  your  way  here ! — A.  They  paid  my  way  here  because  I 
didn't  have  the  money  myself.     L  suppose  it  will  be  paid  back. 

Q.  You  were  not  intimidated  !— A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  So  one  coni|ilaiued  to  you  because  they  thonRbt  it  a  little  danger- 
enaT — A,  No  one.  ^ 

Q.  How  many  Democratic  voters  were  tliiTe   in   >our   istiimnsbraeiit^^ 
who  voted  forTiidenf— A.  1  was  not  tlu-reduriiji^be  TUikni  campu^l^ 
I  was  not  in  the  town.  ^^^^^_.     ^^^  I 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  DemiHiats  tin 
works  T — A.  1  think  there  wereeigiit. 

Q.  How  many  voted  for  BntlerF— A.  All 
I  wouldn't  awear  to  it.     They  all  said  bi-ir 

Q.  Where  did  jou  get  \our  ticket  f — / 
ball. 

Q.  Did  anybody  else  give  you  a  ticke' 
but  I  didn't  take  them.     Thei-e  were  si 

Q.  Did  yon  ;;et  any  from  Mr.  Fietu' 
A.  No.  sir. 

<J.  M'as  Mr.  Moore  at  the  ballot 
be  was  one  of  iheni. 

Q.  Y'on  think  tliat  the  employes 
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espect  and  are  under  no  obligations  to  anybody  ? — A.  Outside 

■ks,  yes. 

think  there  is  no  desire  or  effort  there  on  the  part  of  the  ein- 

the  men  to  control  them  in  anv  wav  I — A.  No,  sir. 

agents  and  superintendentvS  of  the  works  are  all  Republicans, 

—A.  I  believe  they  are  excepting  one,  Mr.  Bartlett. 


Hilton  sworn  and  examined. 

Mr.  Blair  : 

n.  Where  do  you  reside  f — Answer.  In  East  Webster. 

you  in  the  employ  of  the  Slater  Woolen  Manufacturing  Com- 

.  Of  the  Slater  Manufacturing  Company,  Cambric  Works. 

long  have  you  been  in  their  employ  ! — A.  Sixteen  years. 
It  is  the  position  you  occupy  there! — A.  At  the  present,  act- 
uteudent. 

how  long  a  time  have  you  so  acted  ? — A.  For  two  years. 
It  are  your  political  sentiments  f — A.  I  vote  the  Republican 
tu  I  do  vote. 

are  not  a  very  active  politician,  I  take  it! — A.  No,  sir. 
Ige  from  your  answer  that  you  do  not  always  vote! — A.  Yes, 
e  always  voted  since  I  was  naturalized. 

long  has  it  been  since  you  were  naturalized  ! — A.  Four  years. 
?ie  were  you  born  ! — A.  At  Lancashire,  England, 
e  you  connected  with  manufacturing  before  you  came  to  this 
—A.  Yes,  sir. 

were  present  at  the  election  last  autumn,  I  suppose  ? — A.  I 
e  about  a  quarter  past  two,  in  the  afternoon. 
'  long  did  you  remain  ! — A.  Until  three  o'clock. 
'  lar  is  it  from  your  office  to  the  voting  place  ! — A.  A  mile  and 
a  mile  and  a  quarter  probably. 
'  did  you  go  there! — A.  I  went  in  a  team, 
other  voters  ride  with  you  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  one  Democrat, 
rou  recollect  how  many  were  in  the  carriage  with  you  ! — A. 
e  four  besides  the  driver.     . 
parties  went  promiscuously  in  these  carriages,  did  they  ? — A. 

e  you  known,  since  >our  connection  with  the  mills — perhaps 
on  should  be  restricted  to  the  last  three  years,  under  the  rule 
imittee — have  you  known  in  that  period  of  any  effort,  coercion, 
of  the  employers,  superinteudents,  or  overseers  of  this  com- 
antrol  the  votes  of  their  o])eratives  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
ar  as  you  know,  have  the  men  voted  freely  or  otherwise! — A. 
every  man  has  voted  according  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  con- 

\  talk  of  intiniiilation  by  the  manufacturers,  so  far  as  you 

lujust  to  them  ? — A.  It  is  false  ;  yes,  sir. 

r  long  have  you  been   in   the  manufacturing  business! — A.  I 

I  dyeing  bnsiiK\ss,  before  I  came  to  this  country,  four  years. 

e  you  spent  vonr  whole  time  since  coming  to  this  country  in 

uriug  ! — A.  Yi'S.  sir. 

bis  city  ? — A.  1  was  in  Boston  a  small  portion  of  the  time. 

r  business  brings  >ou  in  contact  with  manufacturers  from  all 

be  State,  I  suppose  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  A  witness,  James  F.  Bouuer,  has  testified  that  he  was  discharged 
from  the  Slater  mills  after  being  threatened  through  Mr.  Slater  by  M^ 
Hilton  that  if  he  did  not  vote  as  Hilton  (or  Slater)  wished,  and  induct 
the  men  under  him  to  vote,  he  would  be  sent  from  the  mills.    Is  tlirf^.- 
statement  true  or  false  ? — A.  It  is  false. 

Q.  Who  is  this  James  F.  Bonner  f — A.  He  is  a  man  who  lives  in  tlifi# 
village.    That  is  all  I  know  about  the  man. 

Q.  Do  you  know  unything  about  his  having  been  discliarged !— i^ 
No,  sir;  only  for  worthlessness,  as  we  may  term  it.    That  was  not  of-. 
ing  to  the  election  whatever.     It  whs  five  months  previous  to  the  k 
(November)  election  and  some  weeks  alter  the  town  election. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  How  long  were  you  at  the  polls? — A.  I  went  to  the  polls  about 
quarter  past  two  and  left  at  three.  1  was  not  at  the  polls  all  of  ths 
time;  I  was  not  at  the  polls  five  minutes. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  f — A.  Nothing,  only  in  conversation  witl 
friends. 

Q.  You  made  no  attempt  to  distribute  tickets? — A.  No,  sir.    I  ai 
always  the  last  mau  to  leave  the  mill  to  go  to  vote.     1  make  it  a  ml 
to  send  my  hands  before  me  so  that  I  know  wheu  tliej'  come  back  andj 
when  I  can  leave  mv  work  in  sat'etv. 

Q.  All  who  were  entitled  to  go  had  gone  before  you  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  voters  in  the  mill  who  did  not  go  to  vote  thatj 
day  ? — A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  politics  of  the  men  in  the  mill  ? — A.  Tbev  arij 
about  equally  divided.     I  dou't  know  but  that  the  Democrats  have 
majority  of  two. 

Q.  How  many  voters  are  there  among  them  ? — A.  There  are  about 
twenty  in  the  cambric  works.     Of  those  about  eleven  are  Democrats. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  voted  the  Democratic  ticket? — A.  Eleven- 
all  whom  1  suppose  to  be  Democrats.  It  does  not  matter  to  me  what 
they  are ;  I  don't  bother  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  everybody  who  wanted  to  vote  for  Butler  there 
did  vote  tor  him  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  had  that  privilege. 

Q.  Did  any  of  them  vote  for  Abbott  that  you  know  of? — A.  I  couldn't 
say. 

Q.  You  do  not  talk  any  politics  about  the  establishment  ? — A.  Xo, 
sir.     It  is  not  very  becoming  for  overseers  to  do  so. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  in  1877  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  stay  there  then  ? — A.  1  couldn't  tell  you;  it  is 
so  long  ago,  and  1  can't  keep  these  things  in  memory  all  the  time. 

Q.  You  were  somewhat  active  last  fall ! — A.  No,  sir.  As  1  told  yon, 
I  sent  every  voter  out  of  the  mill  before  I  went  mvself. 

Q.  In  1876  were  you  a  voter  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  rernember  how  long  you  were  at  the  polls  that  day  ?— A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  superintendent  there  that  day  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  have  been  in  these  works  about  sixteen  years,  and  two  years 
of  that  time  you  have  been  superintendent  of  the  cambric  works!— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  this  Mr.  Bonner? — A.  I  couldn't t«II 
you  how  long  I  have  known  him  certainly,  only  that  it  is  probably  some 
five  or  six  years. 

Q.  Was  he  under  you  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  none  of  the  time. 
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ft  He  was  in  what  establishment! — A.  He  was  on  the  Slater  Woolen 
'^funfs  farm. 
\  ft  Then  yoa  don't  know  anything  about  him,  except  as  to  his  work  f — 

il/dODOt. 

Q.  Yon  do  not  know  what  he  was  discharged  for,  do  you  ! — A.  I  don't, 
i(rtbat  it  was  some  misconduct  in  his  town ;  that  was  all. 
ft  Do  you  know  of  any  misconduct? — A.  From  what  was  going  on 
lerally  among  the  people;  that  was  all. 
I  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it  yourself! — A.  Definitely,  no. 


HiLiP  L.  MoEN  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Pi. ATT  : 

aestion.  Do  you  reside  at  Webster  ? — Answer.  I  do. 
,  Are  you  a  manufacturer! — A.  1  am. 

.  Of  what  firm! — A.  The  Washburne  &  Moen  Manufacturing  Com- 
r. 

.  Are  you  the  president  and  manager! — A.  I  am. 
.  Abont  how  many  men  did  that  establishment  employ  in  1878  ! — 
§Lbout  1,300,  I  think. 

.  Do  you  know  how  many  of  them  are  voters  ! — A.  I  have  not  the 
t  idea. 

.  Do  you  know  the  relative  proportions  ot  Eepublicans  and  Demo- 
s!— A.  I  could  only  judge  from  their  nationality;  it  would  be  a 
e  surmise.     I  have  not  the  least  idea  how  tbey  were  divided. 
.  Were  you  present  at  a  meeting  of  some  of  the  leading  citizens  of 
t)8ter  held  prior  to  the  fall  election  of  1878  ! — A.  I  was 
^  Will  you  state  as  concisely  as  you  can  what  was  said  and  done  at 
.  meeting! — A.  Nearly  all  that  was  said  there  was  said  in  the  way 
emarks  made  by  Judge  Thayer,  who  was  chairman  of  our  State  com- 
tee-    He  stated  that  the  canvass  had  been  made;  that  all  the  prob- 
ities were  in  favor  of  the  Republicans  succeeding  at  the  guberna- 
al  election ;  that  it  was  of  great  importance  that  we  should  have  a 
vote,  and  that  we  should  certainly  carry  Worcester  if  we  could 
ag  out  our  full  vote.    There  seemed  to  be  some  little  lukewarmnesSy 
^as  thought,  among  the  leading  Eepublicans. 

).  Was  any  suggestion  made  at  that  meeting,  either  open  or  covert, 
it  the  manufacturers  should  exert  an  influence  or  put  a  pressure  upon 
if  hands  to  vote  against  Butler  ? — A.  There  was  not  the  least, 
i.  As  a  manufacturer,  did  you  attempt  in  any  way  to  influence  your 
plojt^s  in  their  votes  ! — A.  I  did  not,  either  directly  or  indirectly. 
^.  One  witness  testified  here  that  he  had  heard  that  at  that  meeting 
^as  proposed,  on  the  part  of  somebody,  that  the  manufacturers  should 
t  openly  threaten  their  hands  with  discharge,  but  should  talk  in  a 
ly  which  would  give  them  to  feel  that  they  were  in  danger  of  discharge 
less  they  voted  for  Butler,  and  that  you  objected  to  that. — A.  I  don't 
ink  any  such  suggestion  was  made.     I  was  there  during  the  whole 
ision,and  there  was  nothing  approaching  that,  or  anything  like  it. 
).  It  was  testified  that  they  must  not  openly  say  this,  but  that  they 
I8t  present  the  alternative  in  some  way. — A.  Nothing  of  that  kind 
8  said  in  my  hearing.    The  most  that  was  said  was  that  we  ought  to 
Iress  our  men  upon  the  canvass  upon  the  importance  of  sound  money. 
elieve  that  some  such  suggestion  as  that  was  made.    That  was  the 
St  pointed  suggestion  that  was  made. 
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Q.  So  far  as  your  kuowledge  is  concerned,  was  any  effort  made  by 
your  superintendent  or  oflBcers,  or  otherwise,  to  try  to  control  the  votes 
of  the  employes  so  as  to  have  them  cast  against  Butler  f — A.  None 
whatever. 

Q.  None  was  by  your  direction  ! — A.  None  was  by  my  direction  or 
my  kuowledge. 

Q.  And  it'  done  you  would  have  been  pretty  likely  to  have  heard  of 
it  f — A.  I  would  have  been  pretty  like  to  have  heard  of  it.  I  spent  my 
time  there. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  How  were  the  members  of  this  meeting  brought  together  ! — A.  I 
think  by  a  written  request  to  attend  the  meeting.  I  received  a  note 
from  somebody ;  I  have  forgotten  from  whom. 

Q.  Where  was  the  meeting  held  ? — A.  At  the  oflSce  of  Colonel  Wash- 
burne. 

Q.  In  the  inner  office ! — A.  There  is  no  inner  office;  there  are  what 
might  be  called  two  large  offices  in  one,  the  partition  having  been  re- 
moved.   The  place  was  formerly  used  for  two  stores. 

Q.  It  was  a  second  story  room  ! — A.  It  was. 

Q.  The  two  rooms  had  been  thrown  into  one? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  With  a  division  between  them  still  forming  a  partition? — A.  There 
was  very  little  division,  indeed. 

Q.  You  were  in  the  back  part  of  the  place? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  were 
two  front  offices,  not  back. 

Q.  One  would  be  a  little  nearer  the  door  than  the  other  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many  persons  were  in  attendance  at  that  meeting  ? — A.  I 
should  think  not  much  more  than  a  dozen  ;  it  seems  to  me  there  were 
n6t  more  than  that. 

Q.  Can  you  give  me  the  names  of  those  who  were  present  ? — A.  I  can 
give  the  names  of  several  of  those  who  were  present.  Those  were,  I 
think,  Mr.  George  Crompton,  Mr.  E.  W.  Vaill,  Mr.  George  S.  Barton.  I 
don't  recall  any  others  except  Judge  Thayer  and  Colonel  Washburne, 
though  there  were  others. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Walker  there  ? — A.  Joseph  H.  Walker  was  present,  I 
remember.  He  left  before  the  meeting  was  over;  he  had  to  go  out  of 
town. 

Q.  All  of  those  parties,  except  Mr.  Thayer,  the  chairman  of  the  Repub- 
licanState  central  committee,  and  Mir.  Washburne,  the  chairman  of  the 
city  committee  of  Worcester,  were  what  are  termed  manufacturers,  were 
they  not? — A.  Yes;  most  of  them,  I  think,  were  such. 

Q.  They  were  all  persons  having  charge  of  or  in  some  manner  inter- 
ested in  employing  more  or  less  help  in  manufacturing  establishments? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  number  of  employes  would  you  say  that  that  meeting  repre- 
sented ! — A.  I  never  thought  of  it  in  that  light.  It  might  have  been 
two  thousand,  possibly  more. 

Q.  Were  they  all  of  the  county  of  Worcester  ? — A.  Of  the  city  of  Wor- 
cester.    I  think  there  was  nobody  there  from  out  of  town. 

Q.  They  were  what  may  be  termed  the  leading  manufacturers  of  the 
city  of  Worcester  ? — A.  They  were. 

Q.  You  say  that,  as  far  as  speech  making  took  place  there,  the  prin- 
cipal speech  was  made  by  Mr.  Thayer,  the  chairman  of  the  State  central 
committee? — A.  It  was. 

Q.  Did  heexplain  the  purpose  of  calling  that  meeting? — A.  Bethought 
there  was  some  lukewarmness  and  that  we  were  in  danger,  as  we  some- 
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re,  of  not  bringing:  out  the  full  Republican  vote.     He  thought 

the  employers 

ad  he  any  doubt  how  you  would  vote  ! — A.  I  suppose  not.    He 

ot  to  have  had. 

)rof  any  other  gentleman  who  was  there! — A.  I  suppose  not. 

bat  further  did  he  say  ! — A.  That  we  should  interest  ourselves 

the  Ef'publican  voters  vote. 

e  Republican  voters  from  where  f — A.  Those  in  our  employ. 

3m  the  mills  ! — A.  From  the  mills. 

u  say  there  was  a  suggestion  made  that  you  ought  to  bring  your 

s  together  and  talk  to  them.    J3o  you  remember  who  made  that 

on  ? — A.  I  do  not.    There  were  some  suggestions  of  that  char- 

le  urged  upon  them  the  importance  of  the  canvass,  to  endeavor 

out  a  full  vote,  and  explained  the  importance  of  the  election. 

you  remember  in  substJince  just  what  Mr.  Thayer  said  to  you 
jrence  to  the  importance  of  the  election  ? — A.  I  could  not  say. 
ber  distinctly  the  manner  in  which  he  expressed  his  confidence 

resalt,-and  that  he  said  the  canvass,  so  far  as  it  had  been  made, 

I  that  there  would  be  a  suflScient  vote  to  carry  the  election  for 
iblicans. 

said  that  the  canvass,  so  far  as  it  had  been   made,  indicated 

lit.     What  further  did  he  say  in  reference  to  your  exerting  your 

influence  as  well  as  giving  your  votes  to  the  cause  ? — A.  I  do 

II  any  suggestion  other  than  the  one  I  have  named. 

hen  that  suggestion  was  made,  about  calling  the  mill  hands 
and  addressing  them,  who  objected  to  it! — A.  I  believe  that  I 

il  that  I  never  did  speak  to  my  men  as  to  how  they  should  vote, 
you  recollect  whether  Mr.  Crompton  joined  you  in  that? — A.  I 

Mr.  Walker  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

u  cannot  remember  from  whom  the  suggestion  came  ? — A.  I 

i  it  not  come  from  Mr.  Thayer? — A.  It  might  have.  I  do  not 
that  it  did. 

i  he  not  rather  upbraid  you  for  not  using  this  influence  upon 
n  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

il  he  not  speak  of  the  activity  and  time  that  other  members  were 
I  to  this  cause,  and  rebuke  you  for  your  sluggishness? — A.  I 
►t. 

)  gave  >ou  some  account  of  how  the  canvassing  had  been  pro- 
up  to  that  time,  did  he  not ! — A.  He  simply  made  the  general 
without  giving  the  particulars. 

d  he  not  tell  you  that  the  committee  had  issued  a  circular  to 
8  to  have  them  influence  their  several  congregations  ? — A.  That 
stated  in  that  meeting. 

)u  knew  that  such  a  circular  had  been  issued? — A.  If  there  was 
i),  I  have  forgotten  it.  I  am  not  a  very  active  politician,  not  a 
litician. 

'.Thayer  was  very  actitiveY — A.  Yes;  certainly  ;  he  is. 
il  he  not  stir  you  with  his  eloquence  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.     We 
ys  very  much  interested  in  what  he  says. 

)  threw  a  great  deal  of  earnestness  into  his  discourse  on  that 
? — A.  Perhaps  so. 

I  you  say  you  are  sure  that,  in  speaking  of  the  instrumentalities 
16  party  were  using,  he  did  not  sa^^  anything  in  relation  to  the 
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circalar  to  oiiDlsters  of  the  gospel  ? — A.  I  am  snre  he  made  do  allixsi 
to  anything  of  the  sort. 

Q.  In  his  testimony  here,  the  other  day,  giving  his  reasons  for  haTia 
called  yoQ  in  among  others,  he  said  he  regarded  yon  as  a  mao  posM 
sing  a  good  deal  of  moral  influence  on  account  of  your  connection  wiCj 
the  church,  or  something  to  that  effect. — A.  That  may  be;  I  do  oiP 
know  how  much  I  have ;  it  may  be  very  little.  t 

Q.  Was  any  suggestion  of  that  kind  made! — A.  Nothing  of  thesori 
was  intimated. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  before  been  called  in  to  attend  a  manufavitorenF! 
m*».eting  of  that  kindf — A.  I  do  not  remember  any.  , 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  first  gathering  of  manufacturers  in  a  political  ca&<^ 
vass  that  you  ever  attended  f — A.  I  think  it  was.  ^ 

Q.  Did  it  not  strike  you  as  nnnsualiy  strange? — A.  No;  I  do  dqI 
think  it  struck  me  as  unusually  strange.  We  had  a  good  deal  at  stak^ 
about  sound  money  in  those  days.  \ 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  it  a  little  strange  tiiat  manufacturers  weresliH 
gled  out  ?  Why  should  they  not  have  called  in  some  of  the  mercbaDts^ 
the  bankers,  and  so  forth  ? — A.  I  do  not  know ;  it  was  thought,  |>erhapA 
that  they  would  have  a  little  more  influence  in  several  ways. 

Q.  He  thought  that  these  gentlemen  who  represented  several  tbous- 
and  men  would  probably  in  their  influence  be  a  little  more  efficacioos 
than  would  be  others! — A.  Very  likely. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  the  meeting  there,  did  not  Mr.  Thayer  exhort  all  the  geotlemeD 
there  to  use  all  the  influence  they  had  with  those  upon  whom  they  bad 
influence! — A.  I  think  he  might  have;  to  use  all  their  influence om 
those  over  whom  they  had  influence,  in  a  proper  way.  I  think  he  might 
have  used  the  expression. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Washburne  connected  with  you  as  a  manufacturer!— A. 
No,  sir ;  he  is  in  the  insurance  business. 

Q.  Was  anything  said  about  money! — A.  No,  sir  ;  nothing  was  said 
about  money. 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  gentlemen  there  speakers  ! — A.  Mr.  Walker  made 
speeches  sometimes. 

Q.  Was  it  to  utilize  the  speaking  talent  of  the  gentlemen  present  thai 
the  meeting  was  called  ? — A.  I  think  not,  particuhirly. 

Q.  It  was  simply  to  get  an  exertion  of  the  influence  which  the  gentle 
men  who  were  called  there  possessed  f — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  You  yourself  opposed  the  exertion  of  any  influence  yon  possessed 
directly  upon  your  employes  ! — A.  I  did  ;  I  told  them  that. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Washburne  express  himself  to  the  ettect  that  it  was 
right  that  such  influence  should  be  exerted  ? — A.  Perhaps  he  did ;  I  dc 
not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Mr.  Washburne  said  the  purpose  was  to  get  them  to  use  their  in 
fluenee  upon  the  employes,  and  that  he  thought  that  that  was  was  right  1 
— A.  No,  sir.  Does  he  say  so  there!  [Indicating  the  stenographic 
notes.] 

Q.  My  impression  is  that  in  his  testimony  he  said  he  thought  it  waa 
right.  Do  not  understand  me  assaying  he  stated  that  he  thought  it 
was  right  to  intimidate  workmen. — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you,  later,  understand  Mr.  Washbnrne  as  saying  that  be  had 
subsequently  seen  any  employers  of  labor! — A.  I  have  not  the ieas^ 
recollection  of  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  Democractic  voters  there  are  in  thos^ 


I.     *^  e  oDi,v  wiHu  loai  laere  was  a  greiic  ueai  more. 
By  tbe  Chaibman: 

VaB  this  a  meetiog  of  those  wbo  were  specially  antagoaized  to 
i\  Batlerl— A.  O,  I  tbink  uot. 

t  was  a  meetiug  simply  of  those  who  were  Repablicaos  and  coii- 
with  the  Kepublicau  urgaaization  t — A.  Yes. 
iad  YOU  tieen  called  into  council  in  the  election  campaign  of  No- 
r,  18771— A.  I  think  not. 

jVere  you  called  into  council  in  1876  f — A,  No,  sir ;  I  think  not. 
This  was  the  first  time  that  yon  had  come  together  T — A.  Yes,  it 
e  first  time  that  we  had  come  tosetber. 

luti  seem  to  huve  been  a  forlorn  hopet — A.  No,  we  were  rather 
li.     We  kuew  that  we  had  to  be  rather  active, 
fou  bad  a  lively  antagonist! — A.  Yes. 

rhen  the  meeting,  being  neither  for  speakers  nor  for  money,  was 
ne  other  purpose,  and  that  was  simply  the  esertiou  of  the  iufiuence 
gentlemen  who  were  there,  that  was  tbe  pnrpose! — A.  That  was 
sign. 

?hat  was  nrged  by  Mr.  Thayer? — A.  Yes. 

)id  you  follow  out  that  design! — A.  1  simply  went  home  and  at- 
I  til  my  business, 
fou  made  no  eft'ort  to  influence  your  employes! — A.  Not  a  par- 

By  Sir,  Platt: 

rt'ere  those  wlio  were  there,  aside  from  tbe  intiuence  they  had  as 
actiirers,  men  of  intluetice  in  the  city,  leading  men  f — A.  Yes,  sir; 
entlemen  who  always  take  considerable  interest  in  a  Repnblican 

8S, 

They  were  men  who  were  generally  interested  in  public  matters! — 
rtalnly. 
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Q.  YoQ  looked  upon  this  then  as  an  issue  which  involved  the  ^ro€ 
perity  of  the  laboring  people  quite  as  much  as  it  involved  the  prosperi^ 
of  the  employers? — A.  The  prosperity  of  all  classes.  1 

Q.  Then  any  special  influence  which  you  wished  to  exert  was  in  tMj 
way  of  enlightening  the  voters  as  to  the  real  nature  of  the  issues  ii»^ 
volved? — A.  That  was  my  desire,  so  far  as  1  had  any  influence.  ^ 

Q.  You  were  actuated  by  a  desire  to  promote  that  policy  which  woaldj 
be  for  their  interest  as  well  as  for  jour  own  ! — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know  were  any  unlawful  or  improper  means  employi 
by  manufacturers  in  your  city  or  anywhere  in  the  State! — A.  Iheai 
of  none  in  our  vicinity  or  elsewhere.    I  do  not  believe  that  auy  w 
exerted. 

Q.  The  feeling  which  you  had  in  connection  with  the  party's  sud 
was  rather  of  an  industrial  than  of  a  strictly  political  character!— A. 
was  partly  both. 


William  T.  Shumway  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair: 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  I — Answer.  In  Webster. 

Q.  Yuu  have  lived  there  how  long! — A.  Thirty-three  years. 

Q.  What  town  oflices  have  you  held  there! — A.  Those  of  treasui 
and  selectman. 

Q.  Were  you  one  of  the  selectmen  at  the  election  last  autumn  f— A.'l 
was. 

Q.  How  much  of  the  time  on  election  day  were  you  present! — A.  Al 
of  the  time,  except  about  fifteen  or  twenty  minutes. 

Q.  As  one  of  the  selectmen  it  was  your  duty  to  be  in  charge  of  th( 
voting  ? — A.  In  charge  of  the  voting  and  in  charge  of  the  ballot-box. 

Q.  Have  you  connection  with  any  manufacturing  corporation  iu  that 
town  ? — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  What  is  your  business! — A.  The  dry  goods  trade. 

Q.  Explain  in  regard  to  the  situation  of  the  ballot  boxes,  if  there  were 
more  than  one,  and  the  uses  to  which  they  were  respectively  put.— A. 
There  were  two  boxes,  one  for  the  State  ticket  and  one  for  the  ticket 
for  representative  to  the  general  court  of  Massachusetts.  The  Kep- 
resentative  in  Congress  was  on  the  State  ticket. 

Q.  How  were  those  boxes  situated  with  reference  to  each  other!— A. 
They  were  placed  side  by  side.  I  had  charge  of  one  and  one  of  the 
other  selectmen  of  the  other,  with  the  check  perhaps  three  or  four  feet 
to  the  right.  As  a  man  came  up  to  vote,  he  would  call  his  name,  if  the 
man  with  the  check  list  did  not  remember  it.  And  upon  his  name  being 
found  on  the  check  list  or  the  voter's  list,  it  would  be  checked,  when  we 
then  opened  the  box,  let  tlie  man  vote  and  closed  immediately. 

Q.  You  had  charge  of  one  of  these  boxes,  had  you  ! — A.  I  had  charge 
of  the  State  ticket  box,  the  one  for  the  tickets  which  contained  the 
names  of  candidates  for  governor  and  Representative  in  Congress. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  the  other  box? — A.  Some  of  the  time,  Mr. 
Moore  ;  the  rest  of  the  time,  Mr.  Howell. 

Q.  Mr.  Moore  had  charge  of  the  box  in  which  were  placed  the  tickets 
for  the  candidates  for  representative  to  the  general  court!  He  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  other  box  containing  the  names  of  the  caudi- 
dates  for  governor! — A.  Nothing,  uidess  it  was  at  the  time  I  was  oot 
for  my  dinner,  fifteen  or  twenty  minutes. 
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Tasit  his  daty  or  bad  he  au  opportaaity  to  watch  or  control  the 
any  man  voting  for  governor  ? — A.  Not  in  the  least.  He  could 
what  ticket  it  was  that  a  man  was  patting  in  the  box  in  front 
if  he  was  attending  to  his  own. 

)  that  you  both  were  engaged  in  depositing  ballots  at  the  same 
ere  you  ! — A.  Yes. 

le  voters  came  up  and  passed  along  in  front  of  the  box  ! — A. 
think  that  at  that  time  there  was  a  space  of  perhaps  six  feet 
I  for  them  to  go  through, 
which  box  did  the  voters  come  first  ? — A.  The  one  that  held 

0  ticket.    The  other  was  the  next  to  the  right. 

that,  as  the  voter  approached,  he  would  be  under  your  eye 

lan  under  the  eye  of  Mr.  Moore  ?— A.  Yes. 

m  far  apart  did  you  and  Mr.  Moore  stand ! — A.  We  were  seat- 

1  were  as  near  as  we  could  sit  comfortably. 

is  the  floor  on  which  the  voter  stood  a  little  lower  than  where 
3  seated  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

that  the  voter  was  below  yon  ? — A.  I  should  think  perhaps  twa 
ilf  feet  below. 

he  passed  along,  was  the  face  of  the  voter  with  reference  ta 

higher  or  lower  ? — A.  It  was  a  little  lower. 

itlie  lower  than  the  table  on  which  the  box  was  placed  f — A. 

that,  as  the  voter  approached,  if  he  carried  his  ballot  in  the  or- 
•ositiou,  there  were,  between  you  and  the  ballot,  the  boxes  and 
it  were  in  frontjof  you.  Could  there  then  have  been  any  reason- 
ed chance  to  scan  the  ballot  as  the  voter  approached  ? — A.  No 
whatever. 

ere  could  be  no  chance  unless  it  was  thrust  into  the  face  of  the 
n  ! — A.  No  chance  whatever. 

d  you  notice  any  watchfulness  on  the  part  of  the  selectmen  to 
rotes  as  they  were  put  in  ? — A.  Nothing,  only  to  see  that  a  voter 
nly  one. 

d  you  observe  Mr.  Moore  scrutinizing  the  conduct  of  the  voter  ? — 
I  not  see  him  to  speak  to  him  at  all. 

d  you  observe  him  intermeddling  or  interfering  with  the  con- 
the  election  in  any  way! — A.  Not  in  any  way  or  manner, 
d  any  one,  among  the  officers,  conducting  the  balloting? — A» 

I  the  voting  was  going  on,  did  you  notice  on  the  floor  of  the 
ay  interference  by  Republicans  with  Democrats  ! — A.  No,  sir  ; 
man  who  seemed  to  be  at  all  anxious  to  have  the  men  take  the 
wras  Mr.  Waters. 

bat  was  he  doing? — A.  Distributing  votes  and  urging  them  to 
vote.    He  was  the  only  man  who  seemed  to  be  at  all  anxious 
ting  his  votes  into  the  hands  of  other  people. 
9  is  the  man  who  has  testified  here  about  the  universal  depravity 
body  else  f — A.  Hejs  the  one. 

regard  to  the  voting  in  envelopes,  or  the  casting  of  votes  that 
closed  in  sealed  envelopes,  state  whether  there  was  much  of 
le. — A.  Very  little.    I  should  think  that  some  half  a  dozen  were 

)o  had  occasion  to  open  those  envelopes  afterwards,  had  you  ? — 
sir. 
ive  you  any  recollection  for  whom  they  were  cast,  whether  for 

1  BOS 
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Q.  A  statetneut  has  been  made  here  by  a  witness  that  Mr.  Moo 
tfibnted  Republican  tickets  to  his  men,  saying,  "This  is  for  your 
est ;  ^  that  some  of  them  deposited  the  ballots  thus  given  them  and 
voted  as  they  chose.  So  far  as  you  are  concerned,  did  they  all  \ 
they  chose  ! — A.  I  think  they  did.  I  don't  know  of  any  one  w 
not  vote.  As  to  distributing  tickets,  I  did  not  distribute  a  tick 
one. 

Q.  Then  you  did  not  say  to  any  one,  as  you  gave  him  a  ticket, 
is  for  your  interest''  I — A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  gave  them  one. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  ever  using  that  expression  to  any  voter 
ever  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  tantamount  to  that,  in  a  threatening  v 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  discussing  politics  with  any  of  your  men  i 
the  campaign  ? — A.  Not  with  any  particular  one.  I  may  have  sj 
the  street,  in  discussing  politics  with  some  one,  that  I  considere 
their  interest  to  vote  the  Kepublican  ticket.    I  do  not  deny  that. 

Q.  Did  you  not  have  a  perfect  right  to  say  that  ? — A.  Yes, 
took  that  right. 

Q.  Do  not  those  men  talk  up  to  you  just  as  you  do  to  them  o 
tics  f — A.  Just  the  same.  They  understand  that  they  have  th 
privilege  there  and  they  use  it. 

Q.  And  they  voted  just  as  they  pleased  ! — A.  They  did  vote  . 
they  pleased. 

Q.  You  may  state  if  you  have  ever  known  of  intimidation 
ploy^s  by  employers,  during  the  last  three  years,  anywhere 
State  ! — A.  I  have  not  known  of  any  ;  and  the  last  election  esp 
was  considered  perfectly  quiet.  1  know  that  I  heard  it  remar 
more  than  one  that  it  had  been  an  unusually  quiet  election  ;  thai 
had  been  less  noise,  less  argument,  or  anything  of  that  kind,  tb 
merly. 

Q.  I  had  acquired  the  impression,  from  the  testimony,  that  yo 
the  champion  bulldozer  of  the  town.    You  will  excuse  me  for 
applied  the  term  to  you  ! — A.  Certainly.  • 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Was  there  anything  like  a  pressure  brought  by  you  or  I 
body  in  behalf  of  the  employers  upon  the  workmen  to  contro 
votes  t — A.  No ;  not  at  all. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  all  day  ! — A.  I  was,  with  the  excep 
an  hour,  perhaps,  when  I  went  to  dinner. 

Q.  What  time  was  that? — A.  Between  eleven  and  twelve  o'clc 

Q.  You  were  the  selectman  of  the  town  ! — A.  I  was. 

Q.  You  were  chosen  by  the  voters  of  the  town  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  such  ! — A.  Only  one  year. 

Q.  When  were  you  chosen  ! — A.  In  April,  1878. 

Q.  You  have  been  in  the  habit  of  being  at  elections.  You  wen 
in  1876  and  1877  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  active  as  a  politician  in  1876 1 — A.  No,  sir,  neve 
specially  active. 

Q.  You  were  a  Republican  then  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  never  attempted  to  distribute  tickets  ! — A.  I  don't  rec 
I  might  have  done  that. 

Q.  You  do  discuss  politics  ?— A.  Very  little ;  to  a  very  limit( 
tent. 
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isHEB  T.  MooBE  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Qaestioo.  Do  you  reside  in  Webster  ? — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  What  is  your  employment  ? — A.  I  am  superintendent  of  tbe  woolen 
artment  of  the  Slater  Manufacturing  Company. 
Q.  How  many  men  have  you  under  you  in  your  works ! — A.  Some  two 
Bdred,  probably. 
Q  How  long  have  you  occupied  that  position  over  them  ? — A.  Some 

rears. 
Q.  How  many  voters  are  there  among  those  men  ? — A.  Thirty,  per- 
ps. 

Q.  Of  what  nationalities  are  the  men  T — A.  Irish,  French,  and  Ger- 
mi. 

<J.  Any  Americans ! — A.  Very  few. 

Q.  About  how  many  of  Irish  ? — A.  I  should  say  one-half  of  them. 
Q.  Of  Germans! — A.  Maybe  a  third, 
y.  The  rest  are  French  ! — A.  Yes,  with  a  few  English. 
Q.  From  where  do  the  French  come! — A.  Mostly  from  Canada. 
Q.  About  how  are  they  divided  politically ! — A.  I  should  say  that 
iree-fonrths  of  them  are  Democrats. 

Q.  Has  that  been  so  generally  for  the  last  ten  years! — A.  It  has. 
Q.  Have  you  not  had  them  long  enough  to  change  them  all  into  Re- 
nblicana  by  bulldozing,  intimidation,  and  the  like! — A.  We  have  not 
een  able  to  do  much  of  that  yet. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  change  in  the  practice  with  regard  to  your 
workmen  as  to  the  effort  to  control  their  votes  at  all  recently  ! — A.  Not 
laU. 

Q.  You  pursue  the  same  system  that  you  have  pursued  for  the  last 
en  years  and  you  have  not  made  much  headway  in  changing  Democrats 
iito  Bepublicaus  ! — A.  Very  little. 

Q.  Do  you  think  your  performance  in  this  respect  has  been  satisfac- 
ory  to  your  company  ! — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  they  are  satisfied  with  such  a  meager  re- 
nit  as  that ! — A.  I  do. 

Q.  What  are  your  employ  ers  ! — A.  I  should  say  they  are  Conservative 
Sepablicans. 

Q.  They  must  be  very  conservative,  must  they  not,  if  your  effort  is  to 
i:eepa  two-third  Democratic  vote  there  all  the  time!— A.  They  take 
reiy  Uttle  interest  in  influencing  a  vote  one  way  or  the  other ;  they  have 
never  taken  but  very  little  interest  in  that. 
Q.  Never  for  this  last  ten  years  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  You  have  superiors  there  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  your  political  conduct  ever  been  interfered  with  in  any  way 
l\VYoar  superiors  or  employers? — A.  Not  in  the  least. 

Q.  Or  have  they  ever  intimated  to  you  that  they  desired  you  to  exert 

any  political  influence  one  way  or  the  other  over  your  help  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  Mr.  Slater  or  the  owners  of  this  property  or 

eoutroUers  of  this  corporation  to  make  use  of  their  relation  toward  their 

employes  or  any  of  the  subordinates  to  affect  a  political  result  ! — A.  No, 

sir. 

Q.  Have  you  known  of  their  threatening  any  of  their  superintendents 
^ith  discharge  or  any  of  their  workmen  with  loss  of  employment  or  any 
I'^aniarj  disadvantage  to  promote  a  political  result  ? — A.  Never. 

Q*  Yoa  attended  the  election  last  autumn  f — A.  I  did. 

Q«  Did  you  vote  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  When  they  were  put  Id,  could  the  selectmen  see  the  cbara* 
the  ballot ! — A.  They  could ;  they  could  tell  by  the  different  cole 

Q.  You  could  distinguish  the  ticket  which  a  man  was  voting  f 
could.  * 

Q.  Mr.  Shumway,  the  selectman,  and  you,  the  superintendent 
establishment,  could  see  the  men  vote  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  make  it  your  business  to  see  how  they  votei 
No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  No  shotguns  were  used  there  at  all  that  day  ? — A.  I  did  i 
any. 


Thomas  D.  Shumway  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live? — Answer.  In  the  town  of  Ply 
Plymouth  County. 

Q.  Were  you  active  at  or  connected  with  election  matters 
town  in  October  and  November,  1878  ? — A.  Somewhat. 

Q.  State  the  condition  of  the  registration,  the  circumstances 
which  it  was  perfected,  together  with  any  ease  or  difficulty  atteni 
and  the  general  conduct  of  the  election  in  that  town,  last  year.- 
the  first  place,  we  had  a  decision  from  the  board  of  selectmen  ths 
persons  who  were  born  of  persons  unnaturalized  could  not  be  cit 
the  United  States,  and  therefore  could  not  register  as  voters.  T 
made  to  operate  very  injuriously,  because  most  of  those  who  ha 
of  age  were  young  men  who  were  going  to  vote  for  General  But 
so  completely  demoralized  them  that  some  of  them  said  thej  wo 
have  anything  more  to  do  with  it.  1  endeavored  to  persuade  t 
hold  on.  The  first  intimation  I  had  of  it  was  this:  A  young  ma 
to  me  and  asked  me  if  I  did  not  suppose  that  a  man  born  witli 
rods  of  Plymouth  Rock  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  I  sai 
no  doubt  of  it.  He  said  that  they  had  refused  to  register  him,  al 
he  was  born  there,  because  his  father  had  not  been  naturalized, 
him  I  supposed  somebody  was  playing  a  joke  upon  him,  and  he 
that  it  was  a  serious  matter.  I  went  before  the  board  of  seh 
and  found  that  they  had  made  that  decision.  I  endeavored  t 
the  case  with  them,  but  they  said  the  decision  was  final }  that 
who  .was  born  of  unnaturalized  citizens  could  be  a  citizen  unless 
naturalized,  and  that  they  would  not  allow  any  such  to  register.  ^ 
the  men  who  had  been  refused  on  this  ground  went  once  or  t 
the  town  house,  and  then  said  they  would  give  it  up  and  wouldc 
any  more  to  do  with  it.  One  or  two  persisted  in  maintaining  wh 
supposed  to  be  their  rights,  and  finally  succeeded.  I  will  state  tli 
decision  was  made  about  ten  days  before  the  election,  I  think  (t 
knowledge  I  had  of  it  was  at  that  time),  and  that  on  the  night 
the  election  (Monday  evejiing),  at  ten  o'clock  (the  polls  being 
on  Tuesday),  the  decision  was  reversed,  I  understood.  The  polls 
on  Tuesday  at  a  quarter  of  nine  o'clock,  and  the  law  is,  I  thin 
after  the  polls  have  opened  no  man  shall  be  allowed  to  register. 

Q.  They  reversed  the  decision  on  the  night  before  ? — A.  I  und< 
that  it  was  reversed  on  Monday  evening.  1  was  not  there.  I  ( 
take  any  further  interest  in  the  matter  at  that  time.  ^  Previous  to 
had  come  to  Boston  and  got  an  opinion  from  the  clerk  of  the  < 
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coart,  in  the  bailding  in  which  the  committee  uow  sit,  that  he  considered 
a  decision  such  as  that  a  frivolous  one. 

Q.  State,  if  yoa  can,  the  namber  of  persons  who,  on  that  ground, 
were  refused  the  right  to  register. — A.  I  cannot  state  the  number  at  all. 
It  was  a  thing  that  came  upon  me  very  suddenly,  and  at  a  time  when 
my  experience  in  politics  was  very  limited.  As  it  was  my  first  expe- 
rience in  politioel  affairs,  I  failed  to  take  the  names  of  those  persons.  I 
know  of  only  two  who  were  registered,  and  do  not  knowof  those  who  were 
not.  I  understood  that  there  were  some  ten  or  a  dozen  who  were  refused 
registration,  but  that  I  do  not  know  positively  anything  about;  that  is 
merely'  hearsay  with  me.  Another  case  that  I  do  know  of  was  that  of  a 
man  who,  notwithstanding  that  he  had  been  born  in  the  neighboring 
town,  went  and  got  naturalized.  His  name  is  Alexander  Morrison. 
Producing  the  naturalization  paper  of  Morrison,  which  is  appended  to 
his  testimony.]  This  is  his  naturalization  paper.  He  was  born  in  the 
neighboring  town  of  Sandwich. 

Q.  You  say  that,  from  what  you  heard,  there  were  ten  or  a  dozen  of 
this  class  of  persons  who  were  deprived  of  votes  ! — A.  I  think  there 
were  as  many  as  half  a  dozen.  I  did  not  take  the  names,  and  have  no 
actual  knowledge  of  the  precise  number.  I  would  say  that  the  whole 
management  of  the  campaign  there,  so  far  as  the  opposition  was  con- 
cerned, was  crude,  was  not  systematized. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Was  it  at  ^Plymouth  Rock  where  this  occurred  I — A.  One  of  the 
men  was  born  within  two  rods  of  Plymouth  Rock. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  the  politics  of  the  selectmen  in  Plymouth. — A.  Four  of  them 
were  Republicans  and  one  was  a  Democrat,  that  is,  an  Abbott  Democrat. 
The  board  was  practically  a  unit  in  the  last  campaign.  It  was  com- 
posed of  five  members. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Albert  Hedge  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  AVhat  do  you  know  of  his  case  ? — A.  I  don't  know  anything  from 
my  own  knowledge,  and  only  from  what  has  been  told  me. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  of  it  ? — A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  John  O'Connell's  case  ? — A.  Only  from  what 
he  told  me  himself. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you  ? — A.  He  told  me  on,  I  think,  the  day  after 
the  election  that  he  had  gone  out  to  the  town-house  on  the  night  before 
the  election  to  pay  his  poll-tax ;  that  Mr.  Bradford,  one  of  the  select- 
men, looked  on  the  list  and  told  him  his  name  had  been  stricken  off; 
(I  am  not  sure  whether  he  said  that  Bradford  looked  for  his  name  on  the 
list  or  told  him  this  without  looking;)  that  he  asked  Mr.  Bradford  on 
what  ground  it  had  been  stricken  off,  and  that  Mr.  Bradford  told  him 
that  his  father  had  not  been  naturalized.  I  will  not  be  sure  either 
whether  it  was  that  his  father  had  not  been  naturalized  or  that  he  him- 
self had  not  been  naturalized.  But  O'Connell  then  told  Mr.  Bradford 
that  he  had  been  naturalized,  and  that  he  had  voted  in  Plymouth  the 
year  before.  Bradford  told  him  to  produce  his  naturalization  papers, 
when  O'Connell  stated  that  they  were  in  Rockland,  where  his  father 
Hved.  Bradford  told  him  that  they  had  stricken  his  name  from  the  list 
and  that  he  could  not  register  until  he  got  his  naturalization  papers. 
O'Connell  replied  that  he  had  voted  the  year  before;  that  they  must 
take  his  word  for  it,  and  swore  that  he  had  the  papers ;  that  they  were 
in  Rockland,  and  that  it  would  be  too  late  for  him  to  get  them  in  time 
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to  vote  before  the  polls  closed.    They  refused  to  pat  his  oame  upoi 
list. 
Q.  He  was  born  in  this  country  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.    He  is  he: 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Of  whom  was  the  board  of  selectmen  composed  ! — A.  Willia 
Nelson,  chairman ;  Henry  Whiting,  Lemuel  Bradford,  Charles  B. 
dard,  and  David  Clark. 

Q.  Do  you  know  them  personally? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  Mr.  Nelson's  business  ? — A.  He  is  a  ship-owner  and  a  i 
in  fish ;  a  merchant. 

Q.  Mr.  Whitings! — A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  has  any  busim 
in'esent;  he  was  formerly  a  hammer  manufacturer,  I  think.  He 
be  a  farmer. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Bradford  ? — A.  Mr.  Bradford  was  at  that  tim 
of  the  selectmen,  the  town  collector,  and  overseer  of  the  poor. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 
Q.  He  was  a  handy  man  to  have  around  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Mr.  Stoddard's  business? — A.  Treasurer  for  the  Plymoutl 
Foundry. 

Q.  Mr.  Clark's  business? — A.  I  am  not  positive;  I  should 
farmer. 

Q.  They  are  reputable  men,  are  they  not? — A.  Indeed  they  an 

Q.  And  you  supposed  they  were  honestly  mistaken  as  to  the  la\i 
they  rendered  their  first  decision  ?  You  did  not  suppose  it  was 
rupt  decision  ? — A.  At  the  time  I  thought  they  were  not. 

Q.  You  would  hardly  accuse  them  of  having  made  a  decision 
they  knew  to  be  wrong? — A.  Not  by  any  manner  of  means,  but 
ply  judge  of  them  as  I  judge  of  myself. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  had  taken  any  advice  from  an  at 
in  the  matter? — A.  They  told  me  that  they  had  legal  opinion, 
them  I  was  not  satisfied  with  that  opinion,  and  that  I  should 
Boston  to  see  if  I  could  not  get  better ;  that  is,  an  opinion  that 
satisfy  me.  I  told  them  I  knew  nothing  about  it ;  that  I  was 
lawyer,  but  that  the  decision  struck  me  as  being,  at  least,  a  very  si 
one.  I  asked  them  if  that  precedent  had  been  established  for 
term  of  years,  and  they  said  it  had  never  been. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whose  opinion  it  was  that  they  took  ? — A.  I 
Mr.  Nelson  told  me  that  he  had  the  opinion  of  two  lawyers  in  Plyn 
One  was  Mr.  Davis  and  the  other  Mr.  Lord.    I  think  he  told  me 
have  heard  since  that  they  denied  giving  such  an  opinion.  , 

Q.  Mr.  Davis  is  a  somewhat  prominent  Democrat  down  ther 
judge  of  the  district  court  ? — A.  Yes.  He  voted  last  fall,  I  thii 
Mr.  Talbot. 

Q.  He  had  formerly  been  a  Democrat  ? — A.  I  think  his  politico 
been  Democratic  since  1874:. 

Q.  It  is  a  little  difficult  to  tell  what  people's  politics  are  here  in  ^ 
chusetts? — A.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  explain,  it  was  anything  in 
sition  to  the  Greenbackers  last  fall.  1  happened  to  be  one  of  tht 
fortunate  class. 

Q.  They  got  the  opinion,  as  you  understood  from  them,  of  Mr. '. 
and  Mr.  Lord  ? — A.  I  think  Mr.  Nelson  told  me  so.  He  is  here  an 
state  that  for  himself. 
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M  the  opinion  that  you  got  in  Boston  have  anything  to  do  with 
n^  their  decision  f — A.  1  was  going  to  remark,  that  on  the  even- 
irbich  I  went  to  see  these  selectmen  in  regard  to  this  young  man 
others  were  pressing  me  to  get  their  names  on  the  list),  I  told  the 
en  that  I  was  not  satisfied  with  that  decision  and  we  bad  quite  a 
)r  animated  discussion  for  perhaps  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  more 
though  good  natured  of  course,  and  when  they  got  through,  they 
e  to  come  in  again.    I  told  them  I  should  not  come  near  them 

I  came  to  Boston  and  got  an  opinion  from  the  clerk  of  the 
On  Tuesday  evening,  I  think,  I  returned  home  and  went  to  the 
use,  where  I  found  Mr.  Bradford  and  showed  him  the  opinion. 

it  and  was  going  to  put  it  in  the  drawer,  remarking  he  would 
fore  the  full  board.    I  knew  that  they  did  not  meet  until  the 
turday  and  therefore  I  told  him  I  would  keep  it,  that  it  was  a 
n  which  these  men  were  directly  interested.    I  thought  it  would 
sly  too  late  if  not  acted  upon  until  the  next  Saturday. 
d  they  not  have  a  meeting  before  that  day  ? — A.  Practically 
i  a  meeting  every  night.    I  considered  it  so,  because,  as  the 
as  scattered,  whatever  Mr.  Nelson  said  they  generally  agreed  to 
rs  of  this  kind,  as  he  was  right  in  the  center  of  the  town, 
ben  Mr.  Bradford  said  that  he  would  lay  it  before  the  full  board, 
[>osed  that  he  meant  at  a  meeting  which  would  be  held  on  Sat- 
-A,  On  Saturday.    Practically  that  was  shelving  it. 
ho  were  these  two  young  men  who  you  knew  yourself  were  pre- 
rom  voting  ? — A.  They  were  not  prevented  from  voting,  as  the 

was  finally  reversed.    One  of  them  was  registered  because  he 

naturalized,  and,  as  to  the  other,  I  heard  something  like  this 
ot  be  sure  but  that  one  of  those  young  men  told  me  this)  that 
ad  come  to  Boston  to  get  that  decision  from  the  clerk  of  the 
lese  young  men,  while  looking  further  for  opinions,  had  consult- 
tity  solicitor  of  Boston  (Mr.  Stackpole,  I  think)  in  regard  to  it 
t  he  had  given  them,  not  an  opinion,  but  a  promise  of  one ;  they 
itiug  for  it.  I  think  that  at  last  they  got  some  reply  from  him 
as  not  satisfactory  ;  that  they  finally  sent  to  consult  the  attorney- 

and  that  the  opinion  which  they  got  from  that  oflicer  was  not 
;ory.  But,  as  I  have  said,  about  ten  o'clock  on  Monday  evening, 
jion  was  reversed.  What  I  was  going  to  say  further  was  that 
nk,  Friday  evening  this  young  man  (Carr)  came  to  me  and  told 
iderstood  that  one  young  man  had  been  registered  upon  the 
ion  that  the  decision  might  be  reversed.  I  told  him  he  had 
0  up  and  demand  that  his  name  be  put  on  if  that  was  the  case, 
t  up  there  and,  I  believe,  they  did  allow  him  to  register  his  name 
ground  that  the  decision  might  be  reversed  by  the  attorney- 

actically,  do  you  not  think  that  all  who  had  been  excluded  by 
rd  were  admitted  to  the  registry? — A.  That  I  could  not  state. 
)a  cannot  give  us  the  name  of  any  one  who,  in  fact,  was  excluded  ? 

II  that  I  know  of  are  the  cases  of  these  two  young  men,  one  of  whom 
ra  within  two  rods  of  Plymouth  Eock  and  thought  he  was  re- 
X)  be  naturalized. 

E.  The  naturalization  certificate  of  Morrison  produced  by  the 
is  as  follows:! 
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UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA. 

[Cat  of  Eagie.  | 

Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts, 

Plymouth  County,  8s : 

To  all  people  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  gretiing: 

Know  ye  that  at  a  saperior  coart,  begun  and  holden  at  Plymoatb,  withiD  ai 
the  county  of  Plymouth,  on  the  fourth  Monday  of  October,  in  the  year  of  car 
one  thousand  eight  hnndred  and  seyenty-eight,  Alexander  Morrison,  of  Plymoc 
the  county  of  Plymouth  and  State  of  Massachusetts,  born  in  the  town  of  Swdwi 
the  county  of  Barnstable,  Massachusetts,  having^  produced  the  evidence,  and  take 
subscribed  the  oath  required  by  law,  was  admitted  to  become  a  citizen  of  th< 
United  States,  according  to  the  acts  of  Congress  in  such  case  made  and  provided 

In  testimony  whereof!  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  said 
at  Plymouth,  in  said  county,  this  first  day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eij 
hnndred  and  seventy-eight. 

[SEAL  of  court.]  WM.  H.  WHITMAN,  C 


W.  H.  Nelson  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Qaestion.  Where  do  yoa  live! — Annswer.  At  Plymouth,  Plyi 
Co. 

Q.  What  was  your  official  position  last  year ! — A.  I  was  chairo 
the  selectmen. 

Q.  You  were  chairman  of  the  board  of  selectmen  having  charge 
election  and  registration  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  how  many  was  that  board  composed? — A.  There /wer 
members. 

Q.  State  their  politics. — A.  Four  were  Republicans,  one  was  a  ] 
crat. 

Q.  State  what  action  the  board  took  on  the  subject  of  the  regist 
of  men  of  foreign  parentage  in  Massachusetts,  what  the  decision 
board  was,  how  it  was  reversed  and  the  facts  concerning  it. — A 
registration  law  was  passed  a  year  ago  last  winter,  and  wen 
effect,  I  think,  at  the  November  election  of  1877.  At  that  time, 
was  considerable  feeling  on  both  sides  that  under  the  new  regist 
law  everybody  entitled  to  be  registered  should  be  registered.  As 
were  some  complications  growing  out  of  it,  Mr.  Davis,  a  Demc 
lawyer  of  our  town,  wanted  to  instruct  us  in  the  matter  and  we 
him  and  a  young  Eepublican  lawyer  of  that  town  to  give  us  an  of 

Q.  As  to  who  were  entitled  to  registration  ? — A.  Yes.  That  ^ 
1877,  prior  to  the  first  election  under  the  registation  law.  At  that 
it  was  their  opinion  that  men  born  of  alien  parents  were  not  entit 
registration. 

Q.  Give  the  name  of  the  other  lawyer  to  whom  you  applied  f — A 
thur  Lord.  There  was  no  conflict,  I  think,  growing  out  of  it  durii 
election  of  1877,  but,  in  the  fall  of  1878,  there  were,  of  those  who  a] 
for  registration,  five  or  six,  I  think,  who  had  been  born  of  alien  pj 
and  whose  parents  had  not  been  naturalized. 

Q.  Were  they  born  within  the  State ! — A.  ^hey  were  born  with 
State.  We  told  them  we  did  not  think,  from  the  opinions  we  had 
they  were  entitled  to  be  registered,  but  that  they  took  the  natio 
of  their  parents  until  they  had  declared  their  allegiance  to  the  I 
States  Government.  That  was  the  opinion  that  we  entertained  oi 
sides.     We  also  told  them  that  we  would  make  such  inquiry  as  ' 
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as  as  to  their  right,  and  would  give  them  sufiQcient  time  before 
jction  to  register  if  they  were  entitled  to  register.  We  consulted 
rk  of  oar  courts  and  Mr.  Healey,  of  Boston.  The  opinion  of  those 
nea  coincided  with  that  of  the  other  two  lawyers  who  had  given 
r  opinion. 

I  Mr.  Healey  a  lawyer  ? — A.  Mr.  Healey  is  the  city  solicitor  of 
.  The  opposition^  I  think,  consulted  General  Butler  when  he 
It  our  place,  who  very-frankly  gave  his  opinion  that  the  men 
ititled  to  registration  and  entitled  to  vote,  and  his  adherents 

upon  us  to  accept  his  decision.  I  thought  that,  as  he  was  an 
ed  party,  we  had  better  get  somebody  else,  so  we  applied  to 
rney-general  for  his  opinion. 

hen  was  that ! — A.  That  was  last  fall,  prior  to  the  election.  The 
r-general,  being  very  busy  at  the  time,  could  not  spend  time  to 
0  the  matter.  I  think  that  Mr.  Shumway  came  up  here  and  got 
lion  of  the  clerk  of  the  court.  We  afterwards  consulted  with 
liers  in  regard  to  it  and  found  that  it  was  the  practice  in  Boston 
ome  other  places  to  register  such  persons.  We  then  decided  to 
•se  persons  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  and  allow  them  to  register, 
hen  was  that  decision  made  public  ? — A.  That  decision  was 
blic  on  the  Saturday  afternoon  or  Monday  afternoon  prior  to 
:ion.  I  think  that  we  held  sessions  on  the  afternoons  of  Saturday 
»nday,  and  that  we  reached  that  decision  in  the  course  of  the 
m  on  Monday  or  Saturday. 

>w  many  of  the  class  of  persons  referred  to,  who  had  not  regis- 
ior  to  that  time,  did  register  after  that  decision  became  public  ! — 
iar  as  my  recollection  goes,  all  those  who  had  been  applying  for 
tion  then  registered. 

in  you  give  the  number  ? — A.  I  cannot  recollect  the  precise  num- 
hink  there  might  have  been  six  or  eight. 

as  there  any  desire  or  request  on  the  part  of  any  of  the  board 
se  men  should  be  naturalized  before  being  entitled  to  registra- 
as  that  what  the  board  held? — A.  I  think  we  held  upon  the 
we  had  received  from  the  lawyers,  that  they  would  be  required 
ituralized  before  they  could  vote.  I  am  not  sure  that  we  said 
f  those  so  applying  that  they  would  be  required  to  be  registered. 
;  recollect  on  that  point. 

ly  Mr.  Platt  : 

all  this  matter  did  you  mean  to  act  in  good  faith  and  fairly  ? — 
J. 

ho  is  Mr.  Davis  ? — A.  He  is  a  lawyer, 
■what  age? — A.  About  sixty  years  of  ajre,  I  judge. 
)es  he  hold  any  official  position  ? — A.  He  is  now  judge  there  in 
te  court. 

le  was  a  man  in  whose  opinion  as  a  lawyer  you  had  confidence  t — 
sir ;  he  is  considered  to  be  a  very  good  lawyer, 
mderstand  that  you  had  acted  upon  that  opinion  in  1877  and 
fault  had  been  found  with  or  objection  made  to  it !— A.  Yes,  sir. 
tion  had  been  made  to  it.  I  do  not  know  that  any  cases  came 
year  of  persons  born  of  alien  parents  applying  for  registration, 
should  have  so  acted  under  that  opinion  if  any  such  had  ap- 

e  registration  law  was  a  new  thing ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  required  all 
Df  foreign  birth  to  show  their  naturalization  papers  before  being 
k1.    Before  that,  a  great  many  who  had  been  on  the  list  had 
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voted  without  prodncing  proof  of  DaturalizatioD.  When  tbey  ca 
register,  we  reqaired  them  to  show  their  naturalization  papers. 

Q.  Was  there  division  or  unanimity  in  the  board  of  selectmen  oi 
point? — A.  We  were  unanimous. 

Q.  You  are  not  a  lawyer,  and  there  was  no  lawyer  on  the  boa 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  in  a  matter  which  yon  supposed  was  one  involving  a  ] 
legal  question  you  took  the  advice  of  a  lawyer  in  whom  you  ha 
fldence! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Davis  had  been  a  Democratic  candidate  for  Congress  i 
district  ? — A.  I  think  he  had. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Was  the  application  which  was  made  to  Mr.  Davis  for  an  o 
made  by  yon  f — ^A.  I  think  he  came  in  of  his  own  accord  when  we  ( 
or  were  about  to  open  the  registration  list,  and  suggested  to  us  t 
should  be  very  particular  and  not  let  any  names  get  upon  the  n 
list  that  were  not  entitled  to  be  there. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 
Q.  When  was  that? — A.  It  was  in  1877. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Was  not  the  opinion  that  he  gave  you  this,  that  persons  of  f 
birth  coming  to  this  country  under  eighteen  years  of  age  would  1: 
be  naturalized,  unless  their  fathers  were  naturalized  ? — A.  I  thic 

Q.  I  understand  that  he  dissents  from  that  which  you  have  inti 
as  his  opinion  ? — A.  If  I  had  known  that  I  was  to  be  summone* 
this  morning,  I  think  I  could  have  brought  with  me  the  decision 
by  him  in  writing. 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  the  opinion  which  he  gave  was  that,  unles; 
parents  were  naturalized,  persons  of  foreign  parentage  born  i 
country,  were  required  to  be  naturalized  to  entitle  themselves  i 
zenship  ? — A.  I  think  so.  I  think  that  the  opinion  was  that  p 
born  of  alien  parents,  whose  parents  had  not  at  the  time  taken  c 
pers,  were  required  to  be  naturalized. 

(J.  It  was  not  that  minors  coming  to  this  country  under  eii 
years  of  age  must  be  naturalized  unless  their  parents  were  natura 
— A.  No  ;  I  do  not  think  that  that  was  the  opinion  he  gave. 

Q.  Did  the  city  solicitor  of  Boston  give  you  an  opinion  ?— i 
clerk  of  our  courts  went  to  him,  and  got  his  opinion  verbally,  as  ; 
stated. 

Q.  You  say  you  think  that  the  opinion  which  you  got  was  nc 
persons  coming  into  this  country  under  the  age  of  eighteen  years, 
have  to  be  naturalized,  unless  their  parents  were  naturalized  ?- 
was  not,  because  the  very  question  we  were  considering  was  their  1 
been  born  in  this'country  of  alien  parents. 

Q.  You  thought  that  they  took  the  nationality  of  their  parents 
they  themselves  had  renounced  allegiance  to  every  foreign  i)ot 
and  sovereignty,  particularly  to  that  sovereignty  under  which 
parents,  not  they,  were  born  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  to  persons  coming  into  this  country  as  agents  or  reprc 
tives  of  foreign  nations,  and  being  here  domiciled  as  agents  ol 
own  country,  your  rule  would  apply;  so,  also,  as  to  persons  goin^ 
the  United  States  on  oflBicial  business  or  traveling  in  foreign  coai 
But  did  you  undeistand  that  that  rule  applied  to  the  children  o 
sons  who  had  settled  here,  lived  here  for  many  years,  died  her 
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tiio  for  some  reason  or  other  had  not  taken  oat  nataralization  papers! 
^A.  I  supposed  that  the  children  acquired  the  allegiance  of  their  par- 
ies ofltil  they  forswore  allegiance  to  any  foreign  government. 
Q.  And  that  they  were  liable  to  do  military  duty  abroad! — A.  Yes, 
r;  I  tboaght  that  they  would  be  liable  to  do  military  duty  abroad. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  selectmen  did  not  get  a  written  opinion  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

}.  You  applied  in  1878  to  the  city  solicitor,  who  did  not  give  you  a 

Wen  opinion,  but  confirmed  verbally  the  opinion  that  you  had  got  the 

r  before  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

(.  How  did  Mr.  Davis  vote  in  1878  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  how  he  did 

?,  whether  he  went  for  or  against  General  Butler.    I  have  heard  him 

:  both  ways. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

.  He  has  been  elected  judge  since  be  gave  that  opinion,  has  he  ? — A. 
prior  to  that. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

.  (Referring  to  the  naturalization  certificate  of  Morrison  appended 

lie  testimony  of  the  preceding  witness.)  This  paper  states  that  the 

I  was  naturalized  on  the  fourth  Monday  of  October,  1878,  before  the 

;e  of  the  superior  court.    Do  you  know  who  was  the  judge  of  the 

*rior  court  on  that  day  ? — A.  I  cannot  now  recollect  his  name. 

.  Do  you  know  anything  personally  about  this  matter  f — A.  About 

naturalization  ?  I  do  not. 

.  You  do  not  know  whether  the  judge  of  that  court  took  the  same 

r  ofthat  matterthat  had  been  taken  by  Mr.  Davis  and  the  city  solici- 

? — A.  I  do  not. 

|.  It  anpears,  as  shown  by  this  paper,  that  the  judge  naturalized  a 

I  who  had  been  born  in  this  country ! — A.  I  presume  that  he  did. 

[.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Morrison  registered  when  he  got  this 

•er? — A.  I  think  that  he  did. 

J.  He  was  denied  registration  until  he  got  it! — A.  I  don't  know  of 

having  applied  for  registration  until  he  got  the  paper. 


iia)R£W  Carb  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.   Where  do  you  live! — Answer.   In  Plymouth,  Plymouth 

►uniy,  Mass. 

Q.  Did  you  live  there  last  fall  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  you  born  ! — A.  I  was  born  in  Plymouth. 

Q.  What  are  the  facts  about  your  being  registered  last  year? — A.  I 

)nt  to  Mr.  Lemuel  Bradford  and  told  him  that  I  wished  to  have  my 

me  on  the  list.    He  asked  me,  "Are  you  naturalized !''  I  replied,  '*  No, 

»^  He  asked  me,  "  Was  your  father  ?"    I  replied,  "  No,  sir ;  but  I  was 

rn  in  this  country."   "  That  don't  make  any  difference,"  he  said,  '*  you 

^e  got  to  be  naturalized."    I  told  him  I  would  not  be  naturalized,  and 

)D  went  out.    I  met  my  oldest  brother  and  told  him  that  Mr.  Brad- 

d  said  we  would  have  to  be  naturalized.    After  that,  my  brother  and 

let  Mr.  Bobbins  in  the  Greenback  headquarters  and  informed  him  of 

8,  when  he  told  me  to  come  over  on  Monday  night.    I  went  over  on 

nday  nignt,  and  went  up  to  see  Mr.  Bradford  again,  who  then  said 
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that  be  could  not  pnt  my  name  on,  as  I  was  not  nataralized.  Mi 
bins  said  that  be  sbould  put  it  on.  We  didn't  at  tbat  time  mal 
furtber  talk,  bat  went  out.  On  Tuesday  nigbt  I  went  up  m 
Shumway,  who  told  Mr.  Bradford  (Mr.  Nelson  being  present)  t 
was  going  to  Boston  on  the  morning  train  and  would  get  a  letter 
think  he  said,  the  district  attorney.  We  went  back  there  ag 
Tuesday  nigbt,  when  Mr.  Bradford  said  he  wouldn't  put  it  oi 
went  again  on  Thursday  nigbt  and  told  him  he  must  put  it  on,  w 
said  they  were  going  to  hold  a  meeting  on  Saturday  and  they  wc 
about  it.  I  told  him  I  wasn't  coming  there  agaiu.  Mr.  Kobbii 
said,  '^  We  demand  that  the  name  be  put  on,  and  if  it  is  not, ' 
make  a  case  of  it."  On  the  nigbt  before  the  election  I  went  the 
found  that  my  name  was  upon  the  registry.  They  had  told  me, 
Saturday  before,  tbat  they  wouldn't  put  it  on,  but  on  Monday  it 

Q.  At  what  time  on  Monday  was  it  upon  the  list  f — A.  I  could 

Q.  Did  you  vote  ! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Had  you  e.ver  voted  before  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  you  born  f — A.  At  Plymouth. 

Q.  Have  you  lived  there  all  your  life! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  your  father  living  ? — A.  He  is  dead. 

Q.  How  long  did  he  live  after  you  were  born  ! — A.  He  diec 
eight  years  ago. 

Q.  He  had  never  been  a  voter  ! — A.  He  had  never  been  a  voter 

Q.  Where  was  be  born  ! — A.  In  Ireland. 

Q.  How  long  bad  he  lived  in  this  country  when  he  died  f — A 
where  about  twenty  years,  I  think. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  present  when  the  full  board  of  selectmen  w€ 
eut ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  saw  there,  I  think,  more  than  three  c 

Q.  When  were  you  there  first !— A.  On  the  second  Saturda; 
the  election. 

Q.  How  many  times  were  you  there  to  get  your  name  put  on  I 
— A.  Three  or  four. 

Q.  You  were  denied  registration  each  time  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Your  father  lived  for  about  twenty  years  after  settling 
country,  and  died  here  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  far  is  it  from  where  you  were  born  to  Plymouth  Roc 
I  don't  know ;  I  live  a  little  way  this  side  of  it. 

Q.  You  are  not  the  man  who  lives  within  two  rods  of  Plymoutl 
— A.  You  might  say  tbat  the  distance  was  about  tbat.  I  live  ab 
miles  from  it. 


Alexander  Morrison  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chair3IAN  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  ! — Answer.  At  Plymouth. 

Q.  Where  were  you  born  ? — A.  Close  by  Saudwicb. 

Q.  Are  Plymouth  and  Sandwich  in  the  same  county? — A.  ! 
Plymouth  is  in  Plymouth  County  and  Sandwich  is  in  Bar 
County. 

Q.  State  the  circumstances  under  which  yon  made  applicat 
registration,  why  you  got  naturalized,  and  whether  tbat  which 
shown  you  is  your  naturalization  paper. — A.  I  went  to  the  select 
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the  same  night  that  Mr.  Garr  went  to  them.  That  was  Saturday  night. 
Mr.  Bradford,  one  of  the  selectmen,  asked  me  why  my  name  was  not 
OQ  the  list  and  if  I  had  paid  my  taxes.  1  told  him  that  I  had  paid 
them.  He  asked  me  if  I  was  naturalized.  I  told  him  I  was  not ;  that 
I  was  born  in  this  country.  He  then  asked  me  if  my  father  was  nat- 
uralized, and  I  replied  that  my  father  was  not.  He  said  he  didn't  see 
how  I  could  vote,  for  the  reason  that  my  father  was  not  naturalized,  but 
that  be  would  carry  the  matter  before  the  selectmen  at  the  meeting  on 
Saturday  of  the  next  week.  I  went  there  shortly  afterwards,  when  he 
told  me  that  I  should  not  vote  because  my  father  was  not  naturalized. 

Q.  It  was  after  the  meeting  of  the  board  when  Bradford  told  you  this, 
that  you  could  not  vote  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  then  ?— A.  Then  I  let  it  go. 

Q.  Did  you  not  get  naturalized  subsequently  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  that  happen  f — A.  Shortly  after  that  Mr.  Hedge,  the  con- 
stable, came  to  me — it  was  before  the  election,  though  I  don't  know  how 
long  before — and  told  me  I  had  better  go  in  that  mprning  and  get 
my  naturalization  papers ;  that  it  would  probably  be  my  last  chance 
before  the  election.    I  then  went  in  and  got  my  papers  out. 

Q.  Before  whom  did  you  go  f — A.  Before  Mr.  Lord. 

Q.  Was  there  a  judge  on  the  bench? — A.  There  was  a  judge  on  the 
bench.    I  don't  know  who  he  was. 

Q.  Was  it  Mr.  Lord  who  was  clerk  of  the  court  f — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Was  it  in  Plymouth  f — A.  It  was  in  Plymouth. 

Q.  Did  you  have  to  produce  witnesses  there? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  Mr.  Hedge 
and  a  young  gentleman. 

Q.  You  were  sworn,  were  you  ? — A.  They  swore  that  they  had  known 
me  ten  years. 

Q.  Did  you  take  an  oath  that  you  would  bear  true  allegiance  to  the 
country  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  you  had  renounced  your  allegiance  to  the  Queen  of  Great 
Britain  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  regularly  administered  to  you  before  you  got  your  paper? 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  the  clerk  made  out  the  paper  which  is  here  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  afterwards  with  the  paper  ?— A.  I  took  it  home. 

Q.  Did  you  go  afterwards  to  the  registrars  with  it  ? — A.  I  went  with 
it  to  the  registrars  on  the  next  morning.    Mr.  Hedge  went  with  me. 

Q.  Mr.  Hedge  was  the  constable,  and  went  before  the  registrars? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  they  do  then  ? — A.  They  put  my  name  on  the  registry. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hedge  tell  them  you  had  been  naturalized  t — A.  I  believe 
he  did. 

Q.  Was  that  the  reason  you  went  back  there  that  morning  to  get  upon 
the  list,  after  having  been  naturalized  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  the  same  morning  on  which  you  had  been  naturalized  ? — A. 
The  same  morning. 

Q.  This  paper  reads  "  The  fourth  Monday  of  October  " ;  therefore  the 
day  wiis  the  Monday  a  week  before  the  election  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 


F.  W.  Bobbins  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  ? — Answer.  At  Plymouth. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  this  subject  of  registration  ? — A.  I  know 
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that  I  went  in  with  Andrew  Garr  to  get  his  name  npon  the  list,  and 
the  selectmen  refused  to  register  his  name,  on  the  ground  that  he 
not  naturalized  and  that  his  father  had  not  been  naturalized.  They 
me  they  were  going  to  get  legal  advice  upon  it,  and  wished  to  seu 
Boston  and  get  an  answer  from  there.  I  went  in  with  Carr  sei 
times.  Each  time  I  went  in  1  was  put  off  with  the  excuse  that 
hadn't  got  an  answer  from  Boston,  and  could  not  make  a  decisioa 
they  did  get  an  answer.  I  told  them  finally  that  I  wanted  to  ma 
test  case  of  it ;  that  if  they  did  not  register  the  name  a  proseci 
would  be  brought  against  the  selectmen  because  of  their  refusal! 
so.  On  the  first  Monday  before  the  election  I  went  in,  when  thej 
they  had  decided  to  register  the  name,  or  that  Carr  might  write  hisi 
and  when  they  had  decided  to  register  his  name  they  would  put 
John  King,  who  had  been  refused  registration,  also  wrote  his  i 
On  the  Monday  evening  before  the  election  I  went  in  and  founc 
they  had  registered  Can's  name.  There  were  others  similarly  situa 
quite  a  number  of  them — who  wanted  to  register  and  were  refus 
the  same  ground,  and  who  went  repeatedly  to  endeavor  to  have 
names  put  on,  but  finally  tired  and  gave  up  the  etibrt. 

Q.  How  many  of  that  number  do  you  say  were  not  registered  ?- 
should  say  there  were  eleven  or  a  dozen. 

Q.  Those  were  men  who  were  deprived  of  their  votes  for  that  re 
— A.  Yes.  I  know  there  were  at  least  half  a  dozen,  and  I  should 
there  were  more.    I  know  that  quite  a  number  came  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  instances  in  which  the  names  of  persons 
struck  off  the  list  ! — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  Albert  Hedge  had  been  a  resid 
Plymouth,  and  had  moved  out  of  the  place. about  a  fortnight  or  a 
before  the  election.    He  was  told  that  if  he  moved  away  he  woul 
his  vote.    He  said  he  could  not  help  it  and  was  going  to  leave.    J 
in  the  town-house  and  saw  that  his  name  was  not  upon  the  list 
last  moment.    In  the  course  of  the  forenoon  of  election-day  I  sa 
Hedge  coming  up  to  vote ;  I  challenged  his  vote.    He  was  asked 
his  family  were,  and  replied  chat  they  were  in  Plymouth.     I  aske< 
how  long  they  had  been  there.     He  said,  •'  It  is  none  of  your  busi 
The  selectmen  did  not  compel  him  to  answer  properly.    I  learned 
ward  that  he  had  taken  up  his  residence  in  Boston,  aud  that  his  f 
were  in  that  city.    The  selectmen  took    his  name  and  allowed  1 
vote.    He  wrote  his  name  on  his  ballot. 

Q.  For  whom  did  he  vote  i — A.  For  Talbot,  I  presume.  He  is 
publican  and  is  known  as  such.     He  is  in  the  custom-house  in  Bo 

Q.  He  is  in  the  custom-house  now  ! — A.  The  last  that  I  knew  o 
he  was. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  Do  you  know  tbat  his  family  were  not  actually  in  Plymoutl 
day  ? — A.  I  was  told  at  the  time  after  they  let  him  vote  that  his  f 
came  with  him  that  morning  on  the  train  from  Boston. 

Q.  It  was  he  who  made  the  reply,  '*  It  is  none  of  your  business^ 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  pursue  the  inquiry  further  after  he  made  the  reply 
I  dropped  it  then.  I  saw  there  was  a  determination  to  have  his 
go  on  the  list. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  was  the  judge  who  naturalized  this  native 
citizen,  Mr.  Morrison  ! — A.  I  knew  the  judge  at  the  time.     It  was* 


OQ  boe  uay  ne  voieu  i — a.,  xuey  caroe  toau  aioruiag  ou  cue  ivniu 

im. 

V^hat  evidence  have  you  that  he  had  permanently  removed  from 

•nth  f — A.  I  understood  then  that  within  a  week  he  had  moved  his 

ire  away  and  was  then  keeping  house  in  Boston,  and  because  he 

r.  Bradford  that  he  couldn't  help  it  if  he  did  lose  his  vote. 

)o  yon  say  that  he  moved  within  a  week  before  the  election  t — ^A. 

r.     Mr.  Bradford  also  told  me  that  Hedge's  name  had  been  strick- 

n  the  list  by  a  vote  of  the  selectmen. 

By  Mr.  Blaib: 

^^as  his  residence,  prior  to  that  time,  in  Plymouth  f — A.  It  had 
^r  some  vears.    He  was  born  there. 

Md  you  say  that  he  had  removed  to  Boston  for  the  purposes  of 
iness  f — A.  He  had  changed  it  to  Boston,  and  he  so  notified  the 
len  prior  to  the  election. 

Lre  you  sure  that  that  was  the  notice  that  he  gave  to  the  select- 
-A«  Mr.  Bradford  told  me  the  conversation  that  he  had  had  with 
the  time. 

et  he  was  allowed  to  vote.    He  must  have  retained  his  residence 
T  to  vote. — A.  Mr.  Nelson  allowed  him  to  vote, 
t  mast  have  been  on  the  ground  that  the  selectmen  considered 
Qth  to  be  his  home. — A.  I  am  not  aware  on  what  ground  they 

rou  are  aware  that  government  employes  do  not  lose  their  resi- 

•  by  having  removed  simply  to  where  the  government  needs  them 

)  time  being T — A.  I  am. 

t  mast  have  been  upon  that  principle  that  he  retained  his  rest- 

t — A.  1  don't  know  of  any  other. 

)id  you  challenge  this  man  at  the  polls  ? — A.  I  did. 

Vas  Mr.  Nelson  the  selectman  who  presided? — A.  He  was  presid- 

)id  Mr.  Nelson  put  any  questions  to  the  man  as  to  where  he  waa 
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tbere  ;  tbat  be  unlawfully  conspired  to  receive  tbe  vote  by  a  wrong^ 
decision,  and  so  beJped  tbe  man  to  vote! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  tbe  man  answer,  wbeu  asked  wbere  bis  family  were,  *'  ^ 
Plymoutb"?— A.  He  did. 

Q.  Mr.  Nelson  did  ask  bim  wbere  bis  bousebold  goods  were!— 1 
No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  about  tbat? — A.  I  do  not  remember  of  it. 

Q.  You  will  not  be  quite  sure  tbat  be  did  not  ask  bim  tbat?— A. 
don't  tbink  I  beard  a  word  said  about  bis  furniture. 

Q.  He  put  tbe  ordinary  and  proper  questions  to  tbe  man  to  ti 
wbetber  be  still  bad  a  bome  in  tbat  town  or  not? — A.  I  don't  know  wli 
are  proper  questions. 

Q.  He  asked  bim  wbere  bis  bome  was  f — A.  He  simply  asked  bim  oi 
question. 

Q.  And  tben  allowed  bim  to  vote! — A.  And  then  allowed  him  to  vo 

Q.  A  majority  of  tbe  board  of  selectmen  was  present! — A.  Yes,  si 
three  selectmen.    There  was  a  majority  at  least  present. 

Q.  Did  tbe  others  make  any  objection  to  the  man  voting  ! — A.  I  hei 
Done. 

Q.  Did  the  others  tbink  he  was  telling  a  falsehood ! — A.  I  suppose  j 

Q.  You  mean  to  charge  the  other  selectmen  as  much  as  you  do  3 
Nelson,  do  you! — A.  I  think  they  acquiesced  in  it. 

Q.  Where  were  the  other  two  members  of  this  board  ! — A.  One  i 
at  the  checklist. 

Q.  Where  was  the  other! — A.  Mr.  Bradford  was  in  the  town  offl 

Q.  W^hat  was  he  doing! — A.  Collecting  taxes.  That  was  his  bo 
ness. 

Q.  There  were  four  of  them,  then,  who  i^articipated  in  this  crime  besic 
the  voter  himself !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  You  thought  that  the  man  voted  illegally,  did  you  not ! — A.  Id 
Q.  Why  did  you  not  prosecute  him  for  it! — A.  I  didn't  feel  called i 

to  do  it  myself.    I  did  what  I  could  to  have  him  prosecuted. 

Q.  Did  you  make  complaint  to  tbe  prosecuting  officers? — A.  No, a 
Q.  What  did  you  do  toward  having  him  prosecuted  ! — A.  1  sent  wo 

to  General  McDavitt  tbat  I  thought  the  man  ought  to  be  prosecuted. 
Q.  That  was  to  this  gentleman  who  sits  here  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
The  W^iTNESS.  (Alter  a  pause.)  Captain  Kelly  was  attempting  tore 

ister. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  tbe  facts  in  regard  to  tbat. — A.  He  had  been  a  sea  capta 
in  Plymouth  for  ten  or  twelve  years.  It  was  supposed  that  he  wa^ 
voter.  He  demanded  registration,  and  they  refused  to  give  it  to  bin 
because  be  didn't  exactly  know  the  location  of  the  house  in  wbich  h 
was  born.  It  was  very  near  the  line,  and  he  didn't  know  whether/ 
was  in  Nova  Scotia  or  in  Maine.  He  bad  always  supposed  it  to  Ik 
in  Maine,  but  he  did  not  know  until  he  wrote  to  Maine  and  got « 
letter  from  tbe  town  clerk,  saying  that  his  father  had  always  voted  in 
Maine  and  was  a  naturalized  citizen.  That  was  at  tbe  very  last  momtnt 
before  the  registration  closed.    The  registrars  registered  his  name. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  He  finally  voted  ! — A.  He  finally  voted. 

Q.  They  were  pretty  careful  about  registration  down  there  last  year?— 
A.  They  seem  to  have  been  this  last  year.    They  never  were  before. 
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Patrick  Devine,  jr.,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Where  do  you  live? — Answer.  In  Kingston,  Plymouth 
County. 

Q.  Where  did  you  live  last  November? — A.  In  Kingston. 

Q.  Tell  us  about  your  registration  there. — A.  Last  fall  I  went  up  to 
Kingston  to  see  Mr.  Adams,  one  of  the  selectmen.  It  was  on  Saturday, 
the  day  of  the  last  meeting  that  the  board  was  to  have  prior  to  the  vot- 
ing on  election  day.  Mr.  Adams  asked  me  to  write  my  name,  and  I 
wrote  it.  He  asked  me  to  read  the  constitution,  and  I  read  it.  In  my 
reading  I  got  to  a  long  word,  I  spelled  it,  but  did  not  pronounce  the 
word.  He  said,  "You  cannot  vote."  I  said,  '*  I  can  vote,  and  lam 
going  to  vote  for  Butler."  He  said,  ^'  You  won't  vote;  you  can't  read 
that."  I  read  it  again,  got  to  this  word,  and  stopped.  He  said,  "I 
want  you  to  explain  that  word  to  me;  give  me  the  meaning  of  it."  I 
told  him  I  couldn't.  Then  he  went  and  told  the  other  two  men  of  the 
committee,  when  they  voted  upon  it  and  postponed  it.  I  went  up  there 
another  day,  and  then  Mr.  Simpson  brought  me  up  to  vote  at  the  town 
house.  Some  twenty  came  up  after  me,  and  they  took  all  their  votes 
first.  I  sat  down  in  a  chair,  ana  this  Captain  Bill  Adams  dared  me  out 
of  it.  I  got  up,  waited,  and  sat  down  again,  when  he  dared  me  out 
again.  I  sat  there  until  it  was  about  five  minutes  before  the  time,  and 
then  I  sat  down  there  and  read  it  for  them.  He  then  said,  "  Well,  I 
guess  we'll  let  you  vote."  I  replied,  *'  I  guess  you'll  have  to."  Adams 
said,  **  We'll  have  to  let  him  vote."  He  didn't  ask  me  to  explain  the 
constitution  that  time.  I  asked  him,  "Why  didn't  you  ask  me  to  ex- 
plain the  constitution?"  I  then  went  and  voted.  Charles  Davis,  of 
Plymouth,  wrote  a  letter  to  the  selectmen,  but  they  did  not  take  any 
notice  of  that  at  all.  This  Adams  had  gone  around  telling  that  I 
wasn't  going  to  vote  any  way  ;  that  they  were  going  to  lose  one  man  on 
Butler. 

Q.  You  did  vote  f — A.  I  did  vote.  The  first  year  that  I  went  up  they 
wouldn't  take  my  taxes.  I  guess  they  had  money  enough  then.  That 
was  in  1877. 

Q.  Why  did  they  not  take  your  taxes ! — A.  I  don't  know.  It  was  a 
conundrum  to  me. 

Q.  Would  they  not  let  you  register  that  time  ! — A.  No.  They  said  I 
was  not  going  to  vote. 

Q.  Are  you  an  Irishman? — A.  I  am  an  American-born  citizen  with  an 
Irish  edge  as  you  might  say. 

Q.  Your  father  was  an  Irishman,  was  he  ? — A.  Yes ;  to  the  backbone. 

Q.  The  difficulty  with  j'ou  in  both  years  was  that  you  could  not  ex- 
plain the  constitution,  was  itt — A.  Yes;  they  wanted  me  to  explain  it. 
Charlie  Davis  told  me  that  there  were  plenty  of  men  in  Congress  who 
couldn't  explain  the  constitution. 

Q.  They  finally  let  you  vote  because  you  could  read  It  I — A.  Yes,  sir; 
they  were  very  well  satisfied. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  Where  were  you  born  f — A.  I  was  born  in  Plymouth,  where  the 
pilgrims  landed.  I  have  lived  three  years  in  Kingston,  just  over  the 
line. 

Q.  Have  you  lived  in  the  State  all  of  your  life  ! — A.  All  of  my  life. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 
Q.  You  were  not  intimidated,  were  you? — A.  O,  no. 
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James  Dougherty  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  yon  live  ? — Answer.  In  Chelsea. 

Q.  Where  were  you  employed  last  fall! — A.  At  Mr.  McBirney's 
ber  mill. 

Q.  The  mill  of  the  Boston  Elastic  Fabric  Company ! — A.  Yes 
that  is  the  name  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Sullivan  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  employed  there? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  a  discussion  between  Sullivan 
employes  there  on  the  day  before  the  election ;  and,  if  so,  what  was 
A.  About  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  on  tbe  day  before  the  elec 
he  came  in  where  I  worked  and  told  all  hands  that  it  was  Mr.  McBir 
wish  that  he  should  tell  all  the  hands  to  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot.  Thi« 
Tom  Sullivan. 

Q.  What  business  has  Sullivan  there  ? — A.  He  is  working  arono* 
rubber  works.  He  said  it  was  against  the  interest  of  the  compai 
vote  for  Mr.  Butler. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  f — A.  The  next  day  (which  was  voting  day 
Bell,  the  foreman  of  the  shop,  shut  up  the  shop  at  12  o'clock,  we 
the  polls  and  staid  there  all  day  distributing  ballots  for  these  m< 
vote,  so  that  they  would  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot.  I  went  and  voted  b 
he  came  there,  and  voted  for  Mr.  Butler.  After  that  I  had  no  pla 
work,  he  bossed  me  around  and  drove  me  around  here  and  there; 
left. 

Q.  He  changed  his  deportment  toward  you? — A.  Yes,  sir.  B 
that  he  never  said  anything  to  me,  and  found  no  fault  with  my  woi 
all.    After  that  I  had  to  stop  and  leave  the  mill. 

Q.  You  discharged  yourself! — A.  Yes,  sir.    I  told  him  to  giv( 
time,  that  I  didn't  want  to  work  there  any  longer,  as  he  was  all  the 
finding  fault. 

Q.  When  did  you  leave!— A.  1  left  about  the  first  of  February. 

Q.  What  were  the  politics  of  the  most  of  the  men  who  were  in  tb 
—A.  The  larger  part  of  all  who  were  at  work  were  in  favor  of  Mr.l 
ler. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  they  voted  ! — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  How  long  had  you  been  at  work  in  the  mill  f — A.  I  worked 
months  before  the  election  day  in  the  mill  and  then  worked  two  idod 
after  that. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  in  the  mill! — A.  I  was  working  at  mail 
elastic  belts. 

Q.  You  left  because  he  found  so  much  fault  with  you ;  do  you  m 
fault  with  your  work  ! — A.  Yes,  with  my  work ;  before  that  he  fount 
fault.  He  said  he  would  take  an  easier  way  of  bulldozing  thau  s( 
of  them  wo\ild ;  that  he  would  find  fault  with  the  men's  work,  and  < 
charge  them  on  that  account. 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  to  you  ! — A.  He  said  it  so  that  I  heard  him. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  he  said  that  ? — A.  It  was  about  the  time  of 
election. 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  he  said  it ! — A.  Eight  in  the  mill. 

Q.  What  is  Mr.  Bell's  first  name! — A.  James  Bell. 

Q.  For  what  particular  thing  did  he  find  fault  with  you  ! — A.  No 
ing  in  general,  but  found  fault;  jobbed  me  around,  and  said  I  bad 
brains. 
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Q.  That  made  you  angry,  did  it  not? — A.  It  did;  it  made  me  so  that 
kft  hiiD. 

Q.  The  particular  thing  on  which  you  left,  then,  was  that  he  said  you 
id  DO  brains.    Yon  would  not  stand  that,  and  leftf — A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
ft  because  I  couldn't  work  at  all,  and  because  I  conldn't  work  to  suit 
m. 
Q.  3Ir.  McBirney  is  dead,  is  be  not? — A.  Yes,  sir. 


Fbank  MgGoyebn  sworn  and  examined. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

}.  Where  were  you  in  November,  1878! — A.  I  lived  at  Ghelsea. 

5.  What  do  you  know  about  this  case  of  Robert  Gray  ? — A.  I  was 

wn  at  Mr.  Curry's  stables  with  Mr.Dowd  and  a  couple  more  gentle- 

m,  on  election  day ;  Gray,  the  colored  man,  was  going  to  the  city 

11,  when  Mr.  Curry  asked  bim,  "  Robert,  where  are  you  going."    He 

)lied,  *'  To  the  city  hall."    Curry  then  asked,  *'  Who  are  you  going  to 

te  for."    Gray  answered,  "  For  Mr.  Butler."    Curry  then  said,  "  If 

Q  don't  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot,  I  don't  want  you  in  my  employ  any 

)re." 

Q.  At  what  time  on  election  day  was  that  f — A.  This  was,  I  judge, 

lout  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 

Q.  What  did  Gray  say  f — A.  Gray  said  he  was  going  down  to  the  city 

ill  anyhow. 

Q.  What  began  the  conversation  ? — A.  He  and  Mr.  Dowd  were  going 

Dwn  to  the  city  hall,  and  he  asked  Mr.  Curry  if  he  couldn't  go  off,  when 

It.  Carry  asked  him  for  whom  he  was  going  to  vote. 

Q.  Curry  was  his  employer  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  What  was  Curry's  business  f — A.  The  oil  business. 

Q.  What  is  his  name? — A.  Daniel  Curry,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  Gray  work  in  the  mill  or  in  the  stable  ? — A.  He  was  driving  a 

am,  I  believe;  I  couldn't  say  certainly  whether  he  was  driving  team 

r  working  in  the  mill.    The  talk  occurred  out  near  the  stable. 

Q.  Was  he  not  the  hostler  t — A.  !N^o;  there  was  an  hostler  there  besides 

ray;  though  I  couldn't  say  about  that  with  certainty. 


Robert  Gray  (colored)  sworn  and  examined : 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Where  did  you  work  in  November,  1878  f — Answer.  For 
Daniel  Carry,  at  Chelsea. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  by  Daniel  Curry  ? — ^A.  About 
thirteen  years. 

Q.  State  what  occurred  on  election  day  about  your  going  to  the  city 
iall.  What  was  said  ! — A.  Mr.  Curry  met  me  with  Mr.  Dowd  and  Mr. 
McGoveru,  in  a  buggy,  and  asked  me  where  1  was  going.  I  told  him, 
lo  the  city  hall.  He  asked  me,  "Are  you  going  out  this  afternoon  with 
^eteamt"  I  said  "Yes."  He  drove  on,  stopped  short,  and  said, 
"  Who  are  you  going  to  vote  for  t "  1  replied,  "  Mr.  Butler."  He  said, 
"Look  here,  I  have  done  a  good  deal  for  you,  and  if  you  vote  for  But- 
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ler  I'll  discharge  you.    Yon  caD  vote  for  Morse,  if  you  want  to,  bat  X^ 
want  you  to  vote  for  Talbot." 

Q.  What  did  you  reply  ? — A.  I  said  nothing.    I  thought  it  was  best 

Q.  Did  you  go  on,  or  get  out  of  the  buggy  ? — A.  1  went  on.  ^ 

Q.  What  did  you  do! — A.  I  voted  for  Mr.  Butler,  went  back,  and 
went  to  work.    Mr.  Curry  got  a  telegram  last  night  to  appear  bere  ta-f 
day,  and  so  did  I. 

Q.  What  did   he  tell  you  this  morning! — A.  He  told  me  he  di(]n^t4 
want  me  any  longer. 

Q.  Did  he  discharge  you  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  not  working  for  Mr.  Gurry  any  longer! — A.  Notsincej 
half-past  seven  o'clock  this  morning. 

Q.  What  reason  did  Mr.  Curry  give  for  discharging  you! — A.  He 
didn't  say.    He  told  me  to  take  the  team  out  today;  that  he  dida'tl 
want  me  any  longer. 

Q.  When  you  got  the  notice  to  come  here,  did  Mr.  Curry  say  anythiogi 
to  you  about  it ! — A.  No,  sir.  \ 

Q.  Did  he  know  of  it ! — A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  knew  of  it  then 
or  not. 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Curry  get  to  know  that  you  were  to  come  here !— A. 
Last  night. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Where  did  you  come  from  when  you  went  to  work  for  Mr.  Carry  f 
— A.  I  came  from  King's  County,  Nova  Scotia. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Curry  bring  you  here  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  worked  for  anybody  else  since  you  have  been  here !— A 
I  have. 

Q.  Whom  else  have  you  worked  for! — A.  I  worked  for  Bufos  S. 
Frost. 

Q.  But  for  most  of  the  time  you  worked  for  Mr.  Curry  ! — A.  I  have 
been  here  nineteen  years. 

Q.  For  thirteen  years  of  that  time  you  have  worked  for  Mr.  Curry!— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  it  will  be  thirteen  years  in  November. 

Q.  What  is  Mr.  Curry's  business  ! — A.  He  is  a  rosin  oil  manafoc-  ' 
,turer. 

Q.  Did  you  work  in  the  factory  ! — A.  /No,  sir ;  I  drove  team. 

Q.  The  factory  team,  or  a  private  team  ! — A.  The  factory  team. 

Q.  Mr.  Curry  did  not  discharge  you  last  fall  for  voting! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  know  that  you  voted  for  Butler! — A.  I  don't  think  he  did. 

Q.  Who  were  these  men  who  were  in  the  wagon  with  you  ! — A.  Mr. 
Dowd,  who  was  one  of  the  committee  of  the  (rreenback  party. 

Q.  Who  was  the  other  man,  McGovern  ! — A.  He  was  going  down  in 
the  buggy  with  Mr.  Dowd,  to  vote. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Currj'  a  passionate  man  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  seem  to  be  angry  ! — A.  He  was  at  the  time. 

Q.  Has  he  been  angry  with  you  at  other  times,  for  other  things  ?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  threaten  to  turn  you  out  for  other  things! — A.  Xo;  be 
talked  sharp  at  times,  but  nothing  serious. 

Q.  When  you  left  him,  was  it  because  you  had  left  of  your  own  accord, 
or  because  he  discharged  you  ! — A.  He  discharged  me. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  work  for  him  when  you  first  came  from  Nova  Scotia? 
— A.  I  said  1  had  been  here  nineteen  years.  If  I  had  continued  vith 
him  it  would  have  been  thirteen  years  next  November  that  I  had  worked 
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or  him  steadily.    Yon  asked  me  if  I  had  worked  for  anybody  else,  and 
tdd  yoQ  I  had. 
Q.  Yon  do  not  feel  very  happy  just  at  this  moment,  do  you  ? — A.  No, 

Q.  Yon  are  disposed  to  get  angry  at  this  moment,  are  you  not! — A. 

Dt  in  the  least. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Carry  ever  discharged  you  before  for  anything! — A.  No, 

r. 

Q.  Had  yoa  ever  left  him  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q^  When  did  you  get  your  dispatch  yesterday! — A.  Abont  10  o'clock 

It  night. 

Q.  Did  yon  say  anything  to  Mr.  Curry  abont  it ! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  How  did  Mr.  Curry  find  it  out ! — A.  There  were  some  gentlemen 

^re  yesterday  afternoon  in  a  buggy,  and  I  was  out  with  the  team. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  Mr.  Curry  got  a  dispatch  ! — A.  Because 

Binan  who  brought  the  dispatch  for  me  had  one  for  him,  and  said 

was  going  down  with  it  then. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Curry  that  they  had  come  for  you! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  yourself  that  he  knew  you  were  coming  here  last 

^t  or  this  morning  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yoa  have  any  words  with  him  this  morning  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  you  were  coming  to  Boston  !  —A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  told  you  this  morning  that  he  did  not  want  you  any  longer!— 

.  That  he  did  not  want  me  any  longer. 

Q.  Did  be  give  yon  any  reason  for  it ! — A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Was  any  one  present  when  he  told  yoa  so! — A.  Yes,  sir;  there 

ere  several. 

Q.  Who  t — A.  Men  who  worked  in  the  stable. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  some. — A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Herbert  Coll- 

BT  was  present,  and  also  Lewis  Carry,  a  brother  of  Mr.  Carry's. 

().  It  was  at  the  stable,  was  it ! — A.  It  was  at  the  stable. 

Q.  Have  yoa  given  the  names  of  all  who  were  present ! — A.  I  did 

it. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  others  yoa  remember  to  have  been  present. — 

.  There  is  a  man  in  the  room  here  who  was  present  at  the  time. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  his  name  ! — ^A.  Peter  Cohen. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Curry  angry,  apparently! — A.  He  did  not  seem  to  me  to 

Q.  Were  yoa  angry! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  say  anything  to  yon  after  the  election  in  1878  as  to 
Dw  yon  had  voted ! — A.  No,  sir;  he  never  asked  me. 
Q.  And  he  never  said  anything  abont  discharging  you  after  you  came 
»ck  from  the  election  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Q.  After  Mr.  Curry  made  this  remark  to  you  last  fall,  as  yon  were 
joing  to  the  polls,  yon  made  him  no  reply,  I  think  you  said  ! — A.  No, 
nr. 

Q.  You  went  right  along  and  voted  for  Mr.  Butler  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  thought  Curry  never  knew  how 
you  voted  !— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  he  su]>posed  that  you  voted  for  Butler,  or  that  he 
yppo8ed  yon  voted  for  Talbot? — A.  1  think  he  supposed  I  voted  for 
Talbot,  because  I  always  voted  that  way. 

Q- You  had  -always  voted  the  Republican  ticket  before! — A.  Yes, 

sir. 
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Q.  Had  yoa  had  auy  conversation  with  him  in  regard  to  it!— A. 
sir :  he  never  said  a  word  before  that  day. 

Q.  And  never  since  in  regard  to  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  continued  right  along  in  your  work  until  this  niorniugl 
Until  this  morning. 

Q.  Where  were  you  and  Mr.  Curry  when  the  conversation  took] 
to  day! — A.  At  the  stable. 

Q.  How  far  is  that  from  the  house  ? — A.  Three-quarters  of  a  mi 

Q.  Did  any  one  come  there  with  Mr.  Curry  this  morning !— A 
sir. 

[Note. — Peter  Cohen  was  here  called,  but  no  response  was  mad 


Alanson  W.  Beard  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Are  you  the  collector  of  the  i)ort  of  Boston  f — Ai 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  such  ! — A.  Since  April  1,  1878. 

Q.  You  were  notified  by  subpcena  duces  tecum  to  produce  a  list  of 
who  had  been  discharged  from  your  office  since  April,  1878 ;  hai 
prepared  such  a  list  f 

Mr.  Platt.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the  reso 
under  which  we  act  authorizes  us  to  go  into  this  matter,  which  is  oi 
cording  to  my  understanding,  that  is  specially  within  the  provi 
another  committee — the  one  on  civil  service  reform — and  I  can  n 
ber  nothing  in  the  resolution  which,  even  by  implication,  would  i 
this  line  of  inquiry.  If  I  remember  the  clause  in  the  resolutiou, 
fers  to  persons  "employed,"  and,  as  I  suppose,  employed  in  tbe 
nary  occupations  of  life. 

The  Chairman.  The  words  of  the  resolution  are  as  follows: 
committee  shall  also  inquire  whether  any  citizen  of  any  State  hai 
dismissed  or  threatened  with  dismissal  from  employment,  or  deprii 
of  any  right  or  privilege,  by  reason  of  his  vote  or  intention  to  v 
the  recent  elections,  or  has  been  otherwise  interfered  with.^ 

Mr.  Platt.  That  manifestly  does  not  refer  to  removals  and  ap 
ments  in  the  customhouse. 

Mr.  Blair.  Is  the  inquiry  predicated  upon  the  assumption  tha 
have  been  dismissed  from  employment  in  the  custom-house  by  rea 
the  way  in  which  they  exercised  the  suffrage  ! 

The  Chairman.  The  purpose  of  the  inquiry  is  to  show  the  numl 
removals  from  the  customhouse  since  the  advent  of  Mr.  Beard 
and  that  the  removals  were  for  political  preferences. 

Mr.  Blair.  If,  as  a  foundation  for  the  inquiry,  the  question  cot 
put  to  the  collector  whether  any  man  has  been  discharged,  or  ai 
timidation,  threats,  or  undue  influences  have  been  brought  to  bear 
any  employe  in  the  custom-house  to  influence  his  vote,  by  himself 
subordinates,  to  his  knowledge,  and  he  should  answer  in  the  affirm 
it  seems  to  me  there  might  then  be  some  ground  for  the  inquiry 
unless  the  foundation  for  such  an  inquiry  is  laid,  1  think  that  w 
tainly  ought  not  to  go  into  it. 

Mr.  Platt.  Changes  have  been  made  in  the  New  York  custom  1 
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since  the  advent  of  the  present  collector  there,  but  I  apprehend  it 
would  not  be  our  province  to  make  inquiries  into  that  matter.  Then, 
too,  there  were  alleged  discharges  in  the  custom-house  at  Providence, 
but  we  held  that  those  were  outside  of  our  inquiry. 

Mr.  McDonald.  We  did  not  contemplate  going  into  the  matter  of 
those  discharges,  because  a  memorial  bearing  on  the  subject  had  been 
referred  to  another  coinmittee. 

Mr.  Platt.  No  special  authority  to  extend  the  inquiry  as  is  here  pro- 
posed has  been  given  to  this  committee,  and  that  fact  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  determining  the  scope  of  the  authority  given  to 
this  committee  under  the  clause  of  the  resolution.  It  is  readily  ap- 
parent that  if  a  list  of  the  removals  from  and  appointments  in  the 
customhouse  is  to  be  submitted  to  this  committee,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary for  one  side  or  the  other  to  investigate  the  case  of  each  person  in- 
quired about.  This  may  bear  harshly  upon  the  individuals  tbemselves, 
as  there  may  have  been  varying  degrees  of  efficiency,  or  possibly  some 
little  matters  which  we  ought  really  not  to  bring  out  against  those  indi- 
viduals, which  were  the  causes  ot  the  removals.  Regarding  this  as  en- 
tirely outside  of  the  scope  of  this  investigation,  I  must  object  to  it. 

Mr.  McDonald.  In  the  case  of  the  customhouse  in  Rhode  Island, 
the  fact  is  that  the  memorial,  signed  by  soldiers,  claiming  that  the  civil- 
service  regulation  and  the  laws  of  Congress  in  enforcement  of  it  had 
been  violated  by  the  displacement  of  soldiers  and  the  substitution  of 
civilians,  was  referred,  not  to  a  committee  specially  raised  to  make  that 
investigation,  but  to  the  standing  Committee  on  Civil  Service  and  Re- 
trenchment. In  view  of  that  fact,  witnesses  were  not  presented  in  re- 
gard to  it,  nor  was  the  subject  of  those  removals  in  any  way  considered 
or  raised  by  this  committee  when  in  Rhode  Island.  The  disposition 
which  was  made  of  that  memorial  did  not  in  any  manner  serve  to  con- 
strue or  restrict  the  resolution  under  which  this  committee  is  acting. 
The  direction  of  our  inquiry,  as  set  forth  in  the  language  of  the  resolu- 
tion, is  as  to  whether  any  citizen  in  any  State  has  been  interfered  with 
in  his  right  to  vote  or  has  suffered  any  deprivation  on  account  of  his 
voting  or  expressing  any  intention  to  vote.  Whether  such  interference 
or  deprivation  has  been  through  the  agency  of  a  government  official  or 
superintendent  of  a  government  establishment  or  through  that  of  a  man 
employing  but  one  person  to  do  work  for  him,  it  seems  to  me,  is  of  no 
consequence  except  in  so  far  as  concerns  the  expenditure  of  time  re- 
quired to  be  expended  in  the  investigation. 

Mr.  PLA.TT.  I  think  that  the  view  that  has  been  taken  by  this  com- 
mittee of  the  clause  of  the  resolution  is  entirely  consistent  with  the 
theory  that  the  clause  has  reference  to  intimidation  by  employers  of 
employes  as  distinguisbecl  from  dismissals  by  office-holders  or  officials. 
[After  reading  the  clause.]  I  think  that  it  is  apparent  that  such  is  the 
meaning  of  it.  Though  the  committee  has  taken  an  immense  amount 
of  testimony,  it  has  not  been  claimed,  up  to  this  moment,  that  we  had 
anything  to  do  with  dismissals  for  political  reasons  in  custom  houses  or 
other  government  institutions.  It  might  with  equal  propriety  be  claimed 
that  we  could  go  into  the  Senate  Chamber,  or  into  any  other  branch  of 
the  executive  department  of  the  government,  and  inquire  whether  dis- 
missals have  been  made  there  for  political  reasons. 

The  Chaibman.  The  words  of  that  clause  of  the  resolution  are  cer- 
tainly very  broad  :  "  The  committee  shall  also  inquire  whether  any  citi- 
zen of  any  State."  That  includes  office-holders,  and  most  certainly  those 
who  are  in  Federal  employ.    "  Has  been  dismissed  or  threatened  with  dili- 
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missal  from  employmeDt."  A  clerk  in  the  custom-house  is  certainly  j 
"employment," — ''  or  deprivation  of  any  right  or  privilege  by  reason  of  bin 
vote  or  intention  to  vote,"  etc.,  "  or  has  been  otherwise  interfered  \Tith.^ 
The  committee  distinctly  met  this  question  in  calling  Michael  Kildafl 
and  Michael  Daily,  who  were  employed  upon  the  post-office  building i* 
the  city  of  Boston,  both  of  whom  testified  that  they  were  dismissed  frow 
employment  by  reason  of  their  votes.  Is  there  a  distinction  betweenl 
man  working  in  Federal  employ  as  a  day-laborer  on  a  public  baildinc 
and  one  who  is  employed  in  the  customhouse  by  the  year  on  asalaryl 

Mr.  Platt.  There  is  certainly  this  distinction,  Mr.  Chairman:  The 
men  who  were  at  work  on  the  post-office  building  were  mere  laborers, 
employed  by  and  at  work  for  a  contractor  (Mr.  Brown)  by  whom  the 
work  there  was  being  done  and  wiiose  relation  to  them  was  identical  with 
that  of  any  other  employer  or  any  manufacturer  to  hisemploy^s.  Inthi 
instance  before  us  the  men  are  not  employes  of  a  corporation  or  auiii 
dividual,  but  are  appointees  of  the  executive  department  of  the  govern 
ment.  Indeed,  I  do  not  know  that  they  can  be  removed  by  the  collectc 
without  consultation  with  the  head  of  the  Treasury  Department  at  Wa«l 
ington.  I  know  that  rhsiny  of  th6  collectors,  when  contemplating  v 
movals  or  appointments,  do  confer  with  the  Treasury  Department i 
Washington,  and  seud  there  the  reasons  for  such  action  as  they  propo 
shall  be  taken.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  distinction  is  a  very  mark< 
one. 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  concerns  any  essential  or  practical  rem 
why  the  committee  should  not  make  the  inquiry,  I  can  see  none,  if  the 
is  an  opportunity  for  the  persons  charged  to  be  beard  here  as  well  asl 
fore  any  other  committee  of  the  Senate.  If  there  are  dismissals  on 
movals  from  the  custom-house  here  for  political  reasons,  the  inqairj 
regard  to  them,  it  seems  to  me,  is  one  within  the  scope  and  provinoe 
tDis  committee,  and  the  fact  itself  one  that  should  be  known  to  tbe 
ficials  at  Washington,  and  to  the  Senate ;  if  there  be  none  sncb^  t 
truth  cannot  hurt  the  collector. 

Mr.  Platt.  I  was  speaking  of  it  not  on  the  collector's  account,  but 
the  committee's  account. 

Mr.  Blair.  I  would  not  object  to  the  collector's  answering  the  qa 
tion  as  to  whether  any  removals  that  had  been  made  were  in  any  w 
connected  with  recent  elections,  reserving  the  right  to  object  to  a  g« 
eral  investigation  of  the  subject-matter.  If  the  answer  should  bapp 
to  be  that  no  such  removals  had  been  made,  this  discussion  would  sa 
to  have  been  superfluous. 

After  further  discussion,  in  which  Mr.  Blair  referred  to  the  necessi 
of  economizing  time,  in  view  of  the  large  amount  of  testimony  remainii 
to  be  taken  and  the  disposition  to  conclude  the  present  investigation 
the  following  day,  the  chairman  ruled  that  the  inquiry  was  within  tl 
line  of  the  committee's  investigation,  and  the  examination  proceeded. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Mr.  Collector,  have  you  the  list  ? — A,  1  would  say,  Mr.  Cbairma 
in  the  first  place,  that  tbe  collector  has  neither  the  appointing  nor  tl 
removing  power,  with  respect  to  any  officer  in  the  custom  house ;  tha 
the  appointments  are  all  by  the  Treasury  Department,  and  the  renio' 
als  by  the  Treasury  Department. 

Q.  Are  they  made  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  collector!— i 
They  are  usually  made  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  collector:  "C 
alw^avs. 

Q.  Has  there  been  a  single  instance,  since  you  have  been  collector,! 


INTIMIDATION   AND    FRAUD    IN   MASSACHUSETTS.  347 

which  your  recomineodation  havS  been  overruled? — A.  Not  in  the  matter 
of  removal  or  appointment. 

Q.  That  being  the  case,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  production  of  your  list 
is  now  in  order. — A.  I  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  the  production 
of  the  list. 

The  previous  discussion  in  the  committee  was  here  renewed,,  with  the 
following  conclusion : 

The  Chaibman  ruled  that  the  testimony  was  admissible,  and  that  the 
witness  must  answer. 

Mr.  Platt  objected. 

The  objection  was  overruled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Mr.  Witness,  you  will  please  to  produce  the  list. — A.  (Producing 
the  list.)  That  which  I  now  band  to  you  is  the  list.  I  presume  that  it  is 
correct.  I  asked  the  clerk  to  make  it  up,  but  have  not  had  time  to  go 
over  it. 

Q.  (After  an  inspection  of  the  list)  The  list  contains,  first,  the  names 
of  those  whose  ofiQces  have  been  abolished ;  next,  of  those  who  have 
been  removed,  and,  lastly,  of  those  who  have  been  appointed. — A.  Yes^ 
sir;  offices  abolished  to  the  amount  of  nearly  $27,000. 

Q.  The  list  contains  no  specific  statement  of  promotions  to  fill  vacan- 
cies ?— A.  The  list  of  promotions  that  have  been  within  the  force,  in 
consequence  of  vacancies,  is  not  there. 

[Note. — The  list  here  submitted  is  as  follows  :] 

Memorandum  of  appointmenia  and  removaUfrom  April  1, 1878,  to  July  15, 1879. 

OFFICES  ABOLISHED. 

April  30, 1876. — R.  C.  Niobols,  acting  deputy  collector. 

May  ao.— C.  C.  Danbar,  clerk. 

Hay  31. — F.  H.  FreemaD,  storekeeper. 

Jnly  a— S.  W.  PoUard,  clerk. 

July  8. — C.  8.  Mister,  clerk. 

Jnly  13. — A.  C.  Pike,  storekeep^. 

July  31.— B.  D.  Hm,  clerk. 

Aognst  1. — D.  MoGnire,  storekeeper. 

December  31. — M.  O.  Hall,  clerk. 

December  31. — C.  W.  Ryan,  clerk. 

December  31. — J.  L.  B.  Pratt,  clerk  and  storekeeper. 

December  31. — H.  H.  Comey,  store  clerk  and  messenger. 

February  28, 1879.— H.  8.  Jones,  clerk. 

March  dl. — Hosea  Eaton,  inspector. 

March  31. — J.  M.  Griswold,  inspector. 

March  31. — Robert  Bower,  inspector. 

March  31. —Rodney  Baxter,  inspector. 

March  31. — A.  K.  Raasell,  inspector. 

June  1. — 8.  Sanborn,  jr.,  clerk. 

Jnne  1.— A.  O.  Skinner,  clerk. 

June  1. — W.  C.  Ham,  clerk. 

REMOVAL. 

May  20,  1878. — H.  F.  Stocker,  inspector. 

May  20. — J.  B.  Emerson,  inspector. 

>iay  20. — A.  R.  Stover,  janitor. 

31ay  20. — W.  H.  Bates,  night  inspector. 

May  7. — E.  K.  McMichael,  superintendent  of  warehousesr 

May  31. — T.  R.  Dngan,  messenger. 

May  31. — C.  A.  Stetson,  jr„  storekeeper. 

May  31. — Wm.  Metcalf,  night  inspector. 

May  31. — J.  N.  Wright,  assistant  weigher 
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June  5.— George  Chapin,  inspector. 

June  10. — Henry  Wail,  night  inspector. 

July  31. — A.  Sanborn,  night  inspector. 

August  5. — C.  C.  Sewall,  messenger. 

October  19. — G.  W.  West,  inspector. 

November  4. — E.  F.  Wyman,  night  inspector. 

December  11. — M.  B.  Lakeman,  weigher. 

December  14. — Robert  Tarr,  inspector. 

December  31. — George  J.  Hinds,  clerk. 

January  24, 1879. — W.  R.  Riddle,  night  inspector. 

January  31. — William  Mooney,  night  inspector. 

January  31. — A.  G.  Newell,  clerk. 

March  3. — J.  W.  Pearce,  night  inspector. 

March  3. — Simeon  Butterfield,  clerk. 

March  7. — J.  W.  Fletcher,  clerk. 

March  12. — J.  H.  Buckley,  night  inspector. 

March  22. — H.  A.  Lander,  inspector. 

March  31.— W.  D.  Eldridge,  inspector. 

May  6. — Fred.  G.  Pope,  assistant  weigher. 

June  20. — W.  G.  B.  Sheltou,  inspector. 

APPOINTMENT^. 

April  1,  1878. — James  H.  Danforth,  deputy  collector,  vice  Huguley,  time  expii 

April  5.— E.  D.  Whit^,  clerk,  vice  Allen,  resigned. 

May  9. — C.  H.  Johnson,  assistant  weigher,  vice  Hyde,  promoted  to  assistant  w( 

at  $3.50  per  diem,  vice  Whall,  promoted  to  assistant  weigher,  at  $4  per  dien 

Knights,  deceased.    (Restored.) 
May  21.— S.  W.  Edgell,  night  inspector,  vice  Batchelder,  promoted  to  inspecto 

Stocker,  removed.    (Restored) 
May  21. — Anson  Streeter,  night  inspector,  vice  Tower,  promoted  to  inspects 

Emerson,  removed. 
May  21.— J.  N.  CJark,  janitor,  vice  Stover,  removed. 
May  21. — J.  S.  G.  Aspinwall,  night  inspector,  vice  Bates,  removed. 
May  28.— Charles  P.  Searle,  clerk,  vice  J.  H.  Cook,  promoted,  vice  Ray  mom 

moted  to  superintendent  warehouses,  vice  McM.,  removed. 
June  1. — Thomas  Plunkitt,  messenger,  vice  Dugan,  removed.     (Restored.) 
June  1. — P.  J.  Fee,  messenger,  vice   W.   M.  Hall,  promoted   to  assistant  w< 

vice  S.  C.  Wright,  promoted  to  assistant  weigher,  at  $4,  vice  Wass,  removed.   (Rest 
June  1.— Wm.  Claffey,  storekeeper,  vice  Lane,  promoted  to  night  inspecto 

Metcalf,  removed.    (Restored.) 
June  1. — G.  A.  J.  Colgan,  night  inspector,  yice  MoCarty,  transferred  to  a« 

weigher,  vice  J.  N.  Wright,  removed. 
June  1. — Warren  S.  Bragg,  inspector,  vice  George  Chapin,  removed. 
June  10. — Moses  S.  Gordon,  inspector,  vice  Restieaux,  deceased. 
June  11. — H.  R.  Legate,  night  inspector,  vice  Wait,  removed. 
August  1. — Daniel  Mahoney,  night  inspector,  vice  Sanborn,  removed.    (Restoi 
August  6. — B.  F.  Sidwell,  messenger,  vice  Sewell,  removed.    (Restored.) 
September  4.— C.  W.  Ryan,  clerk,  vice  Chad  wick,  promoted  to  clerk,  vice  Lofk 

moted  to  janitor,  vice  Stover,  removed. 
October  21. — G.  F.  Woodman,  inspector,  vice  West,  removed. 
November  26. — Collins  D.  Thomas,  night  inspector,  vice  Wyman,  removed. 
November  29. — Richard  Hamaut,  inspector,  vice  Woodman,  resigned. 
December  13. — J.  N.  W^right,  inspector,  viceTorrey,  promoted  to  assistant  weigl 
per  diem,  vice  Whall,  promoted  to  weigher,  vice  Lakeman,  removed.    (Restoi 
December  16. — Charles  H.  Pew,  second  inspector,  vice  Robert  Tarr,  removed. 
January  1, 1879. — J.  W.  Fletcher,  clerk.    (Office  restored.) 
January  1. — Shattuck  Hartwell,  clerk,  vice  G.  J.  Hinds,  removed. 
January  I. — Lewis  A.  Hortou,  day  watchman.    (New  office.) 
January  1. — Andrew  Hall,  assistant  weigher,  viceHadaway,  transferred  toinsp 
January  1. — Humphrey  Jameson,  inspector,  vice  Stebbins,  removed. 
January  4. — David  McGuire,  night  inspector,  vice  Edgell,  resigned.    (Restored. 
January  1. — William  G.  Leonard,  night  watchman.     (New  office.) 
January  1. — Henry  M.  Hoyt,  night  wat<:hman.    (New  office.) 
January  1. — J.  Locke,  night  watchman.    (New  office.) 
January  1. — P.  T.  Greeley,  night  watchman.    (New  office.) 
January  1.— George  F.  Raymond,  night  watchman.    (New  office.) 
January  1. — Austm  Bearse,  night  watchman.    (New  office.) 
January  13. — Samuel  P.  Sayles,  inspector,  vice  Gordon,  resigned. 
January  16. — A.  Gates,  storekeeper.    (New  office.) 
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T  16. — M.  Starbnck,  storekeeper,  vice  Rice,  promoted  to  assistant  weigher, 

:ios,  promoted  to  assistant  weigher,  vice  Pindar,  resigned. 

ry  1. — C.  T.  Merritt,  night  inspector,  vice  Riddle,  removed.    (Restored.) 

ry  1. — C.  McCaffrey,  night  inspector,  vice  Mooney,  removed. 

ry  1. — Charles  H.  Gray,  messeuger,  vice  Plunkett,  resigned. 

ry  1. — T.  C.  Webber,  clerk,  vice  Newell,  removed. 

I. — W.  H.  Atwell,  jr.,  night  inspector,  vice  Pearce,  removed.    (Restored.) 

I. — J.  L.  B.  Pratt,  storekeeper,  vice  Foster,  transferred  to  inspector,  vice 

losferred  to  assistant  weigher,  vice  Crane,  transferred  to  clerk,  vice  Butter- 

>ved. 

J. — W.  I.  Ellis,  inspector,  vice  Emery,  promoted  to  special  inspector,  vice 

ea^ed. 

J4. — Edwin  Patch,  inspector,  vice  Lander,  removed. 

14. — S.  Hoyt,  clerk,  vice  Flet<jher,  removed. 

— W.  Carter,  inspector,  vice  W.  D.  Eldridge,  removed.    (Restored.) 

. — H.  L.  Hill,  night  inspector,  vice  Aspinwall,  deceased. 

-C.  H.  Gray,  night  wat^shnian.    (New  office.) 

-Oliver  Newell,  night  watchman.     (New  office.) 

— Caleb  A.  Smith,  storekeeper,  vice  McCormack,  promoted  to  night  inspect- 

(antley,  promoted  to  assistant  weigher,  vice  Bard,  promoted  to  inspector, 

B,  promoted  to  position  in  appraisers'  department. 

—-Charles  C.  Burt,  assistant  weigher,  vice  Wellington,  promoted  to  assist- 

ler,  vice  Pope,  resigned.    (Restored.) 

— N.  M.  Jernegan,  inspector,  vice  Edgar,  deceased. 

-William  F.  Stetson,  inspector,  vice  Shelton,  removed. 

ij  the  Chairman  1 

nong  the  uames  under  the  head  of  "  removals/'  I  find  that  of 

J.  Hinds,  clerk,  with  the  date,  31st  December,  1878.     What  was 

;e  of  his  removal  ! — ^A.  1  could  put  a  better  clerk  in  his  place. 

hom  did  you  put  in  his  place! — A.  Mr.  Hartwell,  I  think,  who 

nerl3^  auditor. 

r.  Hartwell  bad  been  auditor  in  the  custom-house  before! — A. 

• 

e  is  a  civilian  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hartwell  known  as  the  friend  of  any  prominent  politician 

tate  ! — A.  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  Hinds  known  as  the  friend  of  any  prominent  politician  in 

:e  ! — A.  I  cannot  say. 

id  any  prominent  politician  in  the  State  speak  to  you  of  either  of 

-A.  1  cannot  say  that  any  did. 

re  no  recommendations  on  file  for  either! — A.  I  presume  there 

ho  recommended  Hartwell  for  promotion  ! — A.  I  could  not  say 

ave  any  recommendations  on  file,  without  referring  to  the  records. 

r.  Hinds  is  not  in  the  government  employment  now! — A.  Not  at 

tom-house. 

^bat  are  his  political  proclivities.  Republican  ! — A.  1  have  al- 

iderstood  so. 

^as  he  a  Butler  man  or  one  of  the  other  kind  ! — A.  He  professed 

iti-Butler. 

as  Mr.  Hinds  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  during  the 

A.  I  have  understood  that  he  was. 

e  served  three  years  and  a  half,  did  he  not  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell 

e  is  commander  of  one  of  the  most  important  posts  of  the  Grand 
lere,  is  he  not ! — A.  That  I  cannot  tell.    I  have  no  knowledge 

as  there,  that  you  remember,  any  special  cause  for  the  removal 
Binds  ? — A.  I  have  given  the  cause — that  I  could  put  a  more  ca- 
lan  in  his  place  and  a  man  whose  general  character  was  more  re- 
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Q.  Was  Mr.  Hartwell  ever  in  the  enstoin-house  before  ! — A.  I  ba^ 
just  said  tbat  be  was  there  several  years.     He  was  auditor 

Q.  Was  he  there  when  you  came  into  the  office  f — A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  Had  he  been  removed  before  ? — A.  I  understood  that  he  had. 

Q.  You  gave  Mr.  Hinds  a  letter  after  you  removed  him,  did  yoanotd 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  tl)e  tenor  of  that  letter  ? — ^A.  That  no  charge  hadbeei 
made  against  him.  1 

Q.  That  his  character  w^as  good! — A.  No;  it  said  nothing  about bii 
character.  I  have  not  the  letter  with  me,  but  I  will  furnish  you  witli| 
copy  of  it  if  you  wish. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  reason  why  Mr.  Hartwell  was  discharged  troq 
the  custom-house  before  ! — A.  It  was  said  that  it  was  because  be  wsa 
not  in  sympathy  with  the  collector  and  the  collector's  friends.  I  do  ool 
know  anything  about  it.  Mr.  Hartwell  was  a  graduate  of  Harvard  Go! 
lege,  had  the  honors  of  his  class,  and  was  a  very  intelligent  and  abK 
man. 

Q.  Was  he  in  college  when  he  was  appointed  ! — A.  I  could  not  say  ai 
to  that. 

Q.  Was  he  practicing  law  when  he  was  appointed  f — A.  That  I  conk 
not  tell  you. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Hinds  living  here  in  the  city  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  He  tob 
me  he  was  going  to  California  and  that  he  wished  I  would  give  hia 
some  kind  of  a  letter  to  show  how  long  he  had  been  in  the  castom-hoasc 
I  said  to  him  that,  when  I  had  removed  a  man,  it  was  a  difficult  thinj 
to  give  him  a  letter  that  would  do  him  any  good.  He  said  that  then 
had  been  no  charge  preferred  against  him,  and  that  he  had  been  in  at 
tendance  at  the  office. 

Q.  He  performed  the  services  required  f — A.  Yes.  I  would  say,  Mi 
-Chairman,  that  I  give  heavy  bonds  for  the  performance  of  my  duties 
that  as  officers  who  are  subordinate  to  me  I  wish  to  have  those  mei 
only  in  whom  I  have  complete  confidence.  I  had  not  confidence  in  Mi 
Hinds. 

•Q.  Can  you  tell  me  upon  whose  recommendation  Mr.  Hartwell  wa 
put  in  the  place  of  Mr.  Hinds! — A.  I  have  answered  that  question  sei 
eral  times,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Q.  Not  specially.  You  have  answered  it  generally  by  saying  that  yo 
could  not  remember.  Canyon  recollect  now! — A.  I  said  I  could  no 
remember  whether  I  had  any  papers  on  file  or  not ;  but  I  put  him  i 
from  my  own  knowledge  of  the  man,  from  the  report  that  there  wasc 
him  in  the  custom-house ;  from  the  character  he  bad  sustained  aiuoD; 
the  men  with  whom  he  had  served,  and  who  had  been  subordinate  t 
Tiim  in  former  years. 

Q.  1  see  here  that  you  have  removed  another  gentleman,  Frederic) 
G.  Pope.  What  was  the  cause  of  his  removal  ? — A.  Mr.  Pope  was  ai 
assistant  weigher.  At  various  times  complaints  had  been  made  to  nn 
that  Mr.  Pope  was  not  as  efficient  a  man  as  he  should  be,  but  I  had  koo>«'i 
him  a  good  many  years  and  knew  he  was  a  soldier  and  passed  It  along 
Special  Agent  Bingham  instituted  an  investigation  into  the  weight  o 
glass  not  only  at  this  port  but  at  other  ports.  In  the  course  of  thatio 
vestigation  some  cases  came  up  in  which  Mr.  Pope  had  been  the  weigher. 
This  investigation  was  entirely  outside  of  my  office  and  unknown  tome 
or  my  officers  and  except  to  those  who  were  interested.  Mr.  Pope  made 
an  affidavit  as  to  bis  connection  with  the  weighing  of  certain  invoieesof 
glass.  That  affidavit  went  to  Washington  with  other  papers.  The 
special  agent  showed  me  a  letter  from  Washington  in  which  the  ques- 
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fiou  jras  asked,  what  the  collector  proposed  to  do  with  that  weigher  ; 
If  be  proposed  to  keep  him  after  such  an  aflidavit.     I  thought  it   was 
time  to  make  the  recommeudatioQ  of  his  removal. 
Q.  Whom  did  you  put  iu  his  place! — A.  I  could  not  tell  >ou. 

Q.  Was  it  a  mau  of  the  uame  of  Burt  ? — A.  1  did  uot  lill  the  vacancy 
it  ouce. 

if.  Do  you  know  who  got  the  place  finally  ! — A.  (After  referring  to 
hu)  Mr.  Charles  C.  Burt. 

^Q.  What  was  the  business  of  Burt  when  he  came  there? — A.  Mr. 
Burt  had  been  employed  on  the  wharf  as  a  laborer  for  a  long  time  and 
ifisistant  to  the  weighers,  at  twenty  five  cents  an  hour  when  there  was 
lork. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  knew  that  Mr.  Poi)e  was  a  soldier  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  wajs  a  colonel  of  one  of  the  Massachusetts  regiments  ? — A.  I 
OQld  not  tell  you.  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  considered  it  an 
trder  from  the  department  to  recommend  his  removal. 

Q.  Mr.  Burt,  who  was  put  iu  his  place,  had  been  a  civiliao  only,  had 
|e  Dot? — A.  I  presume  that  he  had. 

Q.  What  are  the  political  proclivities  of  Mr.  Pope  I — A.  He  is  a  Re- 
mblican. 

Q.  With  whom  had  he  been  recognized  as  having  acted  in  the  last 
HUQpai<2:D  ? — A.  A  Talbot  man — a  very  zealous  one. 

Q.  With  whom  had  Mr.  Burt  beeu  recognized  as  having  acted  I — A. 
rhat  I  do  not  know.  He  was  formerly  in  the  customhouse  and  was 
removed  to  make  room  for  a  partisan  of  General  Butler's  some  years 
UDce. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  charges  having  beeu  made  against  him  for 
irroDgful  practices  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  the  record  makes  no  charge.  I  looked 
It  op. 

Q.  The  office  of  C.  S.  Mixter  seems  to  have  been  abolished.  Was  any- 
body put  iu  his  place  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  Mr.  Mixter's  office  was  an  unneces- 
lar)'  office,  created  to  give  him  an  extra  salary.  He  really  had  no  du- 
tka  to  perform  except  to  see  that  other  folks  performed  their  duties, 
vhich  was  the  business  of  the  auditor  and  collector.  He  had  a  salary 
of  «1,800. 

Q.  About  the  time  at  which  Mr.  Mixter's  office  was  abolished,  did  you 
not  appoint  some  additional  clerks! — A.  I  appointed  two  new  clerks  to 
fill  vacancies. 

Q.  Was  not  Mixter  a  soldier? — A,  I  presume  so  ;  he  may  have  beeu. 

Q.  Did  he  not  serve  two  years  as  a  soldier  in  the  23d  Massachusetts 
regiment  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell  you.  I  have  his  record  at  the  office,  I 
could  tell  by  referring  to  that.  I  understood  him  to  be  a  soldier,  but 
that  was  no  reasou  he  should  have  an  unnecessary  office  at  $1,800  a 
year. 

Q.  But  you  did  appoiut  two  new  clerks  about  that  time — Mr.  Searle 
andMr.Chadwickf^A.  (After  referring  to  list.)  Perhaps  so.  I  can  give 
yoQ  a  little  explanation  as  to  Mr.  Chad  wick  that  may  not  be  so  pleasant  to 
the  ones  who  inspire  the  questiQU.  Mr.  Mixter's  office  was  abolished  on 
tlieSth  of  July,  1878.  Mr.  Searle  was  appointed  on  the  28th  of  May, 
1^*8,  previously. 

Q.  When  was  Mr.  Chad  wick  appointed? — A.  Mr  Chadwick  was  in 
tlie  CQstom-house  when  I  went  there.  He  was  not  an  appointee  of  mine. 
I  could  give  you  the  particulars  about  Mr.  Chadwick  if  you  would  like 
to  have  them. 

Q.  If  he  was  there  before  you  came,  I  presume  that  as  to  him. the  in. 
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quiry  was  merely  an  oversight. — A.  It  was  little  more  than  an  orer 
sight. 

Q.  Go  on  then  and  state  what  you  desire  to  state  in  regard  toit.-^ 
Mr.  Chad  wick  was  a  clerk  in  the  custom-house,  having  care  of  til 
triplicate  invoices  and  other  duties.  After  my  appointment  as  collect 
and  before  I  qualified,  during  the  interim,  changes  were  made. 
Chadwick  was  transferred  from  that  clerkship  to  be  an  assistant  stoi 
keeper  at  $800  a  year.  The  salary  of  that  clerkship  was  $1,000  a  vi 
and  a  man  by  the  name  of  Ham,  from  New  Hampshire,  was  appoint 
to  till  the  vacant  clerkship  of  $1,000  a  year.  When  I  came  to  thecc 
tom-house,  I  found  Mr.  Chadwick  performing  the  same  duties  that 
had  always  performed,  the  duties  of  a  clerk,  but  that  his  salary  of  $i 
was  charged  to  the  warehouse  proprietors  as  that  of  a  storekeep 
though  he  was  performing  none  of  the  duties  of  a  storekeeper,  hi 
short  time  the  superintendent  of  warehouses,  who  undoubtedly  wasia 
the  plan  in  the  first  place,  brought  in  a  recommendation  to  me  that  Mri 
Chadwick's  place  as  storekeeper  be  abolished;  but,  instead  of  thatl 
abolished  the  oflBce  of  storekeeper,  and  asked  the  department  to  clianp 
Mr.  Chad  wick's  designation  from  "  a  storekeeper "  to  "a  clerk,"  as  bi 
was  performing  the  duties  of  a  clerk.  That  is  the  explanatioa  as  to  Mi 
Chadwick. 

Q.  I  see  by  the  list  that  there  was  a  removal  of  A.  R.  Stover.— A.  H 
was  janitor  of  the  building. 

Q.  He  was  for  whom  for  governor  last  year,  before  he  was  removed 
— A.  We  had  not  then  got  to  the  gubernatorial  question.  He  ivasn 
moved  for  inefficiency,  and  on  the  report  of  Special  Agent  Brush.  ( 
j^ew  York,  because  of  dishonest  connection  with  the  sale  of  old  juuk. 

Q.  He,  too,  was  a  soldier,  was  hef — A.  I  do  not  know.  It  made  n 
difference  as  to  his  being  a  soldier  if  he  was  inefficient. 

Q.  Certainly  not.  I  want  to  know  the  fact,  though.  Who  was  pi 
in  his  place  f — A.  At  that  time,  a  man  by  the  name  of  Clark  was  puti 
his  place. 

Q.  W'as  Mr.  Clark  one  of  your  former  employes  ? — A.  Mr.  Clark  ha 
been  in  my  service  ten  years  as  my  confidential  clerk. 

Q.  In  your  private  business! — A.  In  my  confidential  business. 

Q.  Had  he  ever  been  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  f — A.  I  < 
not  know  whether  he  had  or  not.     He  had  three  brothers  who  were 
the  service. 

Q.  He  was  there  by  proxy.  I  see  the  name  of  C.  C.  Sewall  in  the  li 
of  removals.  What  were  the  reasons  for  his  removal  f — A.  The  reasoi 
were  fully  given  to  the  department — that  I  could  get  a  better  mesvsengc 
one  who  would  perform  the  duties  of  messenger  and  clerk,  which  M 
Sewall  could  not  do;  and  that  Mr.  Sewall  was  not  satisfactory  to  tfc 
deputies  whom  he  served  ;  not  so  satisfactory  as  other  messengers. 

Q.  Was  Sewall  a  Butler  man  ? — A.  Not  unless  he  lied  very  much,  an 
did  not  vote  for  Butler  anless  he  lied  very  much. 

Q.  Was  he  a  soldier,  too  1 — A.  I  did  not  know  that  he  was  a  soldi( 
until  after  his  removal. 

Q.  You  knew  that  he  was  wounded  and  carried  a  ball  in  his  body  f- 
A.  I  knew  it  afterwards;  1  did  not  know  it  then. 

Q.  Nor  that  he  served  for  three  years  in  one  of  your  own  regiments  ?- 
A.  I  did  not  know  it  then. 

Q.  Who  was  put  in  his  place  ? — A.  A  former  clerk  in  the  custom 
house. 

Q.  Give  his  name. — A.  Sidwell. 

Q.  Was  he  active  in  connection  with  the  Republican  organization  f- 
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A.  No,  sir;  I  woald  kuow  that  by  proxy,  as  you  have  said,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  been  in  the  custom-house  before  T — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  when  Mr.  Sid  well  was  removed. — A.  Sid  well  was  removed, 
and  I  think  his  office  abolished,  after  Colonel  Hall  came  in  there.  Two 
went  out  and  one  man  took  the  two  offices;  I  am  not  certain  about  that. 
But  Colonel  Hall  recommended  Mr.  Sid  well  very  highly,  and  alter  that 
he  was  employed. 

Q.  Was  Sid  well  ever  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  as  a  soldier  I 
A.  I  do  not  think  he  was.    I  think,  if  I  would  give  you  in  full,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, a  list  of  those  removed  who  were  soldiers,  it  might  save  some  in- 
qoiries.    The  force  today  is,  nearly  three-quarters  of  it,  from  soldiers. — 

Q.  We  would  be  glad  to  take  it  as  fully  as  you  can  give  it  to  us.— A. 
I  can  give  it  to  you  from  the  28th  of  May.  There  have  been  two  or 
three  appointments  since,  but  not  enough  to  affect  the  general  results. 
[Ait^r  referring  to  mem.J  Of  appointments  that  I  have  made  since 
1  have  been  collector,  there  have  been  28  soldiers  and  21  civilians;  of 
promotions,  22  soldiers  and  14  civilians ;  of  removals,  10  soldiers  (in 
each  case  for  cause)  and  14  civilians;  of  offices  abolished,  6  soldiers 
and  13  civilians.  Those  are  up  to  the  28th  of  May.  I  think  there  have 
been  three  offices  abolished  since,  of  which  two  were  civilians  and  one 
a  soldier. 

Q.  Was  there  a  man  named  Atwood  in  the  employ  of  the  custom- 
house ? — A.  I  think  not;  not  as  an  officer. 

Q.  Was  there  a  man  there  named  Coffin  or  [Cauffmanjf — A.  There 
was  when  I  went  there. 

Q.  Was  he  dismissed  or  his  office  vacated  ? — A.  He  was  not  a  custom-^ 
house  officer. 

Q.  What  communication  had  he  with  the  custom-house  duties T — A.. 
He  was  a  truckman  who  gave  bonds.  He  had  the  same  as  a  great  many 
other  truckmen  had.  He  was  connected  with  the  janitor  in  that  matter 
of  rhe  old  junk. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  McMichael  there! — A.  Mr.  McMichael  was  there.  He 
was  removed. 

Q.  He  was  superintendent  of  the  warehouses  and  was  removed  on  May 
7th  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  got  his  place? — A.  The  man  next  in  line  of  promotion  in  the^ 
warehouse  department — Major  Kaymond,  storage  clerk. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live! — A.  He  is  from  Worcester.  I  don't  know 
whether  he  lives  there  or  not. 

Q.  Who  was  put  in  Raymond's  place! — A.  I  should  have  to  refer  to- 
the  paper  there.    I  think,  however,  it  was  Major  Cook,  who  has  been  in 
the  custom-house  eleven  years.    [After  referring  to  list.]    No;  I  would, 
not  find  it  here,  because  it  is  a  promotion. 

Q.  What  about  the  case  of  Hosea  Eaton! — A.  His  office  was  abol^ 
ished. 

Q.  McMichael  and  Eaton  were  both  soldiers! — A.  I  never  heard  that 
McMichael  was  a  soldier,  except  *'  of  fortune." 

Q.  What  were  his  proclivities  politically! — A.  Nobody  ever  had  con- 
fidence enough  in  him  to  believe  what  he  said. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  get  to  know  something  of  the  political  status, 
of  gentlemen  about  Boston  at  this  rate. 

The  Witness.  He  is  not  about  Boston. 

Mr.  Blair.  Could  you  tell  what  he  was  by  the  way  he  voted  ! 

The  Witness*  I  never  knew  anything  of  the  way  he  voted. 

23  BOS 
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By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Was  he  a  Butler  man  or  not! — A.  I  conld  Dot  say.  It  wooldA 
pend  on  the  amount  of  money  that  was  involved. 

Q.  Were  any  of  these  gentlemen  who  were  removed  Butler  menP 
Democrats! — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  There  have  been  no  Democrats  in  the  Boston  custom-house  forth 
last  twenty  years! — A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  employes  removed  because  of  their  Democi 
proclivities  sinc^  you  went  there! — A.  None  of  them  were  rem 
l>ecause  of  their  political  proclivities  one  way  or  the  other  or  to  at 
their  political  action.l 

Q.  When  you  abolished  an  office  did  yon  create  another  to  take 
placed — A.  There  has  been  no  office  created  to  take  the  place  of 
office  abolished.  .  \ 

Q.  13ut  men  were  put  in  as  vacancies  would  occur,  were  they  DOtV» 
A.  As  vacancies  occurred  men  were  put  in. 

Q,  Was  Eaton  a  soldier! — A.  He  was  a  provost  marshal,  I  thiol 
during  the  war.    I  never  heard  of  his  being  in  the  service. 

Q«  Was  he  a  soldier  in  the  Mexican  war  and  the  war  of  the  rebellion  I- 
A.  I  don't  know.  If  his  office  had  not  been  abolished  there  woald  hav 
been  sufficient  reasons  for  his  removal,  but  it  is  not  worth  while  tog 
into  them,  because  his  office  was  abolished.  . 

Q.  There  were  a  good  many  civilians  in  the  custom-house.  Onec 
them  could  have  gone  out  and  he  could  have  got  the  place,  couldi^ 
he! — A.  I  believe  it  is  the  verdict  of  the  soldiers  of  this  State  that 
proportion  of  the  offices  in  the  Boston  custom-house  is  all  that  they  ca 
ask  for. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  as  to  the  case  of  J.  M.  Griswold  ! — A.  That  oi< 
"was  also  abolished. 

Q.  He  was  another  soldier,  was.he! — A.  Fof  a  short  time. 

Q.  What  has  become  of  him  ! — A.  He  shot  himself. 

Q.  How  long  aiter  he  was  removed  from  office! — A.  I  could  nott< 
you  ;  a  few  days. 

Q.  Within  a  week  after,  was  it  not ! — A.  Yes.  He  had  attempt! 
self-destruction  while  he.  was  in  office. 

Q.  The  office  of  A.  K.  Eusseli  was  abolished  also,  was  it  not! 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  a  legless  soldier! — A.  He  had  but  one  foot. 

Q.  His  office  was  abolished  when  Eaton's  and  Griswold's  were,  was 
not ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  against  his  competency  as  an  official! 
A.  Nothing  but  his  age  and  infirmities,  nothing  else. 

Q.  How  old  a  man  was  he  ! — A.  Nearly  sixty. 

Q.  He  was  not  removed  for  political  proclivities  of  any  kind!  "ff 
he  understood  to  be  a  Eepublican  ! — A.  He  was  there  because  be  b 
been  reappointed.  His  office  had  been  abolished  once  before  and 
was  reappointed,  as  I  understand,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
the  solicitation  of  Judge  Hoar.  His  political  proclivities  would  be  8i 
posed  to  be  in  harmony  with  my  own;  he  is  a  very  worthy  man ;  aD( 
is  a  very  hard  case  if,  when  a  collector  is  expected  to  do  the  busmess 
the  lowest  possible  cost,  he  at  the  same  time  makes  his  office  an  asyl 
for  disabled  men,  though  they  are  men  who  are  worth  anything. 

Q.  You  can  sympathize  with  the  Democracy  in  their  attitude  in 
Senate   now. — ^A.  The  Democracy  needs  the  more  sympathy  beca 
they  have  two  armies  to  provide  for  rather  than  one. 
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'oa  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Bumper  ?    [Bumpas.J — A. 

ont  of  place  or  in  place  now  f — A.  In  place. 
as  removed  f — A.  He  was  out  a  week  pr  ten  days, 
did  he  get  back  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 
K)  was  a  soldier  f — A.  He  too  was  a  soldier, 
on  remember  whether  a  man  named  Hail  got  in  in  his  place  f 
ok  not. 

A\  named  Hall,  ex-chairman  of  the  Boston  Republican  com- 
pel a  place,  did  he  not  f — A.  He  got  a  place,  bnt  he  did  not 
^r's  place,  becanse  Bumper  is  an  inspector  and  Mr.  Hall  is  a 
Mr.  Bumper  was  removed  for  supposed  cause,  by  report  of 
at  ^ould  have  justified  any  removal.  On  further  investiga* 
satisfied  that  the  removal  was  without  sufficient  caase,  and 
led  his  restoration. 

ad  some  Congressman  to  back  him,  had  he  not  f — A.  I  do 
iie  had* 

not  Congressman  Harris  stiffen  np  his  case  ? — A.  I  do  not 
Congressman  Harris  has  had  very  much  luck  in  stifiTeuing 
y's  case. .  They  always  complain  in  such  cases, 
t  about  the  case  of  Mr.  J.  L.  B.  Pratt! — A.  Mr.  Pratt  is  stiU 
tom-house.  His  ofiQce  was  abolished  and  he  had  to  be  out 
months,  until  a  vacancy  occurred  ;  then  he  got  back.  It  was 
asary  office  and  has  not  been  filled ;  $1,100  saved  to  the  gov- 

Mr.  Pratt  pretty  active  during  the  last  State  campaign  ? — A« 

t  say. 

as  not  out  of  the  custom-house  doing  any  work  f — A.  He  didn^t 

the  custom-house. 

ever  went  otft  of  the  city  looking  after  political  work  f — A.  I^ 

ij  that  he  did,  with  my  knowledge.    We  do  not  do  any  politi- 

u  our  establishment. 

ere  a  man  named  Sanborn  on  the  list  here  T — A.  His  office  is 

named  Skinner! — ^A.  His  office  is  abolished, 
named  Ham  ! — A.  His  office  is  abolished.  Theirs  were  the 
offices  abolished.  Mr.  Skinner  is  a  brother-in-law  of  Mr.  Gil- 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  Ham  is  the  man  who 
Dted  in  Mr.  Chadwick's  place  after  I  was  appointed  collector 
iken  possession.    He  is  a  good  man.    All  three  of  those  men 

men. 

Sanborn  a  soldier! — A.  Sanborn  was  a  soldier  and  a  good 

»  got  in,  in  his  place  ! — A.  Nobody  got  in  his  place, 
there  not  a  member  of  the  legislature  put  into  place  aboat 

r 

LIB.  A  member  of  what  legislature  ! 

iiBMAN.  Of  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

rNBSS.  Not  in  the  clerical  force.    The  clerical  force  is  entirely 

Ir.  Chairman,  from  the  weighers  and  inspectors. 

J.  N.  Wright :  what  about  him  !    Was  he  removed  for  politi- 

— A.  No,  sir ;  nor  reappointed  for  political  caase. 

)  reappointed ! — A.  Yes;  he  has- been  there  over  six  months. 

3  a  Butler  man,  is  he  not! — A.  I  do  not  know;  I  never  asked 

is  from  Lowell. 
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Q.  Who  got  into  his  place  f — A.  That  is  a  good  way  back.  I  c< 
tell  probably  by  referring,  unless  the  place  was  filled  by  promot 
Yon  must  recollect  it  is  a  pretty  large  force,  and  I  have  a  very  j 
memory,  bat  I  cannot  carry  it  all  in  my  head. 

Q.  I  see  upon  the  list  the  name  of  one  Bower. — A.  His  office  wa8s 
isbed. 

Q.  Was  anybody  put  in  in  his  time  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  a  soldier,  toot — A.  Yes;  he  was  a  soldier.  Hewasan 
ber  of  the  legislature,  too. 

Q.  Did  you  abolish  any  office  that  was  held  by  a  civilian  f — A.  I 
gave  you  the  memorandum.   1  will  repeat  it.   [Referring  to  memorandi 
I  have  abolished  thirteen  offices  held  by  civilians.     To  those  voa 
add  two,  making  fifteen.    I  have  abolished  seven  offices  held  by 
diers — seven  to  fifteen. 

Q.  I  see  by  this  list  that  a  gentleman  named  Tarr,  an  ins|)ectorl 
has  been  removed.  Was  he  removed  because  he  was  a  Butler  ina 
not  ? — A.  He  said  he  was  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  cause  of  his  removal  f — A.  He  was  very  profui 
his  professions  of  Bepublicanism  and  auti-Butlerlsm. 

Q.  To  you! — A.  To  me,  unsolicited.  He  had  the  privilege  of  tal 
without  reply. 

Q.  Who  was  he?    Soldier  or  sailor! — A.  He  was  a  sailor,  certa 

Q.  A  commander  in  the  Union  Navy! — A.  He  was  removed  for 
payment  of  duties;  for  intemperate  habits,  drinking  habits. 

Q.  A  soldier  got  his  place! — A.  A  soldier  got  his  place^  from  the 
city. 

ii.  Who  was  he! — A.  Captain  Charles  Pugh,  a  soldier  with  a 
character  at  home — more  than  Mr.  Tarr  had.  I  can  state  some  fu 
reasons.  Mr.  Tarr  was  detailed  on  the  international  steamboats 
there  were  complaints  that  he  did  not  treat  ladies  respectfully  wh< 
examined  their  baggage  in  their  state-rooms. 

Q.  I  see,  also,  that  M.  B.  Lakeman,  a  weigher,  was  removed! 
Yes,  sir;  he  was  removed. 

Q.  Who  got  his  place! — A.  It  was  filled  by  promotion.  I  think 
Captain  Whall  got  it. 

Q.  He  (Lakeman)  was  one  of  Butler's  friends  too! — A.  He  dl 
profess  to  be. 

Q.  He  was  not  removed  for  being  a  friend  of  Butler's  ! — A.  Not  a 
I  believe  the  complaint  was  that  I  kept  Butler's  friends  last  year. 

Q.  Colonel  Lakeman  was  a  soldier! — A.  Yes,  sir;  with  a  goo<l  re 
But  there  were  sufficient  reasons  for  his  removal.  I  have  a  good 
of  regard  and  respect  for  Colonel  Lakeman,  and  I  should  rather  nol 
any  niore  about  his  case. 

Q.  I  see  here  too  the  name  of  one  Hall.  His  office  was  abolii 
Be  was  a  clerk  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  not  a  soldier. 

Q.  He  served  in  the  Navy  ! — A.  I  beg  your  pardon — yes. 

Q.  Was  he  related  to  or  closely  connected  with  anybody  who  ^ 
very  special  friend  of  General  Butler's  ! — A.  That  was  no  reason  fo 
office  being  abolished.  I  may  say,  again,  in  regard  to  abolishing 
offices,  that  no  office  has  been  abolished  except  upon  full  consult* 
with  my  deputy  or  the  surveyor  or  the  parties  who  had  them  imc 
ately  in  charge.  Mr.  Hall  was  a  good  clerk,  and  there  was  not 
against  him  in  the  custom-house.  My  relations  to  his  relatives,  to  w 
you  allude,  have  always  been  so  pleasant  that  they  would  have  U 
his  retention  rather  than  to  his  suspension. 
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Q.  Those  on  the  list  here  that  you  have  given  make  how  many  offices 
abolished  since  April  1, 1878! — A.  I  could  not  tell  without  counting. 

Q.  These  changes  have  all  been  made  since  you  have  come  into  the 
cQiitom-house?  You  have  no  list  of  changes  made  since? — A.  No,  sir. 
There  is  the  full  list  of  removals  and  appointments  before  you. 

Q.  And  these  are  changes  within  the  personnel  of  the  office  and  within 
the  Republican  party,  all  of  them  f  I  mean  to  say  that  no  man  was  re- 
moved nor  any  man  appointed  who  was  a  Democrat? — A.  The  question 
ot  politics  has  not  been  raised. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  would  the  fact  of  a  roan  being  a  Democrat, 
when  pressed  for  a  place  in  the  customhouse^  forbid  his  appointment?— 
A.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Of  your  own  knowledge,  have  you  a  man  in  your  employ  in  the 
custom  house  who  is  a  Democrat? — A.  I  think  we  have. 

Q.  Are  they  men  who  have  been  there  for  a  nrimber  of  years  ? — A.  I 
think  not,  except  in  subordinate  positions.  I  know  of  having  directed 
employment  to  be  given  to  Democrats  in  subordinate  places. 

Q.  Has  your  office  been  used  for  political  purposes  in  any  regard  ? — 
A.  I  am  not  aware  that  it  has  been. 

Q.  What  amount  of  money,  if  any,  did  it  subscribe  to  the  political 
canvass  last  year? — A.  Which  canvass? 

Q.  The  Congressional  or  gubernatorial  canvass? — A.  I  am  not  aware 
ot  it  subscribing  a  dollar. 

Q.  Was  a  circular  received  there  from  Mr.  George  O.  Gorham  of  the 
Republican  executive  committee  at  Washington  ? — A.  The  circular  which 
has  been  given  to  the  prints  was  received  from  Washington,  and  on  the 
same  day  on  which  it  was  received  there  was  a  circular  from  the  office 
of  the  collector  stating  that  everything  that  was  done  in  that  connection 
would  be  done  voluntarily  and  that  an  omission  to  contribute  would  be 
no  cause  for  removal  from  office. 

Q.  What  amount  was  thus  voluntarily  contributed  in  pursuance  of 
that  circular  ? — A.  I  have  never  known  of  any  contribution  but  my  own. 
If  any  money  was  contributed,  it  was  not  brought  to  my  knowledge, 
even  in  a  single  case. 

Q.  No  money  was  contributed  to  the  campaign  in  Massachusetts? — A. 
Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  how  generally,  among  the  employes,  this  circular 
thai  was  issued  by  Mr.  Gorham  was  received  ? — A.  I  should  presume  that 
they  all  received  it.  The  first  that  I  knew  of  it  was  in  meeting  an  em- 
ploy^  on  the  steps  of  the  customhouse  and  his  asking  me  if  he  could 
not  let  me  have  his  assessment.  I  asked  him  what  assessment,  when 
he  showed  me  the  circular.  I  immediately  went  up  and  wrote  the  one 
that  I  issued,  and  they  all  had  it  before  they  went  home. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  The  circular  from  Mr.  Gorham  was  for  a  voluntary  contribution  ? — 
A.  Of  course  it  was,  but  I  wanted  that  they  should  all  fully  under- 
stand it. 

Q.  And  you  supplemented  it  with  another? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  would  naturally  get  the  money  that  was  to  be  sent  to  Mr* 
Gorham  ?  Where  would  it  go?  Would  it  be  forwarded  through  you  ?— ^ 
A.  I  think  we  have  something  in  our  regulations  that  would  make  it 
a  cause  of  dismissal  for  another  officer  to  take  it  and  send  it. 

Q.  Would  it  not  go  to  another  official  in  the  State? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  circular  was  responded  to  directly,  was  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  How  many  of  your  employes  went  on  the  stamp  last  year!-. 
Quite  a  number.    I  went  myself,  but  I  was  always  at  the  customh 
when  the  business  required  me  to  be  there,  from  nine  till  four  o^clock. 

Q.  Yon  attended  political  meetings  yonrself,  you  say,  and  went  ontlM 
stump  out  in  the  country  t — A,  Yes,  sir ;  1  have  not  lost  any  of  my  priri- 
le^es  as  a  citizen  by  being  collector. 

Q.  Of  course  not,  but  President  Hayes  thinks  that  yoa  have.— A.  ^o\ 
think  President  Hayes  is  satisfied  with  my  duties.  I  have  notbellev 
that  it  was  my  duty  to  pack  caucuses  or  attend  political  conventious. 

Q.  Of  course  you  attended  political  caucuses  in  the  campaign 
year  ? — A.  I  would  say  th<^t  to  say  that  I  attended  them  is  an  assamj 
tion.    I  was  present  at  a  caucus  in  my  own  ward  that  nominated arej^ 
resentative;  further  than  that,  I  was  not. 

Q.  Were  you  not  present  at  a  conference  with  General  Swift 
Colonel  Frost  (or  Verst  fj  last  year! — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  were  at  no  conference  at  which  General  Swift  was  present!-* 
A.  CTnless  it  was  a  conversation  such  as  I  would  have  with  my  wifeM 
membei's  of  my  family. 

Q.  Was  there  no  meeting  for  the  purpose  of  managing  the  campaign  * 
A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Of  course  you  would  know  the  fact  if  you  had  been  present al 
one  f — A.  I  have  not  been  present  at  any  such  meeting. 

Q.  Nor,  so  far  as  you  know,  was  any  person  at  any  such  meetiug!-^ 
A.  Nor,  so  far  as  I  know,  was  any  person. 

Q.  The  only  part,  then,  that  you  took  in  the  campaign  last  year  wa| 
such  action,  as  you  took  as  a  citizen  outside  of  customhouse  hours!— Ai 
Yes,  sir.  * 

Q.  How  many  of  your  own  employes  took  part  in  the  campaign!— A* 
I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  they  not  all? — A.  Quite  a  number. 

Q.  They  went  generally  through  the  State  helping  the  campaign!- 
A.  There  is  no  reason  why  they  should  not. 

Q.  I  ask  only  as  to  the  fact? — A.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that.  That  is 
a  matter  that  the  deputy  would  know  of.  I  did  not,  of  course,  keep  i 
diary  of  the  force. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  To  what  amount  were  the  expenses  of  the  custom-house  reduced 
by  the  abolishing  of  unnecessary  ^offices  by  you  f — A.  Nearly  $27,000 
per  annum. 

Q.  Does  that  embrace  the  total  of  the  reduction  in  the  expenses  of 
the  custom  house  since  you  have  taken  charge  of  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  give  in  round  numbers  about  how  much  the  entire  expense 
of  collecting  the  customs  at  this  port  has  been  reduced  since  you  took 
the  oflRce? — A.  I  could  not  without  reference.  It  was  given  to  the 
public  on  the  1st  of  January. 

Q.  Is  the  amount  very  considerably  more  than  was  then  stated  T— A 
On  the  1st  of  January  it  was  considerably  more.  It  was  some  $35,000 
to  $3(5,000.  There  is  an  increased  expense  at  the  custom-house  owing 
to  the  new  practice  with  regard  to  sugar.  The  addition  to  the  expenses 
from  that  source  is  quite  a  material  one.  Formerly  sugar  was  not  tJireA 
but  the  schedule  tare  was  taken.  Now  we  have  to  tare  one  hogshead 
in  ten.  The  resulting  increase  of  expense  has  amounted  in  the  last  eight 
months  to  some  $8,000.  This  should  properly  be  added  to  the  additioojil 
or  extra  expenses,  because  it  is  an  expenditure  which  has  been  ordered 
by  the  department  and  does  not  belong  to  the  office  ordinarily.    At  tbe 
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e  tbat  extra  expenrlitnre  of  $S,000  has  been  the  means  of  effect- 
viiig  of  mure  than  $25,000. 

.vMr.  Blaib.)  That  would  give  a  balance  of  about  $16,000  of 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

as  any  person  been  dismissed  or  threatened  with  dismissal  from 
tnmhonse  by  reason  of  his  vote,  or  intention  to  vote  at  a  recent 
?— A.  No,  sir;  and  nobody  has  been  asked  by  my  knowledge, 
ly  not  with  my  intent,  how  he  intended  to  vote.     I  may  say  that 
eiity  odd  years  I  have  been  a  large  employer  of  labor,  and  that 
an  does  not  live  who  can  say  that  I  ever  attempted  to  i'lduence 
te  before  I  went  to  the  cnstom-house.    I  certainly  should  not  do 
Hector  what  I  did  not  do  as  a  private  individual. 
Were  you  aware  at  the  time  of  the  election  of  1878,  or  about  that 
',  either  before  or  after  it,  of  the  politics  of  the  men  in  the  custom - 
with  reference  to  the  contest  between  Butler  and  Talbot  t — A.  So 
8  I  know  anything  about  it,  they  were  generally  Republican,  ana, 
r  as  the}'  said  anything  to  me  about  it,  they  spoke  in  sympathy 
what  my  own  views  were  well  known  to  be.    But  a  ver}' small  por- 
of  the  officers  of  the  custom-house  have  said  anything  to  me  about 
election,  very  few  of  them.    Very  many  of  them  1  do  not  know  by 
t  to  day. 

.  What  is  the  number  of  officers  in  the  custom-house  f — A.  I  could 

tell  you  the  whole  number;  there  are  between  300  and  400  officers 

bo  are  immediately  subordinate  to  myself.    The  naval  office  and  the 

ppraiser's  office  are  independent  of  me.    I  should  say  that  there  were 

ome  fifty  officers  in  those  two  departments.    The  whole  number  is  some- 

rber©  firom  four  to  five  hundred. 

Q.  Have  most  of  these  removals  and  appointments  been  made  by  you 
ipon  consultation  or  after  consultation  with  the  Treasury  Department, 
roa  giving,  as  to  removals  especially,  the  reasons  for  which  removals 
rere  to  be  made! — A.  No  removals  can  be  made  without  the  reason  is 
pjiven  and  withonttheremoval  is  confirmed  by  the  Treasury  Department. 
IThe  Treasury  Department  several  times  returned  my  recommendations, 
as  I  had  not  given  bufficieut  reasons.  That  was  in  the  first  of  my  service 
as  collector ;  but  in  those  cases  in  which  they  thought  they  had  not  had 
sufficient  reasons,  there  were  sufficient  more  to  be  y:iven.  No  appoint 
ment  can  be  made  until  it  is  con  firmed  by  the  Treasury  Department. 

Q.  Have  the  removals  or  appoiutments  in  the  custom  house  been 
made  by  the  influence  or  in  the  interest  of  any  political  faction  or  p^irty  f 
—A.  The  appointments  have  generally  been  made  from  Ripublioans — 
iho^e  supposed  to  be  Eepublicans — but  not  in  the  interest  of  any  factiou 
or  of  any  partisan  ;  and  in  no  case  has  an  appointment  been  mule  that 
1  have  not  had  personal  knowledge  of  the  appointee  and  of  his  qualifica- 
tions. 

Q.  Has  a  removal  of  any  officer  in  the  custom  house  been  made  ex- 
cept apon  what  seemed  to  you  to  be  sufficieut  cause  connected  with  his 
discharge  of  the  office  f — A.  No  person  has  been  removed  except  for 
good  and  sufficieut  cause,  aside  from  all  political  reasons  and  without 
regard  to  political  reasons. 

Q.  Have  you  been  influenced  in  your  appointment  by  the  recommen- 
dations of  members  of  Congress  or  prominent  men  ? — A.  Not  unless  the 
recommendation  coincided  with  my  own  judgment.     I  take  the  eutin 
•esfionsibility  of  my  recommendations  upon  myself. 
Q.  Have  there  or  not  been  many  instances  in  which  you  have  faile< 
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to  compl3'  with  the  wishes  of  members  of  Congress  and  prominent  p(ii 
ticiaiis,  aud  in  which  they  seemed  to  be  very  much  dissatisfied!— 1  1 
believe  that  there  is  a  general  complaint  of  me  in  that  respect. 

Q.  That  you  are  too  independent! — A.  That  I  do  not  makecbangd! 
enough.  They  do  not  seem  to  think  that  25  or  30  removals  areeuoufS 
in  a  force  of  nearly  400  in  a  year  and  a  half. 

Q.  Will  you  take  the  pains  to  count  and  to  give  to  the  8tenograpb«i| 
the  number  of  removals  and  ai)pointmeut8 ? — A.  [Referring  to  uieuj^N 
randum.]  There  seem  to  have  been  up  to  the  28th  of  May,  1879, in* 
period  ot  one  year  and  two  months,  28  removals.  I  do  not  remembtril 
any  removals  since;  possibly  there  may  have  been  one  or  two.  [Totto 
chairman.]  I  forgot  this  memorandum  when  you  asked  me  the  same 
question,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman  (after  referring  to  the  list  in  evidence).  I  make  it 29. 

The  Witness.  That  of  Shelton  was  pro^Mjrly  a  resignation.  (To  Mr. 
Piatt.]  There  were  21  ofiQces  abolished,  making,  with  29  removals,  a  to- 
tal of  50.    There  were  58  appointments. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  You  say  that  you  have  created  no  new  offices! — A.  I  should  mak 
an  explaimtiou  in  that  respect.  When  the  annual  examination  was  mad 
last  fall,  they  found  (though  this  had  all  been  done  with  the  autiiorit 
of  the  department,  to  be  sure)  that  we  had  watchmen  detailed  fromtt 
labor  roll,  and  that  we  had  clerks  detailed  from  the  labor  roll ;  that  i 
men  on  the  labor  roll  who  are  not  sworn  officers  of  the  government,  bi 
who  are  upon  that  roll  at  $2  a  day  while  performing  the  duties 
watchmen  and  of  clerks.  They  recommended  that  those  shoald  1 
changed  to  officers  and  sworn.  For  instance,  the  scrub  woman  of  tl 
custom-house  is  a  sworn  officer  of  the  government  by  direction  of  t 
Treasury  Department.  That  is  one  of  tlie  appuintments.  So  that  the 
is  quite  a  large  number  of  appointments  that  did  not  necessitate  retnc 
alsand  which  were  not  actual  appointments;  they  were  simply  chaD| 
in  the  designation  from  ni^ht  watchman  to  laborer,  or  clerk  or  custo 
house  cleaner  and  so  on.  Then,  as  you  know,  there  are  more  or  less 
resignations  and  several  deaths. 

Q.  This  office  was  made  the  subject  of  some  special  investigation 
special  agents?— A.  The  special  agents  annually  go  through  the  diff 
ent  customhouses,  or  they  are  supposed  to.  I  can  give  this  as  a  sa 
pie.  We  had  at  that  time  six  night  watchmen  in  the  custom  house 
the  appraiser's  building.  They  were  not  returned  or  recorded  as  nig 
watchmen,  but  as  laborers  on  the  labor  roll — there  being  a  labor  roll 
42 — but  they  were  performing  the  duties  of  night  watchmen  and  rece 
ing  their  pay  monthly  as  laborers.  The  special  agents  recommend 
that  they  should  be  changed,  I  concurring  in  the  recommendatiou. 
suggested  the  recommendation  that  they  should  be  changed  from  t 
labor  roll  to  night  watchmen  that  they  might  be  sworn  in,  made  swo 
officers  and  responsible  to  the  government  as  customs  officers.  Thoj 
too,  being  taken  from  the  labor  roll,  made  that  roll  so  much  less.  The 
are  eight  of  the  new  appointments. 

Q.  The  number  of  appointments  in  excess  of  the  number  of  removal 
then,  is  accounted  for  by  deaths,  resignations,  and  by  giving  to  i>er80i 
who  are  employed,  without  being  specially  designated,  designations?— i 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  thing  which  you  desire  to  state  in  connectio 
with  this  inquiry? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is, excepting  this, tbii 
the  force  of  the  custom-house  could  be  still  further  reduced  if  no  regar 
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he  claims  of  decrepid  soldiers  or  of  men  who  have  grown  old 
B.  Fifty  nieu  could  do  the  work  of  sixty  if  a  nmii  should re- 
ake  oat  the  men  who  are  incapacitated  by  age  or  wounds, 

and  put  younger  or  more  competent  men  in  their  places. 
J  could  be  reduced  largely  if  that  practice  was  followed. 

or  not  believe  that  the  efficiency  of  the  customhouse  has 
?d  or  increased  under  your  administration  ? — A.  It  would 
t>e  proper  for  me  to  express  an  opinion  in  that  regard.  The 
be  custom  house  has  iucrensed  this  last  year,  uotwithstand- 
lavehad  less  force,  and  I  have  heard  no  complaint  of  any 
le  part  of  any  of  the  officers. 

m  thinks  that  he  has  done  a  good  thing,  I  do  not  see  that 
lires  that  he  should  keep  silent  about  it? — A.  I  have  no 
with  the  public  expression  in  that  respect,  without  saying 
self. 

5  Chaibman  : 

pon  the  list  produced  by  you,fifty-eight  appointments,  and 
ten  styled  new  appointments.  Those  are  night  watchmen 
eptiou,  that  of  a  day  watchman  f — A.  Permit  me  to  look 
ter  looking  over  listj  The  day  watchman  is  a  man  who  has 
e  had  been  employed  on  the  labor  roll, 
treated  as  a  new  office  f — A,  Yes. 

»aves  then,  twent3^-nine  removals  and  twenty-one  offices 
A.  Each  entry  under  the  head  "Appointments*'  will  show 
I  places  the  appointees  were  put. 

rant  to  get  at  the  aggregate. — A.  Here  [indicating]  is  one 
where  there  was  no  removal.  Mr.  White,  my  contidential 
-espondence,  is  in  place  of  Mr.  Allen,  resigned.  In  each 
have  given  the  name  of  the  man  in  whose  place  the  ai> 
put  in  5  that  is  to  say,  I  so  directed  my  regular  secretary, 
who  was  more  conversant  with  this  than  anybody  else, 
in  who  made  this  up,  Mr.  Allen,  is  now  away  on  his  vaca- 
made  up  from  the  books ;  1  have  no  doubt  it  is  correct, 
may  be  one  or  two  mistakes. 

simply  to  get  the  aggregate.  There  are  fortj'-eight  of  the 
ere  that  have  been  tilled  by  appointments,  and  the  total 
imovals  and  officers  abolished  is  titty  ;  so  that  the  total  re- 
e  old  force  amounts  to  two  f — A.  1  beg  your  pardon — the 
ced  in  number  to  the  extent  of  the  offices  abolished.  No 
Ave  been  created,  but  there  has  been  a  change  of  desigua- 
I  or  classification. 

the  total  that  the  statement  shows! — A.  Yes;  but  as  to 
tment^,  I  told  you  I  bad  not  made  all  of  them,  and  you 
nted  in  the  resignations  and  deaths. 

lis  statement  show  the  actual  number  of  the  reduction  in 
^.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  have  said,  the  offices  abolished  up  to  the 
Vlay,  amount  to  nineteen,  which,  with  three  added  since, 
-two  offices  abolished. 

lew  appointments  that  have  been  made  outside  of  the  force, 
ese  offices  were  abolished,  were  any  of  the  former  officers 
L  There  were  sixteen  restored  who  were  formerly  in  the 
)  and  turned  out. 

1  say  you  had  appointed  any  Democrats  since  you  had  been 
know  the  political  proclivities  of  your  men  f — A.  Certainly, 
'ofessed  to  appoint  Democrats. 
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Q.  Yoa  would  not  appoint  a  Democrat  to  office! — A.  I  don't  know 
that  I  would. 

Q.  You  would  prefer  a  Kepublican  ! — A.  Everything  being  eqoi 
think  I  would  naturally. 

Q.  How  do  you  get  the  political  opinions  of  your  employ&t— . 
have  not  appointed  any  upon  that  consideration.  I  am  pretty  well 
quainted  with  the  people  throughout  the  State,  however. 

Q.  You  know  all  about  the  men  who  came  in  before  you  went  th 
— A.  1  made  two  rules  for  the  government  of  my  inquiries  when  I 
in  there,  and  these  were,  first,  as  to  the  efficiency  of  a  man,  and,) 
as  to  the  character  he  bore  in  the  place  in  which  he  lived ;  aud  I 
sued  those  inquiries  in  every  case. 

Q.  Then  nobody  whatever  was  discharged  from  the  customhoosc 
last  year  because  of  his  political  sentiments  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  no  man  was  appointed  by  you  who  was  a  Democrat!- 
never  made  any  professions  of  appointing  Democrats.  I  never  tool 
contract  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Yon  said  a  while  ago  that  none  of  yoor  employ^  went  ont  U 
litical  work  ? — A.  The  employ^^s  in  my  building  have  no  privilej;* 
cepting  to  go  out  of  hours,  or  on  leaves  of  absence,  and  are  rest! 
in  the  latter  to  the  absences  allowed  by  the  regulations. 

Q.  Were  none  of  them  detailed  by^you  for  political  work  in  Bo 
— A.  Never. 

Q.  Nor  by  anybody  with  your  knowledge  f — A,  By  nobody  wil 
knowledge. 

Q.  Nor  for  political  work  beyond  Boston  ! — A.  No,  air. 

Q.  You  did  not  permit  that,  if  you  knew  it! — A.  I  did  not  say 
What  they  do  outside  of  the  custom  house  is  none  of  my  busine« 

Q.  Have  you  given  any  of  them  leaves  of  absence  outside  of  the 
— A.  I  have  given  them  to  all  the  men  impartially,  what  was  due  to 
They  are  entitled  to  fourteen  days. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  how  many  leaves  of  absence  yoa  grante<l 
tober  last! — A.  I  could  as  to  liie  weighers  and  inspectors,  who 
the  snrve,>or's  department;  I  granted  no  leave  of  absence  in  tt 
partmeut  unless  the  application  came  with  the  approval  of  the  sur 
nor  to  any  clerks  unless  with  the  approval  of  the  deputy  in  t 
partment. 

Q.  It  is  a  machine  wielded  by  the  head  of  each  department? — I 
head  of  each  department  is  competent  to  say  who  in  his  depai 
deserves  leave  of  absence. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  leaves  of  absence  were  granted  with  } 
reference  to  political  work? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  know  that  General 
was  absent  and  made  speeches  last  year ;  I  know  he  went  out  to  g( 
to  Maine  last  year,  and  1  think  he  will  this  year. 

Q.  How  do  you  get  to  know  the  political  proclivities  of  your  em^ 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Chairman,  do  you  think  that  these  are  qa< 
which  I  ought  to  answer ;  do  you  think  that  they  apply  to  any  pro 
vestigation  ?  I  am  willing  to  give  any  information  that  I  think  is 
a  proper  limit. 

The  Chairman.  I  only  want  to  know  from  you,  Mr.  Collector,  w 
there  is  a  system  of  espionage  in  your  department  ? — A.  There  i 
nobody  is  hired  by  me  to  dog  arouud  and  watch  men  or  to  know 
house  of  ill  fame  men  go  to. 

Q.  I  speak  of  the  department  itself,  not  of  the  outside  of  it  ? — ^ 
officers  wiiose  special  businesss  it  was  to  do  that  thing  before  J 
there  have  gone  away. 
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Q.  They  have  lefL  There  were  such  things  going  on  ? — A.  I  could 
Dot  say  so  under  oath. 

Q.  You  have  nothing  of  that  kind! — A.  ITothing  of  that  kind;  I 
don't  believe  in  a  spy  system  myself;  I  leave  that  to  the  gentleman  who 
prompts  your  question. 

The  Chairman.  !No  one  prompted  that  question,  certainly.  It  orig- 
inated with  myself.  If  there  are  wrongful  practices  existing  in  the 
custom-house,  I  wish  to  know  of  them  and  am  able  to  prompt  any  ques- 
tion in  that  direction. 

The  Witness.  I  would  just  as  lief  have  any  one  ask  me  if  I  had  com- 
mitted theft,  as  to  be  asked  if  I  bad  dogged  any  one  around. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  came,  sir,  from  your  own  heat.  If  you 
bad  not  shown  festiveness,  you  would  not  have  got  the  question. 
Being  here  to  i)erform  a  duty  I  intend  to  perform  it  without  regard  to 
the  restiveness  of  officials.  Were  you  at  a  meeting  at  which  Mr.  Odeu 
Thayer,  Mr.  George  G.Crocker,  Mr.  tStebbins,  officers  of  the  State  com- 
mittee,  and  candidates  for  State  officers  were  present  in  October,  1878| 
apolitical  gathering? — A.  I  was  at  many  political  gatherings;  I  was 
never  at  a  meeting  of  tlie  State  committee. 

Q.  I  ask  you  as  to  one? — A.  I  was  at  several  political  gatherings;  I 
was  at  the  State  committee  room  often ;  I  am  an  active  political  worker, 
have  been,  and  always  expect  to  hf. 

Q.  You  have  told  us  that  repeatedly.  Now  will  you  answer  my 
question :  were  you  at  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Thayer,  Mr.  Crocker,  and  Mr. 
IStebbins,  with  reference  to  the  management  of  the  campaign  of  1878! — 
A.  I  was  at  several  of  them,  not  with  reference  to  the  management  of 
the  campaign  particularly,  but  I  was  at  several  of  the  meetings  that 
were  held ;  I  don't  belong  to  the  committee. 

Q.  What  was  the  conversation  between  you  and  those  gentlemea 
with  reference  to  that  matter! — A.  It  was  nothing  with  reference  to  the 
CQstom-honse  or  to  anything  connected  with  the  inquiries  that  you  are 
pursuing. 

Q.  Had  it  no  reference  to  the  management  of  political  affairs  within 
the  State! — A.  That  is  a  very  broad  and  general  question. 

Q.  I  only  want  to  know  whether  the  Federal  officials  in  th()  city  of 
Boston  do  take  part  in  the  political  management  of  general  or  State 
elections! — A.  I  think  that  the  President's  order  allows  them  orally 
and  in  writing  to  take  part  in  the  political  campaigns. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  answer  that  question. 

The  Witness.  I  have  answered  it.  You  just  told  me  that  I  had  an- 
swered a  question  several  times.  1  don't  want  to  repeat  my  answers 
until  they  become  tiresome. 

Q.  Did  you  consult  with  the  committee  or  the  candidates  during  the 
campaign  ! — A.  I  don't  remember.  I  may  have  and  may  not.  They  are 
not  consulting  men  much,  the  kind  of  men  we  have  here. 

Q.  Did  you  consult  with  Mr.  Brimmer  during  the  time  of  his  canvass! 
— A.  I  don't  think  that  I  saw  Mr.  Brimmer  from  the  time  he  was  nomi- 
nated until  he  was  defeated. 

Q.  You  had  nothing,  then,  to  do  with  the  management  of  his  campaign 
from  the  time  of  his  nomination  until  the  election  ! — A.  I  don't  think 
that  1  had,  any  more  than  any  other  citizen. 

Q.  You  did  not  consult  with  him  ! — A.  I  don't  think  I  did.  I  think 
I  told  him  that  if  he  was  nominated  he  ought  to  accept.  I  told  him 
that,  if  I  had  the  opportunity  to  tell  it  to  him. 

Q.  Was  the  customhouse  made  use  of  in  bringing  or  effecting  nomina- 
tions in  the  city  or  State  !    The  political  machinery  here  has  been  used  ia 
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that  direction  f — A.  It  was  formerly.  It  has  not  been  since  I  ha 
connected  with  it. 

Q.  It  has  not  been  used  in  that  direction  ?— A.  Not  in  packi 
cuses  or  managing  conventions. 

Q.  Your  otUcials,  then,  act  upon  their  own  individual  direction 
presume  so ;  not  upon  any  dictation  of  mine. 


Edward  A\  .  Vaill  sworn  and  examined. 

Bv  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  f — Answer.  In  Worcester. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  f — A.  I  am  a  manufacturer  of 
chairs. 

Q.  To  what  extent  did  you  employ  help  in  the  fall  of  18781- 
help  varied,  I  should  say,  from  forty  to  sixty  persons. 

Q.  Were  you  at  a  meeting,  called  a  meeting  of  manufacturer! 
was  held  at  Worcester  and  convened  at  the  request  of  Mr 
burne,  a  short  time  before  the  election  T — A.  I  was  at  a  meet 
I  do  not  know  tliat  it  was  Cixlled  gnder  that  head.  Mr.  Wh 
said  to  me,  in  the  street,  "Come  up  to  my  office  at  such  a  time, 
not  know  for  what  it  was  convened.  I  suppose<l  it  was  for  the 
interests  of  the  Republican  party.  Nothing  was  said  to  me  abc 
it  was  for. 

Q.  At  that  meeting  what  was  avowed  as  the  object  for  which  t 
ing  was  called!  State,  in  general  terms,  what  was  safd  ther 
could  not  tell  you  what  was  said ;  and  as  to  that  I  can  only  say  t 
I  supposed  the  meeting  was  called  to  benefit  and  help  the  Re] 
party  during  the  election,  and  to  devise  the  best  means  perhaps 
end. 

Q.  Was  there  any  proposition  that  those  persons  who  met  th 
who  were  employers  of  help,  should  put  any  pressure  uix)n  thei 
have  them  vote  against  Butler  t — A.  I  heard  nothing  of  the  kii 

Q.  Was  any  sentiment  expressed  there  like  this,  that  you  m\ 
within  the  law  and  not  threaten  discharge,  but  tell  the  help  or 
ployed  that  if  Butler  is  elected  it  will  affect  the  business,  and  r 
to  a  suspension  of  the  business  ? — A.  I  never  heard  anythinj 
kind. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  were  concerned,  was  any  act  done  by  you,  o: 
one  under  you  with  your  knowledge,  to  coerce,  intimidate,  or 
influence  the  vote  of  any  man  in  your  establishment  f — A.  I 
none. 

Q.  It  has  been  said  that  some  person  was  discharged  by  yo 
are  familiar  with  the  case.  Please  to  explain. — A.  I  can  give 
the  circumstances.  The  man  was  a  colored  man  by  the  name  of 
Robertson.  He  was  formerly  a  servant  in  my  family,  or  used  to 
my  house,  and  was  a  man  in  whom  I  had  a  great  deal  of  confid 
took  him  into  my  factory.  It  was  customary,  during  the  hours  o 
and  one,  to  leave  some  one  on  each  flight,  and  I  had  so  much  co 
in  him  that  I  left  him  for  one,  to  look  after  a  particular  flight 
my  return  from  dinner  one  day,  one  of  the  females  in  the  dep 
underneath  said  that  there  was  something  running  through  the 
looked  at  it  and  found  it  to  be  alcohol.  I  went  up  and  found 
a  quantity  of  alcohol  spilled,  and  that  it  had  been  partly  wiped 
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.  lioqaired  into  the  matter.    The  colored  man  came  along,  and  he 
Dot  know  anythiug  about  it.    I  said  to  my  foremaD,  ''You  just  look 
Bioatter  up  and  see  it  you  cau  find  who  it  was  who  did  it."    Several 
rs  later  he  came  to  me  and  told  me  that  he  had  found  a  two  gallon 
j]  containing  a  quantity  of  alcohol,  and  that  it  belonged  to  this  colored 
b;  that  it  was  found  in  his  wardrobe.     I  took  the  pail  out  from  where 
was  found,  having  removed  from  it  some  clothing  that  had  been  thrown 
wit, and  asked  the  colored  man,  "Is  this  yours!"    He  replied,  "It 
"  I  asked,  "How  came  the  alcohol  in  itf"    He  answered,  "Out  of  your 
reroom."    I  asked,  "Why  didn't  you  ask  me  for  it!"    He  replied, 
Itbooght  if  I  did  you  w^ouldn't  let  me  have  it."    I  asked,  "Why  did 
osteal  itf     From  that  he  dropped  to  his  knees,  asked  my  forgive- 
;  said  he  would  never  do  so  again,  and  so  forth.     I  said  to  him, 
ow,  Thomas,  you  have  been  with  me  a  long  time,  have  always  been 
feitbful  man.    I  will  give  you  a  week's  time  to  get  a  situation."    I 
agbt  that  I  would  keep  him,  and  had  concluded  to  do  so,  when  some 
the  hiAp  came  to  me  and  said,  "  Mr.  Vaill,  the  people  are  saying  around 
^  store  that,  if  that  had  been  an  Irishman,  you  would  have  kicked  him 
I  of  the  factory."    I  went  to  the  man  and  told  him,  "On  the  whole,  I 
*SS30U  had  better  leave."    I  supposed  that  he  was  a  Eepublican  at 
e  time  I  discharged  him.    I  did  not  know  that  he  was  a  Butler  man. 
few  days  afterwards  one  of  the  men  told  me  that  this  colored  man 
^s  a  Butler  man.    That  was  the  first  thai  I  knew  of  that. 
Q.  You  did  not  know,  then,  at  the  time  you  discharged  bim,  that  he 
.as  going  to  vote  for  Butler  t — A.  I  did  not,  though  I  knew  he  was  a 
H«pablicau. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  When  was  this! — A.  It  was  in  the  last  of  September  or  the  first 
of  October,  1878,  or  somewhere  along  there. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  manufacturers'  meeting! — A.  I  was.    I  did  not 
know  it  to  be  that,  or  that  it  was  called  such. 

Q.  A  number  of  manufacturers   were  there t — A.  Some  who  were 
there  were  not  manufacturers. 

Q.  Mr.  Thayer  and  Mr.  Washburne  were  there! — A.  They  were.   Our 
judge  of  probate  was. 

Q.  You  are  a  Kepublican  ? — A.  I  am. 

Q.  You  were  known  then  as  such  ! — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  You  were  not  called  upon  for  any  money  at  that  time  ? — A.  Not  a 
dollar. 

Q.  The  purpose  was  to  have  you  exert  your  influence? — A.  Exactly. 

Q.  Did  it  arouse  you  f — A.  Not  particularly.  I  was  not  more  aroused 
than  before.  I  did  not  have  any  feeling.  I  had  never  been  mixed  in 
politics  before  this  last  fall  election. 

Q.  You  did  not  go  out  and  take  part  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  in  1877  ! — A.  I  was,  but  took  no  part.  This 
▼as  the  only  meeting  or  caucus  of  any  kind  that  I  attended  during  the 
whole  canvass. 

Q.  Then  you  are  not  an  active  politician  f — A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  But  you  were  moved  and  waked  up  at  that  time  f — A.  I  was.  I 
thought  that  to  have  Mr.  Butler  elected  would  be  the  greatest  calam- 
ity that  could  happen. 

Q.  You  brought  that  feeling  to  bear  t — A.  I  went  through  and  can- 
vassed my  shop. 

Q.  You  saw  who  was  going  to  vote  for  Butler  and  who  was  not!— 
A.  Yes. 
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Q.  Yon  advised  them  all  to  vote  for  Talbot! — A.  I  don't  think  I  did, 
because  a  majority  of  them,  a  very  large  majority,  did  vote  for  Talbot, 
so  that  I  had  no  occasion  to  do  that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  before  canvass  your  shop  ! — A.  That  was  the  first 
time. 

Q.  What  was  it  that  stirred  you  npf— A.  I  was  stirred  up  long  before 
this  meeting  ever  occurred. 

Q.  Did  you  canvass  the  shop  before  the  meeting  ? — A.  Yes ;  ten  days 
before  the  meeting,  at  least  5  it  was  not  after  the  meeting  at  all. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  your  employes  !  You  expressed  your  friend- 
ship for  Talbot  and  undoubtedly  your  hostility  to  Butler  t — A.  I  pre- 
sume so. 

Q.  There  were  how  many  voters  among  them  f — A.  I  presume  twenty- 
five  to  thirty. 

Q.  How  many  Democrats  among  them  1 — A.  Among  those  in  my  em- 
ploy, I  suppose  ther«  were  very  few.  I  had  in  my  room  seven  men  who 
probably  were  Democrats.  I  didn't  know  their  names.  The  names  of 
all  the  men  there  were  not  upon  my  books.  A  number  of  the  men  iu 
my  factory  were  in  a  room  that  I  iet  out  to  a  party,  and  he  hired  the 
men.    I  do  not  know  what  the  names  of  the  men  were. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  of  the  men  in  your  employ  voted  the 
Democratic  ticket  t — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Of  what  nationality  were  they  ? — A.  A  very  few  Irish  and  some 
Swedes. 

Q.  Give  the  total  number  of  them. — A.  It  varied  according  to  the 
season.    When  busy  we  employ  as  many  sometimes  as  sixty. 

Q.  About  how  many  had  you  at  that  time! — A.  From  forty  to  fifty, 
I  should  judge. 

Q.  Of  the  voters  you  had  there  how  many  were  Irishmen! — A.  The 
larger  portion  of  the  Irishmen  were  not  in  my  em[>loy ;  they  were  iu 
the  employ  of  another  man. 

Q.  You  did  not  speak  of  them  among  those  of  whom  you  spoke 
first ! — A.  1  speak  only  of  thovse  who  were  in  my  employ. 

Q.  Had  you  Irishmen  there  ! — a.  Seven  oreight. 

Q.  How  many  had  you  iu  your  employ  ! — A.  I  cannot  tell  how  many 
there  were  in  my  employ. 

Q.  Were  there  any  whom  you  knew  to  be  Democrats  before  last 
fall ! — A.  No,  there  were  not,  that  is,  in  my  employ.  There  were  some 
Irishmen  there  who  were  in  the  employ  of  another  man. 

Q.  You  think  there  were  none  iu  your  employ  who  voted  the  Butler 
ticket ! — A.  I  don't  know  of  any. 

Q.  What  then  were  you  canvassing  your  shop  for! — A.  To  ascertain 
how  many  votes  I  could  count  that  Talbot  would  obtain. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  You  thought  the  election  of  1878  a  specially  important  election! — 
A.  Yes;  I  thought  so.  I  had  never  taken  any  part  iu  any  election  be- 
fore for  years.    This  one  I  thought  was  very  important. 


Samuel  Utlet  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  At  Worcester. 

Q.  What  position  did  you  hold  last  year  ! — A.  I  was  last  year  one  of 
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the  registrars  of  voters  in  the  city  of  Worcester.    I  am  one  of  tbe  judges 
of  theidistrict  conrt  there. 

Q.  A  witness  (Mr.  Plimpton,  I  think  it  was)  testified  that  he  knew  of 
two  hundred  cases  in  which  men  could  not  be  got  on  the  registry  by  the 
Democratic  committee,  who  were  registered  at  once  upon  their  applying 
through  the  Republican  headquarters.  Have  you  knowledge  of  any  dis- 
crimination having  been  made  in  the  registration  of  voters  as  against 
Democrats  1 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Of  whom  did  the  board  of  registration  consist? — A.  The  board  of 
registration  consisted  by  statute  of  the  city  clerk,  the  secretary  or  the 
clerk  of  the  assessors,  and  one  person  elected  by  the  city  council.  That 
was  myself,  I  being  elected  for  that  special  purpose.  Tbe  other  two 
held  their  positions  by  virtue  of  their  other  offices. 

Q.  State  how  the  registration  was  performed. — A.  My  duties  were  such 
that  I  did  not  have  as  much  to  do,  during  last  year  up  to  the  time  that  the 
preliminary  lists  were  posted,  as  had  Mr.  Towue  who  is  here.  I  was  in 
there  every  day  more  or  less,  but  did  not  take  so  active  a  part  as  he. 
Under  the  laws  of  Massachusetts  the  assessors  return  thpiir  books  to  us 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  us  to  make  the  voting  list.  They  furnish  us 
with  information ;  that  is  to  say,  we  copy  from  the  books  so  far  as  there  is 
anything  in  them  that  gives  us  information  as  to  the  voters.  We  have  a 
clerk  who  is  hired  from  year  to  year.  The  books  of  the  assessors  show,  in 
separate  columns,  where  the  man  lived  on  the  first  of  May  of  this  year,  for 
instance,  with  his  age,  occupation,  and  where  he  resided  last  year  on  the 
first  of  May.  One  person  takes  the  votinglist  of  last^^ear,  another  a  copy 
of  the  assessors'  books  (in  some  instances  the  original  when  we  cannot  get 
time  to  copy),  and  then  the  names  are  read  through.  If  a  name  aiipears 
to  be  correct  it  is  allowed  to  stand.  If  there  is  such  a  change  in  a  name 
that  we  cannot  identify  the  person  whom  it  purports  to  represent  we  make 
inquiries  for  information.  Many  persons  applied  to  us  to  be  left  off  be- 
cause of  a  change  of  residence  from  one  ward  to  another  during  the  year. 
If  a  man  changed  his  ward  during  the  year  and  his  name  appeared  upon 
the  report  of  the  assessor  for  that  ward  into  which  he  had  moved  we  put 
his  name  on;  if  he  was  not  known  to  the  assessor  we  left  his  name  off. 
Substantially,  unless  the  assessors  gave  us  information  in  a  case  of  a 
change  of  ward  we  had  no  means  of  knowing  that  a  new  man  was  the 
same  who  had  been  upon  the  list. 

Q.  Tour  duty  is  to  make  up  a  list  of  those  persons  who  you  find  to  be 
qualified  to  vote  and  none  others  t — A.  Yes.  We  ascertain  that  the  man 
paid  a  tax  in  the  preceding  year.  That  information  we  get  from  the 
treasurer's  book.  Those  who  have  paid  the  tax  are  qualified,  so  far  as 
that  is  concerned,  and  those  who  have  not  are  taken  off  the  list.  Tbe 
tax  for  the  present  year,  for  instance,  would  not  be  paid  at  the  time  of 
the  doing  of  our  work,  and  therefore  we  rely  upon  the  preceding  year's 
tax  payments.  Having  done  that,  the  lists  are  prepared  and  made  ready 
to  l>e  posted,  the  law  requiring  us  to  make  and  post  the  lists  a  certain 
number  of  days,  I  think  it  is  24  days,  before  the  election.  We  posted 
them  in  every  word  in  the  city,  and  also  published  the  full  list  with  a 
notice  requiring  the  people  who  were  upon  it  and  yet  qualified  to  vote  to 
come  in,  bring  their  papers,  and  establish  their  qualifications  before  the 
close  of  the  registration,  and  also  such  other  matters  as  were  required 
by  the  statute.  We  published  a  notice  in  two  papers  published  at  the 
time,  and  continued  the  publication  up  to  the  close  of  the  registration. 
In  addition  to  posting  the  full  list  in  every  ward,  we  posted  it  in  the  City 
Hall,  in  the  hall- way  which  runs  through  from  one  end  to  the  other.  I 
do  not  know  of  any  trouble  of  any  consequence  that  occurred  during  th^ 
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registration.  Ouce  iu  a  while  a  man  gets  a  little  oat  of  sorts,  bat  I  do 
not  recollect  a  case  in  which  we  failed  to  satisfy  the  man  himself  that  we 
had  treated  hiiu  fairly.  We  asked'  every  man  who  came  there  tb  find 
any  fault  to  give  us  a  statement  of  any  case  in  which  parties  had  been 
lett  off,  as  we  do  not  claim  and  have  not  claimed  that  we  might  not  have 
left  off  a  man  unknowingly.  Only  one  case  was  formally  called  to  our 
attention,  and  we  satisfied  the  party  by  turning  to  our  books  and  show- 
ing to  his  satisfaction  why  the  name  had  been  left  off'.  If  anybody  will 
come  here*and  give  the  name  of  a  man  who  was  left  off,  we  will  try  to 
satisfy  the  committee  that  there  was  a  good  excuse  for  it,  or  that  it  was 
one  of  a  small  number  which  might  have  been  left  off' through  oversight. 

Q.  Mr.  Plympton  testified  that  the  registrars  of  voters,  who  were  all 
Eepublicaus,  struck  from  the  list  5U0  names  of  Democratic  voters,  and 
put  every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  bringing  out  the  vote  of  the  Democratic 
party.  I  will  ask  you  the  question,  whether  there  was  any  discrimina- 
tion made,  on  account  of  politics,  in  striking  off  the  names  of  persons 
that  you  could  not  ascertain  to  be  those  of  voters! — A.  No,  sir.  We 
cared  nothing  whatever  about  their  politics. 

Q.  Mr.  Plympton  also  stated  in  substance  that  he  believed  the  board 
acted,  in  the  restoration  of  names,  upon  one  rule  when  Eepublicaus  were 
presented  for  registration,  and  upon  another  rule  when  Democrats  were 
presented  for  registration.  Is  that  true? — A.  We  did  not  act  upon  any 
different  rule.  We  had  one  role  to  apply  to  all.  We  started  upon  this 
theory,  that  when  a  man  seemed  to  be  of  full  age  and  of  common  sense, 
all  doubtful  questions  of  law  were  to  be  construed  in  his  favor.  In  order 
not  to  cut  him  off  from  the  right  to  vote,  that  is,  when  his  right  to  vote 
was  apparent,  we  construed  all  questions  in  his  favor.  We  did  not  have 
but  one  case,  as  far  as  I  know,  in  which  there  was  really  any.  serious 
question  as  to  the  right  of  the  party  to  be  registered.  In  one  or  two 
cases,  a  man  would  say  that  he  had  voted  in  such  a  town  on  his  father's 
naturalization  papors  and  that  the  papers  were  lost.  I  had  one  or  two 
cases  from  the  town  of  Milford,  I  think.  I  asked  the  party,  ^'  Do  you 
know  anybody  down  theref  He  replied,  "Yes,  I  know  such  and  such 
a  man,  who  is  a  Democrat."  I  told  him  '•  Very  well,  you  give  me  a  letter 
from  him  and  it  will  be  satisfactory.''  If  he  procured  a  letter  from  the 
l)Hrty,  or  ran  across  another  Milford  lawyer  who  was  also  a  Democrat 
and  got  a  letter  from  him,  we  pat  his  name  on.    That  was  our  system. 

Q.  Did  the  same  rule  apply  to  all,  without  regard  to  the  political  party 
to  which  ihey  belonged! — A.  To  all.  We  did  not  know,  iu  a  large  ma- 
jority of  cases,  what  the  politics  of  the  applicant  for  registration  were. 

Q.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Plympton  who  stated  that  he  tried  at  one  time  to 
get  the  name  of  a  person  registered  and  that  you  gave  him  some  curt 
answer,  that  you  would  take  care  of  the  business  of  registration,  or 
something  of  that  kind.  Do  you  remember  anything  of  that  kind  ! — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  persons  heard  before  you  in  behalf  of  applicants  for  regis- 
tration ! — A.  They  were,  if  such  persons  chose  to  come.  They  did  come 
in  a  ver}'  limited  number  of  cases.  The  statute  required  us  to  be  there 
for  a  limited  number  of  days,  but  we  have  the  office  opened  there  for 
so  many  hours  every  day,  and  some  one  was  there  to  attend  to  them  if 
they  came,  or  if  they  brought  their  friends. 

Q.  Did  you  rofuse  to  hear  anybody  who  came  in  a  respectful  man- 
ner ? — A.  We  did  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  required  men  who  were  naturalized  citizens  to  produce  before 
jou  their  naturalization  papers  in  all  cases  ! — A.  Ye^t,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  it  make  any  differeDce  whether  the  man  had  voted  in  the  pre- 
cinct a  year  before  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  if  he  could  show  that  he  had  been  on  the 
voting  list  in  the  preceding  year,  we  did  not  require  it. 

Q.  Did  yon  make  any  difficulty  in  cases  in  which  men  of  foreign  birth 
who  came  here  under  age  were  naturalized  by  their  fathers  having  been 
naturalized  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  "  any  difficulty." 

Q.  Did  you  not  require  the  production  of  the  naturalization  papers  of 
the  father  in  cases  such  as  those! — A.  As  far  as  they  could  get  them. 
No  person  who  could  not  produce  satisfactory  evidence,  as  far  as  I 
know,  was  allowed  to  register.    There  was  one  exception,  where 

Q.  Was  there  any  case  in  which  you  required  a  man  who  had  been 
born  in  this  country  to  produce  his  father-s  naturalization  papers  f — A. 
Born  here  t  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  certain  of  that  t— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  hold  the  rule,  then,  which  they  held  in  Plymouth 
and  require  a  man  (>orn  in  this  country  of  alien  parents  to  produce  his 
father's  naturalization  papers  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  understand  that 
the  statute  requires  it.  The  principal  trouble  they  made  was  on  the 
reading  and  writing  clause,  and  that  clause  we  applied  to  everybody. 
We  applied  it  to  a  young  man  who  was  in  the  office  with  me  at  the  time, 
and  applied  it  to  some  ministers  there  whom  some  of  us  had  heard 
preach.  In  one  case,  a  man  whom  I  did  not  know,  who  was  a  stranger, 
nudertook  to  vote  on  the  theory,  as  I  will  call  it,  that  his  father  having 
been  naturalized  that  gave  him  the  right  to  vote,  but  did  not  produce 
any  evidence.  I  asked  him  to  give  some  statement,  and  said  I  did  not 
kuow  how  we  were  going  to  apply  the  rule  without  the  evidence,  when 
be  got  mad  about  it  and  went  off.  An  affidavit  in  the  case  came  in  after- 
wanls,  and  that  was  the  end  of  that.  All  parties  who  came  there  with 
an  apparent  right  to  vote  were  entitled  to  vote. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  everybody  entitled  to  vote  who  offered  to  vote 
was  registered  and  did  votef — A.  I  do  not  know  how  many  were  enti- 
tled to  vote — whether  they  were  in  fact  entitled  or  not  was  a  matter  for 
them;  everybody  who  furnished  us  with  suitable  evidence  of  his  right 
was  allowed  to  vote.  I  may  say,  further,  as  the  question  has  been  raised 
about  all  the  members  of  the  board  being  Republicans,  that  two  of 
them  held  their  places  by  virtue  of  having  been  elected  to  other  offices. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  serious  complaint,  at  the  time,  that  your  board 
had  not  discharged  its  duty  with  impartiality  ? — A.  No,  sir;  we  had  no 
complaint  at  the  time.  We  had  a  little  difficulty  with  the  Butler  men, 
who  got  a  little  stirred  up  when  we  asked  them  to  give  us  any  cases  of 
illegalities  and  said  we  would  satisfy  them  in  regard  to  such  cases. 
They  did  so  in  one  case,  and  we  satisfied  them. 


Enoch  H.  Towne  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  Worcester. 

Q.  Did  you  hold  any  position  in  connection  with  the  board  of  regis- 
tration last  fall  at  Worcester! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  it !— A.  1  was  one  of  the  registrars,  and,  by  vote  of  the 
board,  was  chosen  chairman. 

Q.  You  were  one  of  the  registrars  by  virtue  of  what  office! — A.  By- 
holding  the  office  of  city  clerk. 

24  BOS 
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Q.  Of  whom  did  the  board  of  registratiou  consist  f — A.  Last 
consisted  of  Mr.  Utley,  Mr.  Houghton,  who  was  secretary  of  the 
of  assessors,  and  myself. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  board  of  registratiou  in  1876!— 
sir ;  there  was  no  board.    This  board  was  created  by  a  special 
in  1877. 

Q.  Mr.  Plymptou  gave  the  members  of  the  board  as  Mr.  UtI 
Olark,  and,  he  thought,  Mr.  Ely  ! — A.  Mr.  Clark  was  choseu  se 
of  the  board  of  assessors  in  the  month  of  March,  1877.  Thi8  h 
passed  some  time  after  that,  and  Mr.  Clark,  being  secretary 
board,  would  have  been  a  member,  but  he  resigned,  and  Mr.  Ho 
was  chosen  in  his  place.  Mr.  Clark  did  not  resign  his  place  ant 
time  in  the  month  of  September,  by  which  time  we  had  perhaps 
little  something  in  registering. 

Q.  There  had  been  a  registration  ? — A.  There  was  a  registra 
1877  and  1878. 

Q.  Were  you  on  the  board  both  years  1 — A-  I  was. 

Q.  It  is  charged  that  the  board  of  registration  left  off  the  n; 
500  Democrats.  I  wish  to  inquire  of  you  whether  any  discrim 
was  made  by  leaving  off  the  names  of  Democrats? — A.  None  wb 

Q.  Can  you  say  that  there  was  no  discrimination  made  in  lea* 
names  T — A.  I  can't  say.  There  were  six  hundred  names  lett 
non-payment  of  taxes  or  for  not  being  taxed  in  1877. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  this:  whether  any  partiality  wat 
in  favor  of  the  Republicans  as  against  the  Democrats. — A.  Non 
ever. 

Q.  Did  you  have  rules  by  which  your  registratiou  was  govei 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  relaxation  of  those  rules  in  favor  of  Repo 
and  firm  adherence  to  them  in  the  cases  of  Democrats! — A.  Nc 
knowledge. 

Q.  It  is  said  that  the  Democratic  committee  tried  to  get  nam 
the  registration  list  and  were  refused;  that  afterwards  the 
whose  names  had  thus  been  refused,  having  been  sent  over  to 
publican  headquarters,  were  brought  to  the  board  by  Bepublica 
then  registered  without  much  examination  of  their  cases.  Do  yo 
anything  of  that! — A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it.  I  don' 
that  there  was  any  such  case. 

Q.  When  a  man  was  brought  in  by  the  Republican  commit 
there  any  less  caution  or  examination  than  there  was  when  a  n 
brought  in  by  the  Democratic  committee! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there,  so  far  as  you  know,  any  charge  of  nnfairnesi 
time! — A.  Except  in  one  instance;  that  was  a  case  in  which,  u 
asking  a  man  who  came  in  to  register,  in  relation  to  his  qualif 
to  vote,  he  showed  me  papers  which  he  had  from  California  pur 
to  show  that  he  had  been  a  resident  of  California  and  had  vote< 
This  was  in  October.  I  asked  him  where  he  got  those  papers, 
stated  that  he  had  brought  them  with  him.  Upon  my  question 
further  he  said  that  he  had  come  to  the  State  ten  months  be 
told  him  that  he  could  not  vote  in  the  State,  as  it  was  required 
should  be  a  resident  for  a  year  before  voting.  He  went  away  ai 
ently  came  back  with  another  gentleman,  when  I  declined  to 
name  on.  After  a  while  he  again  returned,  bringing  an  aflSda^ 
he  had  been  in  the  State  a  year.  I  again  declined  to  put  his  m 
and  told  him  that  I  would  see  about  it.  After  that,  I  sent  thi 
tive  of  the  city  to  hunt  the  matter  up.     He  went  to  the  house 
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the  man  boarded  aud  reported  .that  the  people  thore  stated  that  the 
man  had  come  there  on  the  previous  15th  day  of  December.  That  was 
the  only  case  of  which  I  recollect  where  any  complaint  was  made. 

Q.  Mr.  Plympton  said  that  the  Democrats  had  tried  in  vain  to  get  a 
representation  upon  the  board  of  registration.  Of  whon)  does  the  board  of 
registration  consist! — A.  It  consists  of  the  city  clerk,  the  secretary  of 
the  board  of  assessors  ex  officio^  iaimX  one  member  elected  by  the  city 
conncil. 

Q.  Then  the  only  chance  for  the  Democrats  was  in  the  election  by 
the  city  council,  unless  they  carried  the  election  for  assessor! — A.  So 
far  as  the  election  of  Mr.  Utley  is  concerned  the  board  of  aldermen,  at 
the  time  of  his  election,  was  composed  of  seven  Republicans  and  one 
Democrat,  and  the  common  conncil  of  nine  Democrats  (one  of  whom  I 
think  I  may  call  an  Independent)  and  fourteen  Republicans.  The  elec; 
tion  took  place  first  in  the  board  ot  aldermen,  who  chose  a  Democrat, 
he  having  seveii  votes  and  Mr.  Dtley  one  vote.  They  sent  his  name  to 
the  common  conncil  for  concurrence,  when  he  did  not  receive  a  vote. 

Q.  The  common  council  voted  unanimously  against  the  Democrat  who 
had  been  selected  by  the  board  of  aldermen  ! — A.  They  did  not  vote  for 
him. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Worcester! — A.  Nineteen  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  von  held  the  office  of  city  clerk ! — A.  Since  Janu 
ary,  1877. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Ton  area  Republican,  of  course! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  board  of  registry  was  entirely  Republican  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  was  no  Democratic  representation  on  the  board  of  registry! 
— A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  political  complexion  of  the  city  council  which  chose 
the  name  of  the  Democrat  for  the  board  of  registration  ! — A.  The  board 
of  aldermen  was  composed  of  seven  Republicans  and  one  Democrat  and 
the  common  council  of  nine  Democrats,  one  Independent,  and  fourteen 
Republicans.  Mr.  Utley  was  not  elected  at  the  first  election.  The  com- 
mon council  then  elected  a  man  by  the  name  of  Laselle  and  sent  the 
name  to  the  board  of  aldermen,  who  non-concurred  in  their  selection  ; 
aud  at  the  subsequent  meeting  Mr.  Utley  was  elected,  he  receiving,  in 
the  lK>ard  of  aldermen,  four  votes  to  three,  and  in  the  conimon  conncil, 
twelve  out  of  twenty-three.  • 

Q.  Was  the  man  who  "was  voted  for  by  the  eleven  of  the  twenty-three 
a  Democrat  or  a  Republican  ! — A.  They  split;  they  did  not  all  throw 
their  votes  together. 

Q.  Was  it  a  local  dispute! — A.  I  think  not.  Mr.  Utley  got  twelve 
votes,  the  Democrat  got  seven,  and  there  were  scattering  votes. 

Adjourned. 


Boston,  Aug.  20,  1879. 
Lemuel  Bradford  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  Plymouth. 
Q.  What  was  your  official  position  in  connection  witli  the  elections 
lantyear  in  Plymouth  f — A.  1  was  one  of  the  selectmen. 
Q.  As  such  had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  receiving  of  votes  in 
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November! — A.  I  did  not  act  at  the  election,  on  election  day,  becau** 
my  business  called  me  another  way  on  that  day 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  the  case  of  Albert  Hedge  !— A.  Ima 
him  one  day  on  the  street  in  the  early  part  of  October,  when  he  said  b' 
was  going  to  move  to  Boston,  and  asked  me  it'  that  would  hinder hifl 
from  voting  at  Plymouth.  I  told  him  it  certainly  would,  fie  said b' 
would  be  ready  to  move  about  the  middle  of  October.  I  said  to  hiop 
"  Why  don't  you  wait  till  the  first  ol*  November  before  yoa  move,  i 
you  don't  want  to  lose  your  vote?"  He  replied,  "  1 've  got  ready t> 
move  and  I  shall  move."  I  met  him  after  he  had  moved,  I  donoti6 
member  the  day,  but  it  was  from  about  the  middle  to  the  20th  of  October 

Q.  Proceed. — A.  When  we  bad  a  meeting  of  the  selectmen,  I  informed 
them  that  he  had  moved  to  Boston,  and  his  name  was  stricken  fromUH 
registration  list,  and  also  from  the  list  of  voters. 

Q.  Was  it  restored,  and  did  he  vote  t — A.  I  did  not  see  him  vote,  ba 
I  was  :old  by  good  authority  that,  on  that  Tuesday  morning  of  the  elei 
tion,  he  came  from  Boston  with  his  family,  that  the  other  four  selee 
men,  after  his  vote  being  challenged,  and  after  there  being  some  coi 
versation,  put  his  name  upon  the  voting  list,  and  that  he  voted. 

Q.  Does  his  family  live  in  Plymouth  now  t — A.  No,  sir;  in  Boston. 

Q.  Was  there  any  change  of  residence  back  to  Plymouth  ! — A.  No,  si 

Q.  What  was  Mr.  Hedge's  business  heret — A.  He  was  in  the  Bost( 
custom  house. 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  Boston  custom-house  before  he  left  Plymouth! 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  decision  of  your  board  with  regard  to  the  registr 
tion  ol  young  men  of  foreign  parentage  born  within  the  State!— 
The  chairman  of  the  board  got  an  opinion  from  Judge  Davis  aud  51 
Lord ;  they  gave  it  as  tlieir  opinion  that  such  persons  could  not  vc 
unless  they  were  naturalized.  Having  that  opinion  from  the  two  )a 
yers,  the  board  voted  not  to  put  the  names  upon  the  registry. 

Q.  When  was  that  decision  reversed  f — A.  I  think  on  the  Saturdi 
or  Monday  beftire  the  election. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

State  your  politics. — A.  I  am  a  Democrat  from  the  start. 

Q.  Are  you  the  chairman  of  the  Democratic  county  committee  of  PI 
mouth  f — A.  1  am  not  now. 

Q»  You  have  been  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Hedge,  you  thought  he  ought  not  to  vote,  t 
cause  he  had,  as  you  understood,  removed  his  family  to  Boston  f— . 
Because  he  had  gone  to  housekeeping  there. 

Q.  The  other  four  members  of  the    board  thought  that,  for  8oi 
reason,  he  ought  to  vote,  and  let  him  vote! — A.  No;  they  thou)(ht 
course  if  he  had  moved  his  family  and  gone  to  Boston,  be  was  not  e 
titled  to  vote,  and  his  name  was  stricken  from  the  voting-list. 

Q.  But,  as  you  understand,  they  considered  his  case  on  election  da, 
and  allowed  him  to  vote  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  evidence  came  before  them,  you  do  not  know  f — A.  No,  si 
only  by  hearsay. 
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Charlks  H.  ("hask  sworn  and  examined. 

I        Bv  Mr.  PlatT  : 

t 

[^  Question    Where  do  you  revside  f — Answer.  In  Manchaug. 

r  Q.  What  is  3'oar  business  ! — A.  Bookkeeper. 

Q.  For  what  establishment? — A.  The  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Com- 

Iteny. 

Q.  The  Manchaug  Mannfacturing  Company   is  a  corporation? — A. 

Q.  By  whom  is  it  owned? — A.  By  B.  Tl,  and  R.  Knight,  and  Lewis 
^xter. 

Q.  Wheri'  do  they  reside! — A.  In  Providence. 

Q.  Who  is  the  manager  of  the  corporation,  resident  in  Manchaug? — 
.  Mr.  Rohert  McArthur. 

Q.  Who  is  president  of  the  corporation,  if  there  is  one? — A.  I  think 
at  i'.  B.  Knight  is  president. 
Q.  Do  the  Knights  and  Mr.  Dexter  visit  the  corporation  works  often  ? — 

Mr.  Dexter  visits  them  once  a  week  ;  the  others  come  once  in  two  or 
ree  months,  ()erha()S. 

5.  They  are  all  residents  of  Rhode  Island  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 
^    Hi»w  long  have  you    been    bookkeeper  there  f — A.  I  have  been 
*re  six  years 

5.  What  are  your  politics  ? — A.  At  the  present  time,  R»'publican. 
5.  What  have  l)een  your  politics  in  times  past? — A.  Previous  to  the 
^r  I  was  a  Democrat. 

8-  Dave  you  heeu  an  active  Republican  since  you  have  been  a  Re- 
hhc^an  ! — A.  I  presume  they  would  call  it  so. 

Q.  Do  yon  hold  any  office  in  the  town  of  Sutton  ? — A.  I  am  one  of 
5  assessors. 

Q.  That  is  an  elective  office,  is  it  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
IJ.  How  long  have  you  held  that  office? — A.  Four  or  five  years;  I 
ink  five  years. 

Q.  State  the  number  of  adult  males  employed  by  the  corporation  of 
nch  yon  are  bookkeeper,  as  nearly  as  you  can  give  it. — A.  One  hun- 
ed  and  fifty. 

Q.  How  many  of  them  are  voters? — A.  I  think  about  one  hundred  of 
one  employed  in  the  mill. 

Q.  What  are  their  politics? — A.  A  majority  ot  them  are  Democrats,  1 
ink.  I  might  correct  that;  I  think  that  perhaps  two-thirds  of  them 
re  Demo<!rats. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  at  the  election  of  November,  1878,  when 
^neral  Butler  ran  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  there  at  the  polls  ? — A.  I  held  ballots  and  dis- 
ribnte<l  ballots,  some. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  distribute  ballots? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  dis- 
nbot^d  more  than  perhaps  25  or  30.  I  furnished  the  ballots  to  the 
ballot  distributers  in  packages  of  25  or  30  at  a  time. 

Q.  You  had  charge  of  all  the  Republican  ballots  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  the  men  vote;  with  sealed  ballots  or  with  open  ballots  ? — 
A.  1  think  they  were  about  equally  divided,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect. 
^  Jrreat  many  voted  open  ballots,  and  a  great  many  sealed  ballots. 

Q.  Flow  near  the  ballot- box  did  you  stand? — A.  From  eight  to  ten 
'"^t,  |)erhaps,  away  from  the  ballot-box. 

Q-  U  is  said  that  some  benches  were  put  up  between  the  ballot  box 
and  where  the  people  had  to  pass? — A.  Two  settees  were  put  in  front 
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of  the  ballot-box  in  order  to  keep  the  crowd  away,  so  that  thev 
could  pas8  in  at  one  end  and  out  at  the  other. 

Q.  Was  that  an  unusual  thing  on  election,  day  f — A.  No,  sir; 
has  always  been  so. 

Q.  So  far  a**  you  know,  is  that  arrangement  followed  in  other  to 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  to  keep  the  crowds  from  flocking  in  upon  those  who  vo 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  for  the  same  purpose  that  the  railing  is  put  up  here, 
dicating  a  railing  in  the  committee  room.] 

Q.  It  is  said  that  you  exercised  an  undue  influence  upon  the 
in  the  factory  ;  will  you  state  how  that  was  f — A.  I  do  not  think 
exchanged  words  half  a  dozen  times  with  our  men  in  our  village, 
not  think  that  I  make  a  practice  of  it  among  our  men,  but  there 
few  men  there  with  whom  I  do  sometimes  talk  politics. 

Q.  What  are  they  ?^A.  Democrats  and  Republicans  both. 

Q.  Did  you  practice  any  act  of  coercion  or  intimidation  or  ui 
pressure  upon  the  voters  in  that  establishment! — A.  Not  thai 
aware  of ;  not  the  slightest. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know  did  you  persuade  anybody  to  vote  the  1 
lican  ticket  or  for  Mr.  Talbot  against  his  wishes  or  his  judgment  t 
did  not.  The  only  solicitation  that  I  made  that  day,  I  think  tl 
only  thing  that  I  did,  was  this,  to  assist  Mr.  Rice,  the  Democrat! 
didate  for  Representative  here  from  Boston.  1  did  solicit  a  few  vo 
him  that  day.  I  did  ask  some  of  our  men  to  vote  for  him  if  the} 
consistently. 

Q.  You  wanted  him  elected  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

,  Q.  It  is  said  that  you  watched  the  men  vote,  and  that  they  v 
fear  by  reason  of  your  watching.  Is  there  anything  in  that? — I 
not  think  that  that  is  so.  I  do  not  think  there  can  be  a  mau 
there  who  will  acknowledge  that  as  a  fact. 

Q.  Did  you  watch  the  men  vote  ! — A.  No,  I  did  not  watch  tin 
ing,  or  the  manner  in  which  they  voted.    I  stood  there  at  the 
they  passed  through,  in  order  to  give  the  name  to  the  town  clei 
to  assist  him  in  the  checking  of  the  list,  so  that  they  could  not 
up  there. 

Q.  You  were  chairman  of  the  assessors! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  as  such  you  had  something  to  do  with  the  vote  ! — A.  N 

at  all. 

Q.  The  selectmen  do  the  business  in  town! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  your  business  to  furnish  the  selectmen  with  the  lis 
No. 

Q.  I  was  mistaken  as  to  that.  It  is  said,  too,  that  you  brouj 
men  there  in  teams,  or  caused  them  to  be  brought  there  in  team 
the  manufacturing  establishment.  How  far  is  the  establishmei 
the  polls! — A.  It  is  about  five  miles. 

Q.  How  were  the  men  taken  to  the  polls  I — A.  Our  teams  alwa; 
them  there  irrespeirtive  of  party,  whoever  wants  to  go. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  unusual  in  the  election  in  November,  1 
that  respect! — A.  There  was  not. 

Q.  It  becomes  a  necessity  for  somebody  to  provide  teams  ? — I 
sir ;  they  are  situated  so  far  from  the  polling  place  that  very  few  o 
would  go,  if  obliged  to  walk. 

Q.  You  say  they  arecarrieil  irrespective  of  their  politics!--A. 
iri  espec  ive  of  their  politics. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  refuse  to  take  a  Democrat? — A.  Never  in  the 

Q.  It  is  said  that,  as  you  stood  there  at  the  entrance  to  the  \h)\ 


INTIMIDATION    AND    FRAUD    IN    MASSACHUSETTS.  375 

man  passed  alons:  with  a  Talbot  ticket,  you  said  *'  That's  all  right,  go 
ahead ;"  ami  it*  with  a  Butler  ticket,  yon  said,  in  some  instances,  "  Here, 
yon  don't  want  to  vote  that  ticket,"  and  put  another  in  the  man's  hand. 
Was  there  anything  of  that  sort! — A.  Nothing  of  the  kind.  I  have 
offered  tickets  as  they  passed  along.  The  chairman  of  the  Democratic 
committee  stood  beside  me  and  held  his  ballots  out,  and  I  held  out 
mine,  and  they  could  take  which  they  chose,  or  one  of  each. 

Q.  It  was  said  by  some  witness  (Terrence  Kennedy,  I  think  it  was) 
that  you  had  been  in  the  habit  of  voting  men  there  who  had  no  right  to 
vote,  who  were  unnaturalized,  or  who  were  not  domiciled  in  the  place, 
or  were  not  of  age.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  a  case  such  as  any  of 
those! — A.  Not  in  the  least.  They  would  have  to  qualify  themselves, 
of  course,  before  the  board  of  selectmen. 

Q.  Some  witness  has  said  that  you  brought  the  men  up  in  teams, 
voted  them,  and  then  paid  their  liquor  bills  when  they  went  back.  Is 
there  anything  in  that! — A.  About  five  years  ago.  I  think  it  was,  going 
Lome  one  stormy  day,  I  stopped  in  the  hotel  in  West  Sutton  and  found 
Kennedy  there.  I  think  it  very  likely  I  treated  him ;  perhaps  I  got  a 
cigar  there  and  treated  a  few,  perhaps  eight  or. ten;  not  more  than  that. 

Q.  Is  that  all  that  there  is  to  it ! — A.  That  is  all  that  there  is  to  it. 

Q.  It  is  said,  also,  that  you  took  out  $2.*40  poll-tax! — A.  Their  poll- 
tax  is  $2,  and  their  school  district  tax  was  40  cents,  which  amounted  to 
$2.40. 

Q.  So  that  you  took  out  the  poll  and  school  district  taxes! — ^A.  Yes, 
sir.  All  those  taxes  are  on  one  tax  bill.  It  was  at  their  request  that  I 
did  that. 

Q.  That  was  all  regular,  and  that  is  all  that  there  was  to  it ! — A.  Cer- 
tainly.    They  requested  me  to  do  it  in  the  majority  of  cases. 

Q.  Are  the  hands  in  that  establishment  free  to  talk  politics  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  they  talk  politics? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  the  Democrats  in  the  establishment  talk  politics! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  Democrats  in  the  establishment  who  occupy  po- 
sitions on  the  Democratic  town  committee*,  or  who  take  an  active  inter- 
est in  Democratic  politics! — A.  Yes, sir;  we  have  some  there  who  take 
an  active  interest  in  it. 

Q.  Who! — A.  Mr.  Stevens  is  one.  I  think  he  was  a  member  of  the 
Democratic  committee  one  year. 

Q.  How  are  your  overseers,  politically! — A.  About  equally  divided, 
I  think. 

Q.  Are  the  Democratic  overseers  at  liberty  to  talk  with  the  help  on 
political  subjects! — A.  I  suppose  so;  I  know  nothing  to  the  contrary. 
They  are  at  perfect  liberty  to  talk  politics  in  any  way  they  desire,  so  far 
as  I  know. 

Q.  A  considerable  number  of  your  employes  are  Frenchmen,  are  they 
not ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  guess  over  one-half. 

Q.  I  understand  that  special  efforts  were  made  by  the  Democrats  to 
reach  that  class  of  voters  by  having  French  speakers  there.  Is  that 
true  ! — A.  They  had  a  French  speaker  there. 

Q.  Was  anything  done  by  the  corporation,  by  you,  or  by  anybody 
connected  with  the  corporation  to  prevent  Democratic  politicians  from 
urging,  talking  with,  addressing,  and  endeavoring  to  persuade  the 
hands  in  the  shop  ! — A.  not  the  least  thing. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Charles  Smith! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  has  been  testified,  I  think,  that  you  took  an  envelope  out  of  his 
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baud  and  gave  him  another.    Do  you  remember  anything  aboQt  that? 
— A.  I  brought  an  affidavit  from  him. 

Q.  State  the  fact  yourself. — A.  No,  sir;  there  was  nothing  of  the  kind 
done.  He  was  one  of  those  men  who,  of  course,  in  pas'^-in*^  up  to  the 
polls,  took  a  ballot  from  me.  I  think  he  had  a  Democratic  ballot  in  his 
band  at  the  time.    I  do  not  know  how  the  man  voted. 

Q.  Did  you  take  it  away  from  him  ? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  to  him  when  you  gave  him  the  ballot  t — A. 
I  might  have  said  "  There's  a  pretty  good  man.  Vote  for  him  if  you 
can.'' 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  that  he  must  vote  it? — A.  !N'ot  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  any  of  your  hands  that  they  must  vote  so? — A. 
Never  in  the  world. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Charles  Bell  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Joseph  G^ear  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Joseph  Geear,  jr.  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Qk  Do  you  know  James  Seymour  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  stated  here  that  they  told  somebody,  or  that  they  heard  some- 
body tell  somebody  else  that  they  would  have  to  vote  as  you  dictated, 
else  they  would  lose  their  places.  Had  you  dictated  to  somebody  or  did 
you  dictate  to  them  how  they  should  vote? — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  in  any  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  intimation  or  other- 
wise, give  your  employes  to  understand  that  they  must  vote  against 
Butler  ? — A.  Never  in  the  world,  never. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Terrauce  Kennedy  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  did  not  work  in  your  establishment? — A.  He  worked  there 
about  three  years  ago.   He  has  not  worked  for  us  for  about  three  years. 

Q.  He  lived  in  one  of  the  houses  of  the  corporation  ! — A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  It  is  stated  that  you  gave  him  notice  to  leave  just  before  the  elec- 
tion and  had  some  words  with  him.  Give  the  facts  in  relation  to  that  mat- 
ter.— A.  He  was  occupying  one  of  our  best  tenements  in  the  village,  and 
we  were  very  short  of  tenements.  I  told  Mr.  McArthur  repeatedly  that 
we  ought  to  have  eight  or  ten  more  tenements;  that  it>  would  be  a 
great  accommodation  to  us  i£  we  had  them.  In  looking  over  the  names 
I  came  acl'oss  his  name,  where  he  bad  only,  one  child  at  work  in  the 
mill.  It  is  my  custom  to  notify  them  to  move  when  they  have  not  the 
proper  kind  of  help  in  the  mill.  I  sent  him  notice  that  he  must  give 
up  his  tenement.  I  thought  it  was  rather  a  foolish  act  at  that  time, 
and  I  told  Mr.  McArthur  so,  that  I  thought  I  ought  not  to  have  done  it  un- 
til after  the  election,  for  Kennedy  might  make  capital  out  of  it.  How- 
ever, Mr.  McArthur  said  that  as  the  notice  had  gone  it  was  well 
enough  as  it  was,  and  to  let  it  rest  there.  Kennedy  made  a  great  deal 
of  talk  at  that  time,  so  much  that  he  made  it  very  annoying  for  us ;  but 
I  cannot  recollect  what  his  conversation  was. 

Q.  He  carries  the  idea  in  his  testimony  that  Mr.  Waters  had  been  up 
to  see  him  on  political  matters,  had  called  at  his  house  some  time  in  the 
afternoon  of  this  day;  that  you  found  out  that  he  was  aiding  Mr. 
Waters  and  the  Democratic  party ;  and  that  you  sent  him  a  notice  im- 
mediately for  that  reason.  Is  there  anything  in  that? — A.  I  did  not 
know  the  fact  of  Mr.  Waters'  being  there. 

Q.  Had  Kennedy's  politics  anything  whatever  to  do  with  your  giving 
bim  the  notice? — A.  Not  a  particle.  He  had  occupied  one  of  our  best 
tenements  for  about  three  years  with  scarcely  any  one  at  work  in  the 
mill. 

Q.  Did  you  want  those  tenements  for  your  employes? — A.  We  did. 
We  had  expected  that  Kennedy  would  move.    He  was  talking  about 
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moving;  had  been  talking  about  it  for  a  year  or  more,  and  we  thought 
we  would  let  the  matter  rest  and  let  him  move  himself. 

Q.  Did  yon,  at  the  time  you  gave  him  f^he  notice,  know  that  Kennedy 
was  active  or  waa  likely  to  be  active  in  politics  for  Mr.  Butler  f — A.  I 
presume  I  knew  that  fact  at  the  time. 

Q;  But  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  your  giving  him  the  notice? — A. 
l^othing. 

Q.  Mr.  Kennedy  says  that  he  had  some  conversation  with  .you  ;  that 
he  wanted  to  stay  there  until  after  the  election ;  that  you  got  violent 
and  said  he  should  not;  that  he  wanted  to  know  if  he  had  any  rights, 
and  that  you  told  him,  ^^Not  a  God  damned  right."  Do  you  remember 
any  conversation  of  that  sort  ? — A.  He  came  up  to  my  house  on  the  next 
Sunday  morning — I  think  it  was  the  next  day  after  I  sent  him  the  notice 
to  move,  but  I  may  have  sent  him  that  on  either  Saturday  or  Friday. 
£e  came  up  to  my  house  on  Sunday  about  nine  o'clock  and  staid  until 
eleven.  H4»  acted  very  strangely.  I  was  very  anxious  to  go  to  church 
^^itb  my  wife,  but  he  staid  around  there  and  kept  this  talk  going, 
finally  he  said,  "Damnetl  if  I  am  going  to  move  any  way.''  *'Now,'^ 
Baid  I,  "I  think  you  will."  ''Well,"  he  replied,  "damned  if  I  will;  I 
bave  had  counsel  on  it  and  I  shan't  move."  As  near  as  I  can  recollect 
it,  he  said,  "Haven't  I  any  rights  at  allt"  I  replied,  "Yes,  you  have 
Tights,  and  the  man  who  owns  the  property  has  rights."  I  told  him 
that,  as  I  understood  the  law,  a  man  could  not  be  removed  in  seven 
ciays  from  his  tenement — no,  I  don't  know  whether  I  made  that  remark 
or  not,  I  don't  think  I  did;  but  I  know  that  he  annoyed  me  exceedingly 
by  remaining  there  so  long  when  I  was  anxious  to  go  to  church  with 
my  wife. 

Q.  Did  he  annoy  you  by  his  conversation  that  morning  ? — A.  He  did. 
Q.  Was  his  language  respectful  f — A.  A  portion  was  and  a  portion,  I 
suppose,  was  rather  excited,  the  same  as  my  own. 

y.  You  had  a  large  number  of  Democrats  in  your  employ  who  occu- 
pied your  houses,  I  presume! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  give  notice  to  any  one  of  them  to  leave,  I  presume! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  anybody  ever  discharged  from  your  mill  tor  voting  for  But- 
ler!— A.  Never. 

Q.  In  all  that  you  did  in  elections  iind  in  reference  to  elections,  did 
you  act  with  any  concert  with  your  employers! — A.  Not  at  all,  that  I 
know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  are  the  politics  of  the  owners  of  the  mills  f — 
A.  I  do  not. 
Q.  They  are  not  residents  of  Manchaug  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Did  they  ever  tell  you  what  their  politics  were! — A.  I  don't  know 
that  I  ever  exchanged  a  word  with  them  on  the  subject. 
Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Frank  Kennedy  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  He  states  that  in  the  barber  shop,  one  time,  he  heard  the  barber 
say  he  was  going^  to  vote  for  Butler  and  that  Mr.  (3hase  said  he  had 
better  not,  if  he  knew  which  side  his  bread  was  buttered  on.     Do  you 
remember  any  circumstance  such  as  that! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Who  is  the  barl)er  ! — A.  There  is  a  barber  by  the  name  of  Stevens 
and  one  named  Brothers. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  say  to  any  operative  in  the  mill,  or  to  any  one  de- 
pendent upon  the  mill  for  support,  that  be  had  better  not  vote  for  But- 
ler if  he  knew  which  side  his  bread  was  buttered  on! — A.  Never  in  the 
world. 
Q.  This  Frank  Kennedy  states  that  he  heard  a  mill  operative  of  the 
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Manchaug  Company,  John  Stevens,  say  that  he  could  get  $10  for  voting 
for  Talbot,  and  that  if  he  did  so  he  would  have  work  all  winter.  Do 
you  know  John  Stevens? — A.  I  know  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  given  to  understand  that  his  work 
for  the  winter  depended  on  his  voting  against  Butler  for  or  Talbot? — 
A.  Not  at  all.  He  worked  there  about  two  or  three  months.  1  think 
it  was  about  two  or  three  mouths  ago  that  he  moved  away. 

Q.  Of  his  own  accord  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Kennedy  says  that  this  man  Stevens  was  upon  a  voting  list  in 
Killingly,  Connecticut.  Do  you  know  anything  about  that  ! — A.  I  do 
not. 

Q.  Did  you  put  any  pressure  (I  will  use  that  word)  upon  your  hands 
or  upon  any  in  the  mills  to  make  them  vote  as  you  wanted  to  have  them 
vote  ? — A.  Not  the  slightest. 

Mr.  Platt.  You  have  perhaps  read  the  testimony  over  as  reported, 
and  it  may  be  fresh  in  your  mind.  If  there  is  any  other  thing  that  yon 
wish  to  speak  of  here  in  relation  to  this,  you  may  speak  of  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  it  on  tbe  day  that  Mr.  Eli  Thayer  was  to  speak  in  Manchaug 
that  Mr.  Kennedy  was  notified  to  leave  his  tenement? — A.  I  could  not 
tell  you. 

Q.  Mr.  Thayer  did  speak  there  about  that  time  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  did 
speak  there. 

Q.  Where  did  he  speak  ? — A.  He  spoki*  down  in  Coggeshall's. 

Q.  In  the  barn  ? — A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  The  hall  was  refused  to  him  ? — A.  The  hall  was  refused  to  Mr. 
Waters. 

Q.  Mr.  Thayer  was  there,  and  you  knew  tbat  fact? — A.  That  I  don't 
know.     I  had  no  conversation  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  The  Republican  candidate  had  spoken  in  the  hsill  there  the  week 
before? — A.  He  had  spoken  there;  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  the 
week  before  or  not. 

Q.  Minstrel  troupes  were  in  the  habit  of  performing  in  the  hall  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  the  occasion  here  spoken  of  was  the  hall  engaged  ? — A.  It  was 
not  engaged. 

Q.  The  hall  is  owned  by  the  corporation  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  the  Frenchman  spoke? — A.  Not  of  my  own 
knowledge.    I  think  he  spoke  in  the  barn  also. 

Q.  The  Frenchman  did  talk  to  the  French  employes  in  French  ? — A. 
He  did ;  I  so  understood  it.    In  fact,  I  was  out  of  the  village  then. 

Q.  Was  that  on  the  Saturday  night  before  the  election  ? — A.  I  think 
it  was. 

Q.  You  have  a  number  of  French  employes? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  at  the  polls  all  day  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Knox  and  Mr.  McArthur  were  there? — A.  Tes,  sir;  I  think 
they  were  both  there. 

Q.  Mr.  McArthur,  the  agent,  is  the  superintendent  of  the  corpora- 
tion?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  are  its  bookkeeper  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  such,  you  would  know  all  the  employes? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  your  business  to  know  them  all  ? — A.  It  is  my  business  to 
know  them  all. 

Q.  And  you  did  distribute  tickets? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  The  men  were  hauled  there  in  your  own  wagons,  Democrats  and 
Republicans? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Who  gave  them  their  tickets  when  they  came  to  the  door! — A. 
1  coaldn't  tell  you.  The  tickets  were  not  given  out  until  about 
ainates  before  the  polls  were  opened.  I  had  the  tickets  in  ray 
aod  gave  them  out  to  some  five  or  six  men  to  distribute. 
Were  there  no  tickets  in  sealed  envelopes  to  be  given  out  to  your 
j^s  that  day  f — A.  No,  sir  ;  they  were  not  sealed  that  day. 
Nothing  in  the  envelopes  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Sothing  upon  the  tickets  that  would  distinguish  them  from 
? — A.  Nothing  at  all. 

lad  Mr.  Kennedy  anybody  beside  his  son  living  with  him  at  the 
e  was  employed  in  the  mill? — A.  My  impression  is  that  he  had 
two  nieces  who  boarded  with  him. 

'ben  he  had  two  or  three  employes  living  with  him  in  the  tene- 
louse? — A.  I  could  not  say  as  to  their  boarding  there  at  the  time 
this  notice.  I  think  that  the  nieces  had  gone  to  Connecticut, 
as  my  memory  serves  me  they  were  both  out  of  town. 
[e  says  that  they  were  at  work  in  the  mill! — A.  I  think  they  were 
think  they  were  in  Connecticut. 

Then  did  Kennedy's  son  quit  work  ? — A.  I  have  no  means  of  know- 
5nitely. 

^as  it  before  the  election! — A.  No;  it  was  after  the  election, 
low  long  after'  the  election! — A.  I  think   within  three  or  four 
i. 

t  was  not  within  a  week  ! — A.  I  think  not. 

'ou  say  that  Kennedy's  notice  to  quit  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
II  ? — A.  Not  in  the  least. 

Lud  it  you  had  thought  it  would  make  so  much  disturbance  as  it 
ke,  you  would  not  have  given  the  notice! — A.  Not  at  all. 
low  hap|H3ned  it,  then,  that  you  gave  a  second  notice  when  you 
•en  defeated  in  the  first  proceeding! — A.  The  company  wanted 
lement. 

\\\l  when  you  got  defeated  in  the  one  proceeding  and  could  not 
n  out,  you  commenced  another! — A.  We  thought  that  we  would 
matter  rest  until  after  the  election. 

iat  you  did  commence  another  proceeding  ! — A.  1  think  so. 
?here  were  two  proceedings  commenced  to  get  him  out,  both  com- 
d  before  the  election,  and  the  latter  resulted  in  getting  him  out 
he  election.     Is  not  that  the  history  of  it! — A.  I  think  that  is  it. 
►Vhile  you  were  annoyed  by  it,  you  still  commenced  the  proceed- 
A.  Mr.  McArthur  is  more  familiar  with  it  than  I  am. 
8  not  that  the  fact  ? — A.  I  think  that  is  the  fact. 
Ton  did  tell  Kennedy  you  would  put  him  out! — A.  Yes. 
3e  tohl  you  he  would  not  go  ? — A.  Yes. 

)id  be  not  tell  you  he  would  stay  there,  fight  for  possession,  and 
)r  Butler! — A.  I  think  he  said  iso.  I  told  him  at  that  time,  "It  is 
B  manner  ifi  which  you  would  vote,  because  you  can  board  here 
oar  relatives,  remain  here  and  vote." 

)id  the  fact  of  the  notice  become  public  or  did  you  keep  it  secret ! — 
became  public. 

twouhl  not  in  any  way  affect  the  rest  of  your  employes! — A.  I 
Dot. 

)o  I  understand  you  that  it  is  the  law  of  Massachusetts  that  a 
I  the  employ  of  one  of  these  corporations,  living  in  one  of  these 
mts,  can  l>e  dismissed  and  his  family  turned  out  in  seven  days  ! — 
link  that  that  is  the  law. 
i  landlord  and  tenant  proceeding,  under  which  you  can  turn  a 
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tenant  out  in  six  or  seven  days.  Had  yoa  exercised  that  law  in  such  a 
proceeding  l>efore! — A.  Only  once  before.'  Three  or  foar  years  ago,  we 
ordered  a  man  out. 

Q.  But  it  is  the  law  ? — A.  That  is  the  law,  as  I  understand  it. 

Bv  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  you  have  to  give  him  seven  days'  notice  before  you 
bring  suit;  is  that  it  I — A.  I  am  not  familiar  enough  with  it  to  say.  I 
do  not  know  but  that  that  is  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Seven  days  from  the  hearing  or  proceeding,  if  then  there  is  judg- 
ment against  t^he  tenant,  he  is  removed  insf  aiiter ;  is  that  it  ?  [No  direct 
answer  was  given,' but  the  statement  ap|>eared  to  meet  with  general 
concurrence.]  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  Mr.  Kennedy  could 
have  boarded  with  his  relatives?  Had  he  relatives  there  other  than  his 
son  f — A.  He  had  otht^r  relatives. 

Q.  What  other  relatives  ? — A.  I  don't  know  what  the  relationship  is 
between  them,  but  there  is  a  widow  lady  and  others  there  w^lth  whom 
he  could  have  boarded. 

Q.  Were  they  living  in  the  same  house  with  him? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  You  think,  then,  it  wouhl  have  l)een  perfectly  safe  for  him  to  have 
gone  over  and  boarded  with  them  ? — A.  Oertainly. 

Q.  If  he  had  not  intended  to  vote  for  Butler  it  wouhl  have  made  no 
difference,  yon  think? — A.  It  would  not  have  with  us.  I  told  him  he 
could  remain  in  the  village  and  vote,  as  far  as  that  was  concerned. 

Q.  Did  the  men  come  to  the  polls  in  wagons  driven  by  employes  of  the 
corporation  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  these  men  who  drove  the  wagons  any  tickets  f — A.  None  what- 
ever. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  mill  to  see  whether  any  were  given  them  f — A.  I 
wa^  not  there. 

Q.  As  the  men  would  pass  you  at  the  polling-place  you  would  hand 
them  tickets  though  T — A.  They  were  generally  provided  before  they  got 
to  me. 

Q.  But  you  would  pass  them  out  a  ballot? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  the  gubernatorial  question  you  were  distributing  Talbot  tickets  f 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  but  eight  or  ten  feet  away  from  the  ballot-box  and  the 
agent,  Mr.  John  McArthur,  had  charge  of  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  chair- 
man of  the  board  of  selectmen  presided  over  the  depositing  of  the  votes. 

Q.  He  is  an  employe  of  the  corporation  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  was  Mr.  Knox  standing? — A.  That  I  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q.  He  was  there  in  the  building? — A.  I  presume  he  was. 

Q.  Were  you  looking  after  other  voters  or  particularly  after  the  voters 
of  your  corporation  ? — A.  After  all  of  them.  All  that  I  knew  I  would 
present  with  a  ballot ;  any  in  the  town. 

Q.  How  long  hiive  you  lived  there? — A.  About  six  years. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  these  Frenchmen  did  not  vote  in  an  envelope  f — 
A.  I  could  not  tell  you  that.     1  presume  that  some  did  and  some  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  not  think  that  the  Frenchmen  had  **gone  back  on'-  yoa, 
as  you  are  reported  to  have  said  ? — A.  They  asked  me  how  I  thought  the 
vote  would  stand  in  our  village.  I  told  them  I  thought  it  would  be  al>out 
equally  divided  ;  that  there  would  be  about  fifty  Butler  and  about  fifty 
Talbot.  1  said,  ^^  There  won't  be  more  than  half  a  dozen  difference  any 
way."  That  was  as  near  as  1  could  tell.  It  was  on  the  election  day 
that  I  made  that  statement. 
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Q.  Ou  election  day  did  you  oot  say  that  you  thought  some  of  the 
French  had  gone  back  on  you  ! — A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  fnade  that 
statement  or  not — no,  I  think  the  result  of  the  balloting  was  about  as 
we  thought  it  would  be.  I  don't  know  why  I  should  make  that  state- 
ment. 

Q.  Was  it  about  as  it  was  the  year  before! — A.  I  couldn't  tell  you 
bow  it  was  the  year  before. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  and  active  the  year  before? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  McArthur? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  Mr.  Knox? — A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  were  all  in  the  habit  of  being  there  regularly  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  These  Frenchmen  were  Democrats,  were  they  ? — A.  I  think  that 
tbe  majority  of  them  are. 

Q.  You  think  that  two-thirds  of  the  voters  in  the  mills  are  Democrats? 
—A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  two-thirds  of  your  men  that  day  vote  for  Butler? — A.  No;  I 
don't  think  they  did,  quite. 

Q.  Did  one-half  of  them  vote  for  Butler  ? — A.  Yes,  I  guess  that  one- 
balf  of  them  did. 

Q.  You  did  not  influence  any  of  the  one-sixth  who  you  thought  were 
Democrats  and  who  did  not  vote  for  Butler,  did  you? — A.  I  don't  know 
that  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  not  do  the  best  that  you  could  to  influence  them  before 
the  election,  and  on  the  election  day  f — A.  There  was  the  ordinary  con- 
versation that  they  had  with  me  on  political  matters. 

Q.  The  question  is  a  plain  one,  and  you  can  answer  it,  surely.     You 
say  that  about  two-thirds  of  the  employes  were  Democrats  and  that  you 
think  about  one-half  of  them  voted  for  Butler.     Did  you  influence  any  . 
of  the  one  sixth,  those  who  did  not  vote  for  Butler,  to  vote  the  other 
way  f — A.  No,  sir;  1'  do  not  think  I  did, 

Q.  Did  you  not  do  the  best  that  >ou  couhl  to  influence  those  men  who 
voted  against  Butler  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Then  you  were  there  all  day  ? — A.  Yes, 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  make  any  explanation  in  connection  with  your  pre- 
vious answer?  Having  answered  'Mio,"  you  are  at  liberty  to  explain. — 
A.  I  don't  know  how  I  can  explain  it  any  difl'erently. 

By  the  CHAIRMAN : 

Q.  Do  yen  want  us  to  understand  that  you  were  there  all  day  elec- 
tioneering and  did  not  try  to  influence  this  one-sixth  to  vote  in  that 
way  ? — A.  No;  I  don't  want  you  to  understand  that. 

Q.  Then  explain  what  .you  mean  ? — A.  1  think  that  by  ordinary  con- 
versation I  <lid  influence  some,  perhaps. 

Q.  You  did  not  at  any  time  attempt  to  influence  them  from  your  posi- 
tion as  agent  of  the  corporation  ! — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Being  the  timekeeper  over  these  men,  knowing  them  well  and  act- 
ing, as  you  did,  as  an  agent  or  distributor  of  tickets  for  the  Republican 
party,  did  yon  not  think  that  your  position  would  have  an  influence  upon 
the  employes  of  the  mill  ? — A.  I  think  it  would. 

Q.  Were  no  sealed  tickets  given  out  before  the  election  in  November? 
— A.  Not  one  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  that  they  were  distributed  by  other  people  at 
the  mills? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  were  the  assessor  of  the  town  last}  ear? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  You  were  elected  by  the  people  at  the  preceding  November  elec- 
tion f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  does  the  church  in  that  town  belong  ? — A.  It  belongs  to 
the  company. 

Q.  The  school-house  f — A.  That  belongs  to  the  company. 

Q.  The  hall  ! — A.  That  belongs  to  the  company. 

Q.  To  whom  do  the  tenement  houses  belong! — A.  They  belong  to  the 
company. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  total  vote  of  the  town  last  November  f — A.  I 
cannot. 

Q.  About  what  was  it,  as  near  as  you  can  give  it ! — A.  About  350.  I 
have  no  means  of  knowing  it  exactly. 

Q.  Of  course,  I  understand  you  to  give  the  figures  merely  approxi- 
mately. Of  those  350,  how  many,  according  to  your  experience,  are 
Democrats  and  Kepuhlicans,  applying  the  testnetsimply  of  hist  Novem- 
ber but  ot  elections  generally  f — A.  I  think  that  they  are  generally 
pretty  equally  divided. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  of  theelectiou  last  fall^as  between  Butler  and 
Talbot! — A.  I  think  that  Talbot  had  about  two  majority. 

Q.  Would  the  vote  of  the  employes  of  the  corporation  carry  the  ma- 
jority one  way  or  the  other,  it  thrown  in  one  way  solidly  ! — A.  I  think 
it  would. 

Q.  Was  that  vote  cast  solidly  for  you  as  assessor  of  the  town  ! — A. 
Both  parties  nominate<l  me. 

Q.  You  were  elected  without  any  opposition  ! — A.  There  was  not  any 
to  speak  of. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  wagons  when  the  Frenchmen  got  up  to  the  polls! 
I — A.  I  was  not  there;  I  am  always  in  the  hall,  in  the  ward  room  ;  I 
pay  no  attention  to  them. 

Q.  Were  the  men  who  came  in  the  wagons  taken  directly  back,  after 
voting,  to  the  mill  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  does  it  take  them  to  come  up  and  go  back  usually  ! — A. 
It  takes  nearly  all  day.  They  generally  stay  there  until  three  or  four 
o'clock. 

Q,  Are  they  charged  with  the  day,  or  does  their  working  time  run 
on  ! — A.  They  lose  their  time,  I  think. 

Q.  You  are  the  bookkeeper  and  ought  to  know. — A.  Yes;  they  lose 
their  time.  The  overseers  makeup  the  time  of  the  men.  I  think  they 
lose  the  time. 

By  Mr,  Platt  : 
Q.  You  are  not  the  timekeeper!— A.  No,  sir;  simply  the  bookkeeper. 
By  the  Chairman  :  .^ 

Q.  As  assessor,  you  have  something  to  do  with  receipting  for  their 
taxes,  or  do  you  act  as  bookkeeper  merely  ! — A.  The  collector  of  taxes 
brings  those  taxe^  down  to  me.  The  help  prefer  that  1  should  take  them 
off  their  wages.     It  is  at  their  own  suggestion  that  is  done. 

Q.  Do  you  know  John  O.  Parker! — A.  Yes, sir. 

Q.  Is  he  a  man  of  g:ood  character  ! — A.  He  is,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  When  he  stated  that  he  saw  you  take  tickets  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  mill  hands  and  give  them  others,  do  you  think  that  he  did  not  stat« 
what  was  correct  ! — A.  I  know  that  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Platt  (alter  referring  to  the  t-estimony  of  Parker).  I  think  that 
the  chairman's  statement  is  correct,  that  the  witness  Parker  did  say 
that  he  saw  Chase  give  the  men  tickets  and  tell  them  to  **  carry  that 
in." 
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By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  YoQ  tbiuk  you  did  not  say  that! — A.  I  did  not  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Henry  J.  Whiting  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  him  to  be  a  man  of  character! — A.  I  don't  know 
what  his  standing  is. 

Q.  Mr.  Knox  was  quite  active,  that  day,  as  a  distributer  of  tickets! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  see  him  take  tickets  out  of  the  hands  of  the  mill  opera- 
tives and  tear  them  up! — A.  No,  sir.    He  has  gone  to  Canada. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  Mr.  Whiting  that  you  coub'  control  the  men,  and 
would  bet  that  you  could  ! — A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  you  would  not  lose  six  voters  out  of  the  whole 
of  them  ! — A.  1  never  did  as  to  the  men  employed  by  the  corporation. 

Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Whiting  live! — A.  I  don't  know.  My  impression 
is  that  he  lives  in  Oxford. 

Q.  Did  you  have  no  talk  with  him  ! — A.  I  have  no  recollection  of 
any. 

Q.  You  have  no  recollection  of  a  conversation  in  which  you  stated 
that  the  men  were  there  under  your  control,  and  yovi  would  bet  that  you 
could  control  them  ! — A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  Your  efforts  have  been  purely  voluntary  or  moral  suasion  t — A^ 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  attempt  to  bulldoze  them  ! — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  This  was  a  civilizetl  influence  purely  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  say  that  about  one-third  of  the  350  votes  in  the  towu  are  cast 
by  the  em  ploy  ^^  of  the  mill ! — A.  About  one-third  ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  salaried  officers  are  connecte<l  with  the  mill ! — A.  You 
do  not  mean  the  overseers  1 

Q.  I  mean  all  who  receive  a  salary,  who  are  paid  so  much  per  month. 
— A.  There  are  three. 

Q.  There  are  three  salaried  officers,  and  the  others  are  employes  and 
work  there  by  the  piece  or  by  the  time  ! — A.  By  the  day  ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  those  three. — A.  The  two  Mc Arthurs  and  my 
self.    Tho^e  are  the  three  in  the  office. 

Q.  All  three  of  you  are  Republicans! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  of  you  have  held  office  in  connection  with  the  elections 
there  ! — A.  Two. 

Q.  What  two  ! — A.  Mr.  John  McArthur  and  myself. 

Q.  You  felt  an  unusual  interest  in  the  election  of  November,  IS78,  did 
you  not! — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did  any  more  than  usual. 

Q.  Were  you  not  deeply  interested  i|^the  defeat  of  General  Butler  for 
governor  of  the  State  ? — A.  1  was  not  any  more  interested  in  that  elec- 
tion than  I  am  always  interested,  I  might  say,  1  suppose. 

Q.  Was  not  the  feeling  that  you  had  in  regard  to  the  defeat  of  Gen- 
eral Butler  a  little  stronger  than  your  ordinary  political  feeling  at  elec- 
tions, and  did  it  not  involve  some  personal  interest! — A.*I  don't  think 
that  it  did. 

Q.  You  spoke  'igainst  him  in  your  conversations  very  decidedly,  didn't 
you  ! — A.  I  spoke  of  Mr.  Talbot  as  being  my  preference  most  decidedly. 

Q.  In  your  comparisons  of  the  two  men  you  showed  a  preference  aside 
from  the  matter  of  politics! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  preferred  Talbot  as  the  better  man  personally  as  well  ais  po- 
litically  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  not  that  give  to  yoar  feeling  a  little  more  edge  thau  asnal  ? — 
A.  I  don't  think  that  it  did. 

Q.  Did  you  always  give  your  personal  preference  to  the  candidate  of 
your  party  f — A.  I  think  not.  I  assisted  Mr.  Bice;  I  spoke  in  favor  of 
him. 

Q.  That  was  altogether  personal,  not  political  ? — A.  I  don't  know  that 
you  can  call  it  personal. 

Q.  Did  you  prefer  Mr.  Rice's  politics  when  you  assisted  him  t — A.  No; 
but  I  thought  he  was  the  better  man  of  the  two. 

Q.  That  is  what  1  say ;  your  personal  preference  overcame  your  polit- 
ical preference  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Kice? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  what  Mr.  Rice  have  you  reference  ! — A.  George  W,  Rice,  who 
was  running  for  the  legislature. 

Q.  So  that,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  George  W.  Rice,  you  voted  for  a  candi- 
date for  personal,  not  for  political  reasons? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  your  personal  and  political  views  both  run  in  the  same  direc- 
tion, does  not  that  add  a  little  edge  to  your  political  preference  f — A.  It 
is  possible  that  it  may. 

Q.  Looking  back  over  the  time,  I  ask  you  to  say  if  you  don't  remember 
that  you  were  a  little  more  earnest  and  felt  a  stronger  personal  desire 
for  the  success  of  your  own  side  in  the  gubernatorial  race  last  year  than 
usual  T — A.  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Q.  The  village  of  Manchaug  is  owned  almost  exclusively  by  this  Man- 
chaug  corporation  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  outside  properties  are  very  few  ? — A.  There  are  ten  or  twelve, 
perhaps. 

Q.  The  hall  which  has  been  here  referred  to  is  used  as  a  town  hall,  is 
it  not? — A.  It  is  not  used  for  any  town  purposes  at  all. 

Q.  It  is  used  for  public  purposes,  for  public  meetings  of  various  kinds  ? 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whenever  a  company  of  strollers  come  along,  whether  negro  min- 
strels or  anything  else,  they  get  that  hall  to  perform  in  ? — A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  a  stray  preacher  comes  along  he  gets  that  hall  to  preach 
int — A.  There  has  never  been  any  preaching  there  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  But  upon  all  convenient  public  occasions  the  hall  is  used  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  the  only  hall  in  the  village? — A.  It  is  the  only  hall  in  the  vil- 
lage. 

Q.  Why  was  not  Mr.  Eli  Thayer  allowed  to  speak  in  it,  when  other 
candidates  were  allowed  to  speak  in  it? — A.  If  Mr.  Thayer  had  applied 
for  the  hall  himself,  or  if  the  proper  representatives  of  the  Democratic 
party  there  in  the  village  had  applied  for  it,  they  could  have  bad  it.  It 
was  tendered  to  them. 

Q.  Tendered  to  whom  ? — A.  Representatives  of  the  Democratic  party. 

Q.  Didn't  your  company  refuse  it  to  them  in  1876  f — A.  I  do  not 
know. 

Q.  Your  company  wanted  to  be  the  judge  of  the  kind  of  persons  enti- 
tled to  apply  Tor  it;  and  if  certain  persons  applied,  who,  in  their  opin- 
ion, were  proper  representatives,  those  persons  could  have  it,  and  if 
certain  others  applied,  they  could  not  have  it. — A.  It  was  a  well-known 
fact  that  if  certain  persons  applied  they  could  have  the  hall. 

Q.  That  is,  if  you  thought  that  the  man  they  sent  for  it  was  the  right 
man  ? — A.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  Or  if  your  company  thought  that  the  man  they  sent  tor  it  was  the 
right  man  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Bat  because  Mr.  Waters  applied,  the  use  of  the  hall  was  not 
grauted  ? — A.  Yes.  sir.. 

Q.  In  other  words,  the  company  undertook  to  dictate  to  him  and  to 
the  Democratic  party  whom  that  party  should  select  to  speak  for  them  ; 
was  that  itf — A.  I  don't  think  that  was  it.  As  I  understand  it,  Mr. 
Waters  is  not  recognized  by  them. 

Q.  If  the  use  of  the  hall  had  been  conceded  to  Mr.  Waters,  I  sup- 
pose that  the  hall  would  have  held  the  same  audience  that  it  would 
have  held  if  its  use  had  been  conceded  to  somebody  else  for  the  same 
purpose  f — A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  It  would  not  have  made  any  difference  as  to  the  speakers,  nor  as 
to  the  size  of  the  audience  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  You  say  that  the  refusal  was  exclusively  on  account  of  the  person 
who  applied  I — A.  We  didn't  understand  that  he  came  there  to  apply 
on  behalf  of  anybody  but  himself. 

Q.  Didn't  he  come  there  to  ask  for  the  hall  in  order  that  the  Demo- 
cratic candidate  for  Congress  might  speak  in  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  Mr.  Thayer,  not  Mr.  Waters,  who  was  going  to  speak,  and 
in  whose  behalf  the  voters  were  to  turn  out  on  that  occasion.  The 
applicant  tor  the  hall  might  have  been  a  porter,  or  anybody  who  was 
sent  for  the  purpose.  Do  you  not  think  that  it  looked  a  little  like  par- 
tisan spite-work  to  visit  the  sins  of  the  agent  upon  the  party! — A.  It 
would  have  looked  like  that  if  the  men  applying  for  it  properly  repre- 
sented the  party. 

Q.  On  that  occasion  he  was  representing  the  party,  because  you  ad- 
mit that  Mr.  Thayer  was  to  be  the  speaker  and  that  the  audience  was 
to  be  the  people  of  that  vicinage  who  might  turn  out  to  hear  him.  Then 
what  difference  could  it  make  whether  Mr.  Waters  went  there  to  ask 
for  the  keys  of  the  hall  or  some  one  else  did  I — A.  Really  no  difference. 

Q.  Did  it  not  look  as  if  the  company  were  shutting  the  Democratic 
party  out  of  their  hall  f — A.  Mr.  McArthur  could  answer  that.  I  had 
no  conversation  with  the  men  who  applied  for  it,  and  therefore  do  not 
know  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Pultt  : 

Q.  Yon  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  hall  t — A.  Nothing  at  all  for  that 
purpose. 

By  Mr.  MoDoNAM) : 

Q.  If  the  objection  had  been  really  to  Mr.  Waters  personally,  do  you 
not  think  it  would  have  been  tbe  polite  thing,  after  refusing  the  hall, 
not  to  the  Democratic  party,  but  to  Mr.  Waters  as  an  individual,  to 
have  informed  Mr.  Thayer,  when  he  came  to  the  town,  that  he  could 
speak  iu  that  hall,  and  that  he  was  not  compelled  to  go  out  to  that 
barn  f r-A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Being  denied  the  facilities  which  had  been  accorded  to  the  audi- 
ence at  the  meeting  of  the  other  political  party,  Mr.  Thayer's  audience 
were  subjected  to  the  inconvenience  of  going  off  to  that  bam  on  the  out- 
skirts of  the  village.  After  that  refusal,  the  balance  of  the  Democratic 
meetings  that  were  held  there  last  season  were  held  in  that  barn,  were 
they  notT — A.  I  think  that  they  had  only  one  meeting  after  that. 

Q.  That  was  held  in  the  barn  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Democrats  understood  that  they  had  been  excluded  from  the 
public  hall  and  therefore  went  to  the  barn  as  the  only  place  in  which 
their  meetings  could  be  held  ? — A.  I  don't  think  that  the  Democrats  of 
the  village  thought  they  had  been  e^chided. 

Q.  That  was  the  belief  upou  which  subsequently  the  DemoctaX;^  ol 
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the  town  acted,  at  all  events.  It  seems  that  the  villaf^e  belonged 
almost  entirely  to  thid  corporation,  and  that  those  of  the  citizens  who 
were  not  owned  by  the  company  in  any  way  took  a  view  of  that  matter 
that  was  somewhat  different  from  that  of  the  corporation  people  t — A. 
They  seem  to  have. 

Q.  You  say  that  Terrence  Kennedy  has  been  living  there  about  four 
years! — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Has  his  son  been  at  work  in  the  factory  all  that  time  ! — A.  I  think 
he  has. 

Q.  His  nieces  were  at  work? — A.  I  think  that  his  nieces  were  away 
at  that  portion  of  the  time. 

Q.  Was  it  not  after  that  that  they  went  to  Connecticut ! — A.  1  am 
quite  positive  that  they  were  away  at  that  time. 

Q.  Were  they  at  work  at  the  time  that  young  Kennedy  was  given  his 
notice  to  quit? — A.  No,  sir;  not  as  near  as  I  can  recollect  it. 

Q.  At  what  time  was  he  given  his  notice  to  quitf — A.  1  cannot  tell 
positively. 

Q.  It  was  before  the  election  t — A.  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
it  was  before  the  election. 

Q  Did  be  not  quit  at  once,  without  working  out  his  two  weeks'  notice  f 
— A.  I  don't  know.    The  overseers  have  all  that  business  to  attend  to. 

Q.  And  they  would  be  more  accurate  on  that  subject  than  you  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  notice  to  Terrence  Kennedy  to  quit  his  tenement  was  served 
upon  him  on  the  Saturday  on  which  Mr.  Thayer  made  his  speech  in  the 
barn? — A.  I  don't  think  it  was  on  that  day. 

Q.  Was  it  not  on  Saturday  ? — A.  I  guess  it  was  on  Saturday. 

Q.  You  say  that  he  came  up  to  your  house  on  Sunday  morning  I — ^A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  not  upon  the  Saturday  before  that  Sunday  that  the  notice 
was  served! — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  singular  coincidence  that  the  day  on  which  the  notice 
was  served  happened  to  be  the  day  on  which  Mr.  Thayer  made  his 
speech  in  the  barn  ! — A.  I  couldn't  tell  about  that. 

Q.  You  say  that  on  the  Sunday  when  Terrence  Kennedy  came  to 
your  house  he  annoyed  you  and  interfered  somewhat  with  your  pious 
devotions,  in  preventing  you  from  going  to  church  on  that  day.  Did  he 
not  say  to  you  on  that  occasion,  when  he  first  came,  that  if  you  would 
let  him  stay  in  the  tenement  until  after  the  election,  he  would  get  out 
of  it  without  any  trouble  to  you  !— A.  I  think  he  did  say  that ;  it  is  very 
likely. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  him  that  he  should  go  as  soon  as  the  law  would 
make  him  ! — A.  I  think,  perhaps,  I  did  ;  I  could  not  say  positively. 

Q.  He  remained  some  time;  and  was  it  not  his  effort,  during  all  of 
that  time,  to  get  you  to  withdraw  that  suit,  as  he  did  not  want  to  pay 
costs,  and  to  let  him  alone  until  after  the  election,  when  he  would  go 
out  peaceably  ! — A.  1  never  heard  a  word  of  that. 

Q.  Did  he  not  say  that  if  you  would  let  him  stay  there  until  after  the 
election  he  would  go  out  without  any  trouble  ! — A.  I  do  not  think  he 
did  say  that. 

Q.  A  little  while  ago  I  understood  you  to  say  that  he  did  say  that. — 
A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  But  he  did  go  out  after  the  election  peaceably  ! — A.  He  did. 

Q.  And  he  told  you  that  if  you  would  let  him  alone  he  would  go  out 
as  soon  as  the  election  was  over  ! — A.  I  don't  think  he  put  it  in  that 
way. 
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Q.  Bat  was  Dot  that  the  sabstance  of  it  ?  When  yoa  told  him  that 
he  woald  go  oat  as  sood  as  the  law  woald  make  him,  did  he  not  then  tell 
joa  he  would  wait  and  see  whether  the  law  woald  make  him,  aad,  if  there 
was  to  be  any  law  about  it,  he  woald  see  whether  you  could  oppress  him 
in  a  matter  of  that  kiud  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  stated  that. 

Q.  Toward  the  close  of  the  conversation,  when  you  got  restless,  what 
did  he  say  T — A.  I  think  he  said  that  he  would  be  damned  if  he  would 

go- 
Q.  And  did  you  not  say  that  you  would  be  damned  if  he  didn't  go! — 

A.  I  do  not  know  about  that  part.    I  think  possibly  that  I  did. 

Q.  That  was  about  11  o'clock  on  Sunday  morning,  was  it  not  ? — A.  It 
was  about  11  o'clock. 

Q.  When  did  church  usually  meet  there! — A.  About  a  quarter  be- 
fore 11. 

Q.  So  that  church  had  about  begun  at  that  time,  and  you  concluded 
that  that  day's  sermon  having  been  pretty  well  broken  in,  you  might  as 
well  go  it,  and  give  Terrence  back  as  good  as  he  sent  ?  Did  he  not  theu 
tell  you  that  he  would  go  and  take  legal  advice  about  it  f — A.  Yes;  I 
remember  that  portion  of  it;  that  he  told  me  he  had  taken  legal  advice, 
and  that  we  could  not  get  him  out. 

Q.  This  was  on  a  Sunday.  How  long  was  it  before  the  election ;  was 
it  two  weeks  ? — A.  I  really  could  not  remember.  It  is  not  fresh  in  my 
mind. 

Q.  Was  it  the  Sunday  two  weeks,  or  the  Sunday  one  week,  before  the 
election  f — A.  I  really  could  not  tell. 

Q.  It  was  some  days  before  the  election  t — A.  Yes ;  I  think  it  was  some 
days  before  the  election. 

Q.  The  case  was  to  be  heard  up  at  Worcester,  was  it  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  that  case  came  on,  it  was  found  that  no  special  notice 
had  been  given,  and  the  suit  was  dismissed! — A.  I  think  that  that 
was  it. 

Q.  Then  a  lease  was  made  of  the  premises  to  somebody.  To  whom, 
was  that  lease  made  I — A.  To  a  man  by  the  name  of  Seymour. 

Q.  Did  you  draw  up  that  lease! — A.  I  think  I  drew  up  one,  and  that 
it  was  of  no  use. 

Q.  The  one  that  you  drew  up  was  not  regarded  as  a  good  legal  in- 
strument. Do  you  remember  when  that  was  drawn  up  ! — A.  It  all  hap- 
pened about  the  same  time. 

Q.  This  was  all  before  the  election.  Then  this  lessee  instituted  suit 
for  possession  from  the  company  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  was  this  lessee  living! — A.  In  the  village  there. 

Q.  The  company  was  going  to  change  him  from  the  tenement  he  had 
been  occupying  to  the  tenement  that  Kennedy  was  in,  and  so  the  leas 
was  made  out  to  him  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  then  he  was  directed  to  bring  suit.  Was  not  that  second 
suit  also  resisted  by  Kennedy  ! — A.  I  did  not  have  anything  to  da 
about  that  particularly  ;  Mr.  McArthur  did  the  most  of  that  business. 

Q.  But,  as  it  turned  out,  Mr.  Kennedy  remained  there  until  after  the 
election,  put  in  his  vote,  and  then  quietly  moved  out  of  the  premises  ! — 
A.  I  think  he  did. 

Q.  There  was  no  further  trouble  with  him  after  the  election  was  over  ! 
— A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  In  these  conversations  which  you  had  with  him,  didn't  he  tell  you 
that  this  was  all  because  of  his  activity  for  Butler  ! — ^A.  No ;  he  did 
not 
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Q.  Did  be  Dot  complain  that  it  was  because  of  his  political  statosf-^ 
A.  He  did  not  to  me. 

Q.  He  told  you  that  he  was  going  to  stay  there  to  vote  for  Batlerl^ 
A.  He  might  have  told  me  that.  m 

Q.  Is  this  man  to  whom  the  company  leased  the  premises  workiug^ 
the  establishment? — A.  Yes,  sir.  :i~ 

Q.  How  many  hands  had  he  in  the  employ  of  the  establish mentf^ 
A.  He  had  four.  ^ 

Q.  Who  were  they  t — A.  His  daughters  and  sons. 

Q.  How  long  had  be  been  occupying  the  tenement  that  he  was  in  9— i(; 
I  do  not  know.  He  has  been  there,  I  should  think,  two  or  tbree  yeaiq 
whether  he  remained  in  the  same  tenement  all  of  that  time  or  not  I  ai| 
not  positive.  1 

Q.  He  had  remained  in  the  employ  of  the  company  some  two  m 
three  years,  and  has  been  occupying  a  tenement  house  of  theirs!— 1 
Yes. 

Q.  How  long  he  had  been  occupying  the  one  he  was  in  before  yoi 
transferred  him  to  Kennedy's  tenement  you  do  not  remember f— A.] 
do  not  remember. 

Q.  You  say  it  is  about  five  miles  from  the  village  of  Manchaug  to  tin 
polling  place  at  Sutton  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  three  salaried  officers  of  the  Manchaug  Company  devoted  thai 
day  to  the  political  welfare  of  the  company,  didn't  they  t — A.  I  donol 
think  that  Mr.  Robert  McArthur  remained  there  all  that  day ;  I  thiol 
he  did  not. 

Q.  You  all  felt  it  was  very  important  to  see  that  the  honor  of  thi 
State  of  Massachusetts  was  vindicated  in  the  defeat  of  Butler,  didn^ 
you  ? — A.  We  felt  an  interest  in  the  election,  of  coursei  as  we  alwaji 
do  in  elections. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  no  recollection  of  using  the  expression  to  ib 
barber  which  the  younger  Mr.  Kennedy  attributes  to  you  t — A.  No,  m 

Q.  Yon  were  frequently  in  the  barbershop  when  he  was  beini 
shaved? — A.  No;  I  shave  myself  generally. 

Q.  But  you  are  in  the  barber-shop  occasionally  f — A.  Not  three  timet 
in  a  year. 

Q.  You  would  not  say  that  you  were  not  in  the  barber  shop,  an 
were  not  shaved  there  f — A.  No ;  I  would  not  say  that. 

Q.  You  simply  do  not  remember  of  having  used  any  such  exprtt 
siont — A.  I  remember  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Q.  From  the  earnest  desire  which  you  had  upon  the  subject,  do  yoi 
think  that  that  would  have  been  a  very  singular  thing  for  you  to  say  f- 
<*  Young  man,  you  had  better  recollect  which  side  your  bread  is  battere( 
on." — A.  O,  it  is  possible  I  may  have  made  a  remark  of  that  kind  aboa 
bread  and  butter  or  something. 

Q.  That  he  had  better  recollect  on  which  side  his  bread  was  buttered' 
-*A.  I  do  not  think  I  made  any  such  statement  as  that  which  he  ba 
said  that  I  made. 

Q.  He  may  have  remembered  it  and  you  may  have  forgotten  it  t— A 
I  do  not  think  I  would  be  apt  to  make  any  such  a  remark  as  that 

Q.  I  ask  you  if  the  remark  is  such  an  unusual  one  for  you  as  U 
cause  you  to  think  that  t — A.  It  would  be  a  very  unusual  remark  for  oh 
to  make. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  that  was  the  side  his  butter  was  on  t  Was 
not  that  your  opinion  ? — A.  It  might  have  been  my  opinion,  but  I  didn't 
express  it. 
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It  might  have  been  your  opinion  that  that  was  the  side  that  the 
sr  vas  on. — A.  I  know  that  I  did  not  make  the  remark. 
Still  you  entertained  thatopinion,  that  that  was  the  buttered  side 
B  bread  I — A.  I  don't  know. 

Didn't  you  think  that  it  was  very  much  to  the  interest  of  the  coun- 
elect  Talbot  and  to  defeat  Butler  ! — A.  Yes,  I  suppose  so. 
Didn't  you  think  that  the  prosperity  of  the  manufacturing  interest 
1  be  seriously  affected  if  Butler  was  elected  ! — A.  I  don't  know 
looked  at  it  in  that  light. 

Was  not  that  your  opinion  t — A.  It  might  have  been. 
SVhat  do  you  think  about  it  now  f    Did  you  entertain  that  opin- 
-A.  I  did  not  look  at  it  in  that  light.    I  thought  that  Talbot  was 
St  man,  and  consequently  I  voted  for  him. 

iTou  thought  that  he  was  the  best  man,  and  you  thought  his  prin- 
were  the  best  ? — A.  I  thought  so,  yes. 

Didn't  you  think  that  the  success  of  those  principles  was  quite  nec- 
to  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  and  that  their  defeat  would  en- 
ill  further  depression  in  business  f — A.  Perhaps  so. 
Especially  in  the  particular  inteitest  in  which  you  were  concerned, 
inufacturing  interest  T  It  had  been  considerably  depressed  for 
or  four  years  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Did  you  not  feel  that  the  election  of  General  Butler  would  still 
r  depress  itT — A.  It  is  possible  that  I  might  have  thought  so. 
ki  then  you  did  think  that  the  buttered  side  of  his  bread  was  the 
'  side  f — A.  I  don't  think  I  made  any  remark  of  that  kind. 
[  am  asking  you  for  your  belief  on  the  subject. — A.  I  may  have 
bt  so. 

WTheu  these  men  came  to  pass  in  at  the  voting  place,  through  the 
between  the  railing  and  the  two  settees,  they  generally  had  tick- 
their  hands  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Do  you  know  where  they  got  them  f — A.  From  the  ballot  distribu- 
[  suppose. 

Was  not  Mr.  Knox  out  distributing  tickets? — A.I  think  he  was. 
IS  not  near  me  that  I  recollect  of. 

Bat  if  he  was  not  near  you  he  was  active  on  some  other  part  of 
ound  ? — A.  I  suppose  so.  i 

So  that  the  probability  is  that,  if  he  came  in  front  of  the  voting 
the  tickets  that  were  distributed  out  there  were,  many  of  them, 
3ated  by  him  f  Do  you  know  whether  they  were  in  envelopes  or 
-A.  I  do  not.  All  had  envelopes  who  wanted  them.  They  were 
buted. 

In  short,  the  arrangement  seems  to  have  been  about  this:  Mr. 
was  out  somewhere  in  front  distributing  tickets ;  you  stood  by 
ettee  where  you  could  see  the  men  as  thoy  passed  in  to  vote ;  the 
nan  of  the  selectmen,  who  was  a  clerk  in  your  office,  was  at  the 
i-box,  and  the  voters  had  to  run  that  gauntlet  in  order  to  vote  ! — 
es,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Did  Stevens,  the  man  who  moved  away,  vote  for  Butler  ! — A.  I  do 

now.    I  cannot  tell  how  he  voted. 

You  voted  for  Talbot !— A.  I  voted  for  Talbot. 
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Egbert  MoArthur  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

QaestioD.  What  position  do  yoa  occupy  in  the  Mancbaag  Manofiai 
taring  Company's  works  t — ^Answer.  I  am  the  superintendent,  theagei 
of  the  works. 

Q.  How  lonk  have  you  been  such  f — A.  Between  five  and  six  yetf 

Q.  What  are  your  politics  !— A.  Kepublican. 

Q.  In  all  matters  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  State  matters  you  are  a  Republican  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  In  IO0I 
matters  we  choose  the  best  men.  I  do  not  know  that  in  local  mattei 
at  our  town  meeting  I  have  voted  for  all  the  names  on  the  ticket^  bil 
have  generally  divided;  I  have  always  been  much  in  favor  of  havi^j 
it  so. 

Q.  How  extensive  are  the  facilities  of  the  establishment  of  tbeMafl 
chaug  Manufacturiug  Company  ! — A.  We  have  something  over  40,0(1 
spindles,  1,100  looms,  and  employ  about  six  hundred  operatives. 

Q.  Of  those  operatives,  how  many  are  voters  t — A.  About  one  hoi 
dred. 

Q.  Did  you  hold  any  office  in  the  town  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q  What  portion  of  the  taxes  of  the  town  does  the  corporation  pay 
— A.  A  little  over  one-third  of  the  whole  taxes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  general  complaint  -with  regard  to  the  asses 
ment  of  your  property  t — A.  No,  sir;  not  any  general  complaint  The 
are  a  few  in  the  town  who  think  that  we  ought  to  be  taxed  higher. 

Q.  By  whom  are  the  few  led  f — A.  By  a  man  named  Jason  Waters. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  bitter  toward  your  company  or  noti 
A.  He  is ;  very,  indeed.    On  all  occasions  he  speaks  of  us. 

Q.  And  that,  without  reference  to  political  or  town  matters,  but  in  t 
matters  f — A.  In  all  matters.    He  is  not  friendly  toward  us. 

Q.  How  long  has  Mr.  Chase  been  an  assessor  there? — ^A.  About  £» 
years,  if  I  remember. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  any  general  complaint  from  Mr.  Waters  and  I 
friends  about  Mr.  Chase's  conduct  as  an  assessor? — A.  I  never  het 
the  slightest  complaint. 

Q.  Mr.  Chase  spoke  of  his  having  been  nominated  last  year  by  boi 
parties.  Has  that  occurred  more  than  once? — A.  I  think  twice; 
would  not  say  positively,  but  I  think  it  occurred  more  than  once. 

Q.  The  owners  of  the  corporation  are  not  residents  of  Massachusetts 
— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  their  politics? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  they  ever  take  any  interest  in  Massachusetts  politics!— ^ 
Never,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  instructions  from  them  in  relation  to  tl 
politics  of  the  State  with  reference  to  the  part  that  you  or  your  bao< 
should  take  ? — A.  Not  in  the  least. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  at  the  election  in  November,  1878  ?— j 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  there  ? — A.  I  voted. 

Q.  What  interest  did  you  take  in  the  matter  other  than  to  vote  f-^A. 
didn't  take  any  special  interest.  I  talked  with  my  friends  and  those  whom 
saw  there,  and  tried  to  use  an  influence  in  a  legitimate  way  in  £a\'or< 
the  candidates  for  whom  I  voted. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  directions  as  to  what  part  Mr.  Chase  and  Vi 
Knox  should  take  in  that  election  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
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» there  any  concert  between  you  as  to  what  they  shoald  do  t — 
ir. 

1  you  tell  the  politics  of  the  voters  in  your  mill  T— A.  I  cannot, 
now  that  I  have  ever  mentioned  the  subject  of  politics  to  any 
leratives,  unless,  it  might  have  been,  in  conversation  with  some 
rerseers. 

you  know  which  of  your  overseers  are  Republicans  and  which 
)crat8f — A.  I  am  not  certain  that  I  do,  but  I  think  I  do. 
le  are  Eepublicans  and  some  are  Democrats  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I 
it  some  are  Democrats. 

re  you  ever  suggested  to  them  that  they  should  turn  in  and 
Talbot,  or  anything  of  that  sort? — A.  Never ;  but,  on  the  con- 
have  told  them  repeatedly  that  they  should,  of  course,  vote 
timents. 

0  is  Mr.  Knox? — A.  Mr.  Knox  was  an  overseer,  and  in  our  em- 

lat  are  his  politics  f — A.  Bepublican,  I  should  think, 
lere  is  he  now  ? — A.  He  is  in  Canada,  I  presume.   I  saw  him  in 
T  the  other  day,  yesterday  or  the  day  before,  and  he  saidtath 
oing  to  Canada  then. 

en  did  he  leave  your  employment? — A.  About  four  weeks  ago. 
he  leave  voluntarily  or  was  he  discharged,  or  was  there  a  little 
—A.  He  resigned. 

[ppose  that,  as  agent,  you  have  almost  the  entire  control  of  mat- 
e  mill  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
re  you  in  any  way,  personally  or  through  your  subordinates, 

1  to  coerce  or  constrain  the  vote  of  any  man  in  your  employ- 
V.  Never,  either  directly  or  indirectly. 

'ar  as  you  know,  has  it  ever  been  attempted  by  any  subordinate 
mploy? — A.  No,  sir. 

w  large  is  that  town  ? — Your  establishment  is  in  one  corner  of 
ot? — A.  No,  not  in  one  corner;  we  are  on  one  side. 
w  far  is  the  corporation's  works  from  the  center,  where  the  town 
is  done  ? — A.  Five  miles. 

public  business  is  done  about  five  miles  away  from  where  the 
on  is  located  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

w  do  the  men  from  your  corporation  go  to  vote  ? — A.  They  go 
riages  and  large  wagons  provided  by  me.  I  generally  furnish 
h  conveyance  to  go. 

w  long  has  that  been  your  practice  ? — A.  Ever  since  I  have  beea 
To  person  has  ever  been  denied  the  privilege  of  going  free. 
I  there  ever  been  any  discrimination  between  Republicans  and 
bs  as  to  who  should  go  to  the  polls  in  your  teams? — A.  Never; 
ightest. 

)  that  been  a  discrimination  that  has  been  made  use  of  to  con- 
rote  of  the  town  when  they  got  there? — A.  No,  sir. 
here  any  manufacturing  going  on  in  the  town  besides  that  of 
I  corporation? — A.  Yes,  sir;  some  cotton  manufacturing  is  car- 
V  a  manufacturing  company  in  the  east  end  of  the  town.  The 
here  is  made  up  principally  of  farming  districts. 
3  said  that  you  refused  the  use  of  the  hall  to  a  meeting  at  which 
rer,  a  member  of  and  a  candidate  for  Congress,  was  to  speak, 
explain  about  that? — A.  The  first  intimation  that  I  had  that 
ted  the  hall  was  when  Mr.  Jason  Waters  called  at  our  office.  I 
at  the  time,  and,  when  I  returned,  he  seemed  to  have  beeu 
my  return.    He  made  known  his  business;  said  that  they  would 
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like  to  have  the  hall  to  hold  a  Democratic  meeting  in  it;  that  Mr.  Thayer 
and  one  or  two  others  would  speak.  Mr.  Waters  is  a  man  who  is  very 
obnoxious  to  me,  and  I  would  not  grant  the  man  a  favor  if  I  could.  That 
was  the  principal  reason  why  we  refused  the  hall.  Some  time  after  that, 
a  party  waited  upon  me  and  stated  that  they  would  like  to  have  the  hall 
to  hold  a  Democratic  meeting  in  it.  I  told  them  that  tbey  could  have 
it,  without  their  telling  me  who  was  to  be  one  of  the  speakers.  They 
wanted  to  know  what  the  expense  would  be.  I  told  them  there  would 
be  no  expense;  that  if  the  people  in  our  village  wished  to  hear  them 
speak,  I  would  light  the  hall,  beat  it,  and  give  them  the  free  use  of  it. 

Q.  The  reason  of  your  declining  then  to  grant  the  use  of  the  hall  was 
that  Mr.  Waters,  whovBad  been  an  enemy  of  yours,  had  applied  for  it, 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  solely! — A.  No,  sir;  not  solely.  That  was 
the  principal  reason.  If  Mr.  Thayer  had  made  application  for  it,  un- 
doubtedly he  would  have  got  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Terrence  Kennedy  having  been 
warned  out  of  his  house  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  whose  direction  was  it  done  ? — A.  By  my  direction. 

Q.  Had  his  political  course  anything  whatever  to  do  with  that! — A. 
Nothing  whatever. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  he  was  in  a  sense  Mr.  Waters'  right  haAd  man 
in  politics  when  you  did  it  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Q.  If  it  had  occurred  to  you  at  the  time  that  an  election  was  coming 
on,  and  that  political  use  might  be  made  of  the  fact,  would  you  have 
done  as  you  did  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  would. 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  for  doing  it  t — A.  We  were  very  short  of 
tenements  at  that  time,  as  we  arc  occasionally.  I  have  repeatedly  talked 
with  our  people  about  their  building  more  tenements.  We  are  very 
much  troubled  for  the  need  of  them.  Parties  come  there,  large  families, 
and  hire  in  the  mill  quite  often.  A  very  valuable  family  may  make 
application,  and,  in  such  a  case,  we  need  tenements  for  them.  When 
they  get  work  in  the  mills  I  refer  them  to  Mr.  Chase  (to  whom  I  gave 
charge  of  the  tenements),  so  that  he  may  provide  them  with  tenements. 
It  quite  often  happens  that  we  cannot  provide  the  family  with  a  tene- 
ment, and  that  in  consequence  we  lose  the  family.  In  some  cases,  peo- 
ple occupy  our  tenements  who  have  perhaps  only  one  at  work  in  the 
mill,  when  we  might  have,  from  the  same  number  of  other  occupants  of 
a  tenement,  a  half  dozen  or  more  in  the  mill ;  and  in  those  cases  we 
have  repeatedly  warned  people  out. 

Q.  It  was  for  that  reason  Mr.  Kennedy  was  warned  out  f — A.  It  was. 

Q.  Was  there  any  otber  reason  ? — A.  No  other  reason. 

Q.  How  many  would  his  tenement  accommodate  f — A.  There  are  as 
many  as  ten  or  twelve  in  a  tenement  of  the  class  of  tenement  that  he 
occupied.    It  was  one  of  our  best. 

Q.  There  was  but  one  person  from  that  tenement  at  work  in  the  mill 
at  that  time,  as  you  remember  ? — A.  Only  one.  It  was  so  reported  to 
me,  and  1  am  the  overseer.  Before  warning  him  out,  Mr.  ChaSe  told  me 
there  was  only  one  from  there  iu  the  mill,  and  I  went  in  the  mill  and 
talked  with  the  overseer  for  whom  that  one  (the  boy)  worked.  1  asked 
the  overseer  what  kind  of  a  hand  the  boy  was,  and  he  replied :  *'  He  is 
a  kind  of  a  worthless  fellow — a  poor  spinner."  I  inquired,  "Do you 
want  him  f  He  replied  that  he  did  not.  I  told  him  that  1  wanted  the 
tenement.     "  Well,"  he  said,  "  it  won't  interfere  with  meat  all." 

Q.  Your  object,  then,  was  to  get  the  tenement  for  the  use  of  persons 
employed  by  you  who  were  in  want  of  such  a  tenement  f — A.  Certainly  f 
that  is  what  we  have  tenements  for. 
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Q.  Had  Mr.  KeDnedy  been  occapying  it  for  some  years  f — A..  I  believe 
he  bad. 

Q.  He  bad  left  your  employment  some  two  years  before,  but  yoa  had 
allowed  him  to  occupy  the  tenement  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  two  or  three  years 
before. 

Q.  Was  there  any  public  hall  connected  with  this  barn  that  is  spoken 
off — A.  I  understand  so,  and  that  they  had  held  meetings  there  for  a 
Dumber  of  years.  It  is  a  public  hall;  it  is  the  only  public  hall  that 
there  is  there. 

Q.  And  it  is  connected  with  the  barn  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  thought  it  was  perfectly  right  to  keep  the  Democratic  party 
oat  of  the  hall  because  Waters  came  after  it  f    A.  Ko,  sir ;  not  exactly. 

Q.  Was  not  that  the  effect  of  your  refusal ! — A.  As  I  have  stated,  I 
would  not  grant  Waters  a  favor  if  I  could. 

Q.  Was  he  not  asking  it  not  for  his  own  use,  but  for  the  use  of  a  po- 
litical party — for  the  use  of  a  number  of  the  people  there  I — A.  I  would 
not  recognize  the  man ;  I  would  not  talk  with  him  on  that  subject. 

Q,  Did  the  Frenchman  speak  there  to  the  employes  f — A.  1  have  been 
informed  that  he  did. 

Q.  Did  he  speak  in  your  hall ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  an  application  to  you  to  allow  him  to  use  your  hall  ? — 
A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  before  refused  your  hall  to  the  Democratic  party  to 
hear  speeches  in,  or  have  a  meeting  in  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  I — ^A.  Some  two  years  previous. 

Q.  In  the  fall  of  18761— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  wanted  it  then  ! — A.  I  don't  remember ;  but  one  of  the  par- 
ties  was  named  Mellen.  It  was  reported  to  me  that  they  had  said  they 
were  going  to  give  us  a  dressing  down,  and  Mellen  has  given  us  a  great 
many  dressings  down ;  he  did  in  1876,  and  has  since  then. 

Q.  Then  you  refused  it  because  Mellen  came  after  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  in  1878  you  refused  it  because  Waters  came  after  it ! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  you  want  your  employes  to  hear  all  sides! — A.  I  didn't  object 
to  it. 

Q.  If  you  could  conveniently  have  kept  them  away,  you  would  not 
have  objected  to  so  doing! — A.  I  would  not  do  such  a  thing. 

Q.  I  do  not  say  that  you  would  do  it  intentionally,  but  you  would  not 
inconvenience  yourself  about  it! — A.  I  wouldn't  say  that  I  would  not 
u>e  my  influence  in  a  proper  manner  to  help  the  Eepublican  party. 

Q.  You  used  whatever  influence  you  could  use  legitimately  for  the 
interests  of  Mr.  Talbot,  last  year,  did  you  not ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn't  talk  with  your  employes  ! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ride  in  the  wagons  in  which  the  men  went  to  and  from  the 
polls  last  year  ! — A.  Yes,  sir  5  quite  often. 

Q.  How  many  would  be  in  those  wagons  when  you  went  up! — A.  Per- 
haps there  would  be  four.  I  generally'  got  in,  and  whoever  was  ready 
to  go  would  jump  in. 

Q.  You  accompanied  the  hands  and  allowed  your  teams  to  be  used  for 
that  purpose! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  they  were  through  at  the  polls  were  the  hands  brought  back 
in  these  wagons  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  Quite  often  these  stragglers  would  not 
all  get  in.    I  have  passed  them  myself  when  taking  the  men  down. 

Q.  What  family  had  you  hired  to  work  in  the  mill  and  arranged  to 
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pat  Id  the  tenement  occapied  by  Kennedy  when  you  notified  Kennedy 
to  leave  ? — A.  I  couldn't  tell  yon. 

Q.  Had  yon  any  special  family  at  the  time  hired,  to  be  placed  in  that 
tenement  f — A.  I  could  not  say  that  I  had. 

Q.  It  was  merely  a  general  want  that  yon  spoke  oft — A.  It  was  merely 
a  general  want. 

Q.  Can  yon  not  tell  me  who  it  was  that  you  wanted  to  take  on  in  the 
mills,  at  the  time  at  which  yon  notified  Kennedy  to  leave  the  placet — 
A.  I  cannot  tell  you.  I  hire  but  very  few  of  the  operatives }  those  who 
are  hired  by  me  are  the  overseers  and  different  foremen. 

Q.  You  have  control  of  the  tenements  t — A.  Yes,  sir  3  I  have  control 
of  everything. 

Q.  It  was  by  your  direction  that  Kennedy  was  notified  to  go,  and  that 
Chase  was  directed  to  give  the  notice  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  can  you  not  state  who  it  was  for  whom  you  wanted  to  have 
the  tenement  ? — A.  No  one  in  particular.  It  was  a  general  want  of  tene- 
ments. 

Q.  Then  you  went  to  the  overseer  of  Kennedy's  son,  discovered  that 
the  boy  was  a  worthless  fellow,  and  wanted  to  get  him  out? — A.  I 
wouldn't  have  turned  Kennedy  out  of  his  house  with  his  family  if  he 
had  been  of  any  benefit  to  us  in  the  mill,  and  that  was  the  reason  why 
1  went  to  the  overseer. 

Q.  Two  of  Kennedy's  nieces  were  working  in  the  mill  at  that  timet 
— A.  I  have  been  informed  that  they  were  not. 

Q.  You  continued  the  process  which  you  had  begun  until  you  got 
Kennedy  outt — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  kept  it  going  until  you  did  get  him  outt — A.  Yes,  sir;  we 
simply  warned  him  out,  and  when  he  would  not  go  we  took  legal  mea- 
sures. 

Q.  You  pay  taxes  to  the  collector  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  taxes  of  the  town. 

Q.  Who  were  the  assessors  of  the  taxes  t — A.  Mr.  Charles  H.  Chase, 
Mr.  Batchelder,  and  Mr.  Humes.  Charles  H.  Chase  is  the  chairman  of 
the  board. 

Q.  What  was  the  assessment  of  the  property  of  the  corporation  in 
1878 1— A.  I  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q.  About  how  much  t — A.  Something  over  $400,000. 

Q.  There  was  some  litigation  on  this  subject,  or  in  regard  to  the  as- 
sessment, in  1874,  wasn't  there t — A.  No,  sir;  not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Was  there  a  reference  of  the  matter  to  a  special  master  in  chan- 
cery t — A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  Didn't  he  fix  the  value  of  the  property  t  Look  at  that  which  I 
DOW  hand  you  and  state  whether  it  is  not  an  accurate  cop3'  of  the  report 
of  the  master  in  chancery  as  to  the  value  of  the  Manchaug  corporation 
property. — A.  [After  an  inspection  of  the  paper  here  shown,  which  is 
appended  to  the  testimony  of  witness.]  I  never  saw  it  before. 

Q.  [Several  circulars  shown.]  Did  you  ever  see  any  of  these  docu- 
ments in  circulation  there t — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  understood,  though, 
that  there  were  some  such  documents  in  circulation  ;  that  Mr.  Waters 
had  taken  an  active  part  in  having  them  circulated. 

Q.  This  is  the  cause  of  the  difficulty  between  you  and  Mr.  Waters  t — 
A.  No,  sir;  I  never  saw  anyof  those. 

Q.  The  point  of  my  question  is  that  the  cause  of  the  difficulty  be- 
tween you  and  Mr.  Waters  is  that  you  thought  he  was  assessing  your 
property  too  low,  and  that  he  took  the  question  into  court  to  have  it 
tested. — A.  No,  sir;  that  was  not  the  cause. 
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I).  What  was  the  caase  t — A.  That's  a  part  of  the  cause ;  he  takes 
rtrj  opportunity  he  can  to  belittle  and  misrepresent  the  company. 
Hmast  bear  in  mind  that  mill  property  was  worth  considerably  more 
n  than  it  is  at  the  present  day.  I  presnme  it  would  be  safe  to  say 
at  it  might  have  been  worth  nearly  double  its  present  value. 
Q.  The  statement  in  this  report  (master's  report)  is  that  ^^  the  ag^re- 
te  value  fixed  by  the  witnesses  for  the  plaintiff"  was  $1,321,945. 
le  defendant's  witnesses  varied  in  their  estimates  from  $750,000  to 
80,000."  The  report  concludes :  **  I  find  and  report  that  the  value  of 
B  property  described  in  said  schedule  January  5, 1874,  was  $1,109,- 
7.70,  being  the  sum  of  the  several  values  affixed  to  each  item  of  the 
bedale.  To  this  sum  I  have  added  the  agreed  value  of  the  stock,  &c., 
«8,315.97,  and  I  find  the  total  assets  to  be  $1,477,873.07." 
Q.  Upon  that  same  property,  you  say  to-day  that  Mr.  Chase,  the  as- 
nor,  and  his  assistants  have  assessed  a  value  of  $400,000?— A.  I 
iDk  ahoQt  $450,000,  more  or  less,  on  the  same  property. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Is  the  stock  of  the  corporation  taxable? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  The  corporation,  then,  is  taxed  upon  its  property  and  its  stock  ? — 
-  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  not  fair. — A.  That  is  what  we  think. 
Q.  The  capital  stock  goes  into  property,  doesn't  it? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q*  So  that,  if  it  is  taxed  upon  the  full  value  of  its  property,  and  also 
^6d  upon  the  value  of  its  capital  stock,  the  corporation  is  doubly 
ted  t— A.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  5  I  mean  the  stock  we  have  on 
"d  for  working. 

t  The  capital  stock  here  referred  to  in  the  report  as  $368,315.97  was 
taxable  to  the  corporation  ? — A.  No ;  it  is  not  supposed  to  be.  In 
^rd  to  that  statement,  I  will  say  that  the  lowest  valuation  there  was 
ie  up  by  experts ;  the  other  is  by  those  who  are  not  supposed  to 
w  much  about  mill  proi>erty. 
.  That  was  iu  1S74?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

.  Mill  property  has  very  much  depreciated  since  then  ? — A.  I  think 
is;  very  much,  indeed. 

Practically,  is  property  generally,  in  the  town  of  Sutton,  taxed  at 
ill  valuation  or  at  a  reduction  from  its  full  valuation  ? — A.  I  pre- 
3  generally  at  a  reduction  from  its  full  valuation. 

Tbey  establish  something  like  a  two-thirds  rule,  do  they  not? — A. 
taps  they  do  as  to  farms.  They  intend  to  be  on  the  safe  side  and 
^t  themselves  in  that  way. 

In  your  judgment,  is  your  property  taxed  as  much  in  proportion 
3  value  as  the  farming  and  other  property  in  the  town  of  Sutton  ? — 
Ve  think  it  is  taxed  higher. 

One  of  the  two  papers  here  produced  is  signed  **  Many  citizens — 
L  L."    Do  you  know  what  '*N.  R.  L. "  means? — A.  I  do  not. 

I  would  inquire  whether,  to  your  mind,  this  circular  bears  the  car- 
es of  having  been  prepared  by  Mr.  Waters? — A.  Mr.  Waters  is 
(osed  by  all  the  people  in  our  town  to  be  the  author  of  it.  I  guess 
cold  not  deny  that  fact. 

Have  you  seen  that  docnment? 
ircalar  signed  by  Chas.  H.  Chase  shown.] 
.  I  have. 

Is  that  Mr.  Chase's  reply  to  the  other  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Was  it  generally  circulated  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Platt.  They  give  both  sides  of  the  controversy,  and  we 
to  have  both  papers  put  iu  evidence. 

[Note. — The  papers  are  appended  to  the  testimony  of  the  wi 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  of  what  that  *'N.  K.  L."  means  t — A. 
an  idea,  of  course. 

Q.  National  Reform  League;  is  that  itt — A.  I  believe  so. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  your  corporation  a  member  of  that  league  ? — A.  I  thin 

Q.  When  did  you  come  to  the  State! — A.  In  IS73. 

Q.  You  have  been  a  resident  of  Massachusetts  since  1873!— 
sir. 

Q.  You  came  to  take  charge  of  these  works,  and  came  from  ^ 
sey! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

[The  papers  put  in  evidence  are  as  follows  :] 

TO  THE  TAXPAYERS  OF  SUTTON. 

Felxow-Citizens  :  The  equalization  of  taxation  or  a  just  distribnt  ion  oft 
all  persons  and  property,  not  exempt  from  taxation,  has,  through  the  enactm 
laws  and  the  equitable  administration  of  them,  been  the  aim  of  republics 
ments  since  their  establishment.  Any  marked  departure  from  so  just  a  prii 
not  but  be  regarded  with  deep  concern,  as  a  violation  of  the  principles  u| 
our  State  and  national  governments  rest.  That  taxation  has  been  unequal 
uted  in  Sutton  has  long  been  suspected ;  and  that  there  may  be  do  longer 
upon  the  subject,  the  following  record  of  the  supreme  court  of  Massachni 
pended,  to  which  your  candid  attention  is  invited  : 


Supreme  judicial  court,  Woroeeter,  ss.    In  equity. 
Lemuel  H.  Cunliff 

Benjamin  B.  Knight 

Mastei'^s  report. 


[FF  ) 

&  Co.  ) 


In  pursuance  of  the  order  filed  in  said  case,  I  have  carefully  examined  tb 
to  ascertain  what  assets,  real  and  personal,  belonged  to  the  Maucbaug  Con 
date  agreed  upon  by  the  parties,  to  wit,  January  n,  1674,  and  to  ascertain  th 
ket  value  of  the  same ;  aud  I  have,  at  various  times,  heard  all  the  proofs 
ments  offered  by  the  several  parties,  and  report  as  follows,  viz  : 

The  parties  agreed  that  the  value  of  their  raw  material  goods,  manufacti: 
process  of  manufacture,  constituting  their  stock  in  trade,  together  with  sui 
company  at  the  above  date,  wa^  $308, 315.97.  I  further  find  that  on  that  da 
company  were  the  owners  of  the  real  estate,  machinery,  and  other  personi 
fully  described  in  Schedule  A  hereto  annexed,  and  that  the  above-describe 
constituted  all  the  assets  of  the  company  at  that  time.  The  parties  dil 
widely  as  to  the  value  of  the  property  described  in  said  schedule.  They  I 
•mainly  upon  the  testimony  of  competent,  intelligent,  and  disinterested  exp 
witnesses  on  either  side  examined  the  property  together,  and  mainly  (the 
witnesses  exactly)  agreed  in  their  estimates  and  opinions  of  value. 

The  aggregate  value  iixed  by  the  witnesses  for  the  plaintiff  was  $1,321,94 

The  defendants'  witnesses  varied  in  their  estimates  from  $750,000  to  $^>,( 

These  last  however  did  not  include  certain  property  not  ordinarily  owned 
companies,  amounting  tosomethiug  less  than  $100,000. 

The  method  adopted  by  the  witnesses  for  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendants' 
was  wholly  different. 

The  former  estimated  in  detail  the  value  of  the  several  items  in  Schedule, 
and  adapted  as  it  was  for  the  general  purpose  of  manufacturing  cotton  gc 
the  mills  were  located. 

The  latter  estimated  the  value  of  the  property  as  a  whole  for  manufaeti 
poses,  and  this  included  in  their  estimate  only  what  was  deemed  neceasary  f< 
fully  carrying  on  their  business. 

In  general  terms  they  estimated  the  value  of  the  real  estate,  machine 
much  per  spindle. 

I  was  satisfied  that  both  methods  were  useful  iu  arriving  at  the  value,  bi 
dence,  as  it  varied  so  widely,  would  have  been  far  more  satisfiictory  if  the 
called  by  either  side  had  made  the  estimates  both  as  a  whole  and  in  detail 
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* 

comparison  might  have  been  made  of  their  several  jadgments  as  applied  to  the  same 
specific  sabjecte. 

Bat  the  plaintiff's  witnesses  made  no  estimate  of  the  property  as  a  whole,  nor  did 
the  defendants'  witnesses  estimate  the  valne  of  the  several  items. 

I  was  satisfied  that  the  plaintiff  desired  to  appreciate  and  the  defendants  to  depreci- 
ate the  valne  of  the  property,  and  that  the  opinions  of  the  experts  were  somewhat 
affected  and  colored  by  the  interest  of  either  side.  After  careful  consideration  of  all 
the  evidence,  and  an  examination  of  the  property  both  before  and  aft«r  the  evidence 
bad  been  sabmitted^  I  find  and  report  that  the  valne  of  the  property  described  in  said 
schedule  Jannary  5,  1874,  was  $1,109,837.70,  being  the  sum  of  the  several  values  af- 
fixed to  each  item  of  the  schedule. 

To  this  sum  I  have  added  the  agreed  value  of  the  stock,  &.c. — $368.315.97 — and  I  find 
the  total  assets  to  be  $1,477,873.67;    •    •     * 

THOMAS  G.  KENT. 

Special  Master, 

The  above  is  a  verbatim  copy  of  the-  report  of  the  master  pertaining  to  the  valuation 
of  the  property  of  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Company,  as  can  be  seen  by  any  citi- 
zen, at  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  supreme  court  at  Worcester.  The  master  further 
reports  that  the  indebtedness  of  the  company  at  the  time  was  of  considerable  amount, 
and  the  business  of  the  company  was  made  successful  by  the  introduction  of  machinery 
for  the  manufacture  of  goods  known  in  the  market  as  **  Fruit  of  the  Loom,"  for  the 
production  of  which  the  proprietors,  Messrs.  Kuight  6l  Co.,  enjoyed  in  connection  with 
their  bleachery  excellent  facilities,  &c.* 

It  is  well  known  that  on  account  of  these  advantages  adverted  to  in  the  master's  re- 
port, the  business  of  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Company  has  been  successful  since 
the  report  was  made,  and  therefore  its  property  has  not  depreciated  in  value  as  has 
many  kinds  of  property  during  this  time;  but  on  the  contrary  has  been  largely  in- 
creased in  value  by  the  addition  of  machinery,  the  increase  of  manufacturing  facilities, 
the  building  of  a  new  dam,  the  construction  of  a  new  reservoir,  and  the  enlargement 
and  injprovement  of  old  ones.  In  view  of  these  facts,  and  the  valuation  of  the  prop- 
erty by  the  special  master  of  the  supreme  judicial  court,  which  was  based  upon  the 
opinions  of  two  sets  of  men,  who,  because  of  their  intimate  knowledge  of  the  tme 
cash  value  of  manufacturing  property,  were  selected  as  experts  to  appraise  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Company,  and  after  hearing  the  opinions  of  each, 
and  carefully  inspecting  the  property  himself,  estimates  its  value  to  be  $1,109,837,  be- 
sides $:)68,315  as  the  valne  of  stock,  is  it  not  well  to  make  the  iuquiry,  why  this  same 
property,  with  valuable  additions  thereto,  is  taxed  for  less  than  five  hundred  thousand 
dollars  T 

This  is  a  pertinent  and  reasonable  inquiry  for  the  small  property  owners  of  Sutton 
to  make,  the  valuation  of  whose  property  has  not  been  materially  reduced  for  the  last 
fonr  years ;  and  its  correct  answer  might  lead  to  the  solution  of  the  mysterious  rule  of 
a  ring  that  claims  ownership  of  the  politics  of  the  town,  and  parcels  out  offices  as 
perquisites  for  favors  to  be  received;  that  rudely  thrusts  from  office  the  true  and  faith- 
ful officer,  and  retains  in  office  those  who  best  serve  its  interests;  that  stifles  the  in- 
vestigation of  public  measures,  prevents  the  examination  of  questions  proposed  for 
public  action ;  that  ignores  the  right  of  the  people  to  discuss  topics,  compare  views, 
criticise  or  examine  the  action  of  their  public  servants,  or  carefully  consider  the  sub- 
jects brought  up  for  their  consideration ;  that  packs  caucuses  with  its  hirelings  and 
converts  town  meetings  into  howling  mobs,  where,  amidst  the  fumes  of  foul  tobacco 
smoke  and  the  stench  of  bad  whisky,  parliamentary  usage,  statute  law,  and  rules  of 
common  decency  are  set  at  defiance  in  order  that  the  plots  of  the  ring-masters  may  be 
consummated  in  the  interests  of  the  few  to  the  detriment  of  the  many. 

Legal  voters  of  Sutton,  it  is  for  you  to  decide  whether  these  things  shall  cease  or 
continue.  It  is  for  yon  to  declare  whether  the  gift  of  office  belongs  to  yon  or  to  a  self- 
appointed  clique  of  place-seekeis,  who  for  selfish  ends  are  reaiy  to  sacrifice  the  public 
interests,  and  seek  to  seduce  men  from  their  allegiance  to  principle,  by  offdring  bribes 
of  political  preferment,  and  to  deter  others  from  a  faithful  performance  of  official 
duties,  by  threats  of  dismissal  from  office  as  a  penalty  for  daring  to  do  right.  It  is  for 
yon  to  say  whether  you  shall  rule  in  the  public  affairs  of  the  town  or  be  ruled  by  un- 
Bcrnpulous  tricksters,  who  give  out  false  ballots,  wink  at  illegal  voting,  and  manufac- 
ture voters  to  order,  to  overcome  the  honest  expression  of  a  majority  of  the  people. 
It  is  for  you  to  prove  your  appreciation  of  free  government,  the  rights  and  duties  of 
free  citizens  and  your  determination  to  maintain  and  perform  them  by  showing  that 
yon  are  not  owned  by  any  "  ring,"  though  it  may  attempt  to  b»»strido  the  neoks  of  both 

*  The  law  does  not  permit  any  rt^duction  of  the  valuation  of  an  estate  for  the  assess- 
ment of  taxes  on  account  of  its  indebtedness,  however  large  such  indebtedness  may 
be ;  nor  exempt  from  taxation  property  not  in  use.  Carriages  not  in  use  and  hoa«es 
nnrented  are  not  exempt  from  taxation. 
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X>olitical  parties,  and  that  yonr  ballot  is  too  precions  to  he  sold  at  any  price,  ud 
sacred  to  be  bartered  for  the  miserable  mess  of  pottage  contained  in  the  promiMt 
petty  office.  It  is  for  yoa  to  wipe  ont  the  hamiliating  disgrace  that  rests  apoo  yog 
be  yourselves  wiped  out  by  it.  It  is  for  yoa  to  govern  Tike  free  men,  or  sabmit, 
cringing  menials^to  the  despotism  which  basely  usurps  authority  and  recognizes  nei 
the  public  welfare  nor  the  equal  rights  of  man. 

It  is  for  you  to  approve  or  rebuke  that  spirit  of  intolerance  and  intimidation 
which  employ^  feel  compelled  to  vote  as  their  employers  may  indicate,  regardlei 
their  own  convictions  of  dnty,  and  which  breathes  forth  treatenings  of  political 
venge  upon  those  who  are  too  honorable  and  patriotic  to  rob  of  their  dearest  rij 
those  who  are  employed  in  their  services,  by  attempting  to  coerce  their  votes  thro 
fear  of  disfavor  or  threat  of  discharge  from  service. 

The  laws  of  Massachusetts  guarantee  to  every  cftizen  the  free  and  antrsmm 
right  to  vote  for  such  measures  and  men  as  his  own  judgment  may  dictate ;  and  w 
this  right  is  invaded  by  any  tyrannical  usurpation  to  control  it,  there  can  be  no 
thing  as  liberty.  Shall  the  laws  pertaining  to  the  rights  of  the  ballot  akid  the  pi 
of  the  ballot-box  be  obeyed  and  your  politics  purified  from  the  corruption  which 
corrodes  them,  and  thus  enable  the  people  to  nobly  live  and  justly  rule  as  beoome 
citizens  of  a  country  under  a  free  government. 

MANY  CITIZENS.    X  R. 


To  the  anthor  of  the  circalar addressed  to  "The  taxpayers  of  Sutton,"  without  date,  thisconLmani 

is  most  cordifidly  dedicated. 

"  Yon  F.hall  digest  the  veDora  of  yonr  spleen, 
Though  It  do  split  yon  ;  for,  from  this  day  forth, 
I'll  nse  yoa  for  my  mirth,  yea,  for  my  laughter, 
When  you  are  waspish." 

It  is  not  customary  to  notice  an  anonymous  communication  of  the  character  of  tl 
addressed  to  the  taxpayers  of  Sutton.  It  would  have  been  of  greater  importance, 
ever,  did  it  not  bear  the  mark  of  such  unmitigated  imbecility.  Yet  we  have  no  h 
tion  in  affirming  that  it  is  a  perfect  masterpiece  of  its  kindf  and  bad  yonr  min 
been  so  completely  unbalanced  by  your  schemes  of  social  and  political  improve 
and  the  unbiased  welfare  of  your  peers,  the  result,  ere  this,  would  have  been  diff 
But  if  the  plainest  lessons  of  reason  and  experience  have  been  totally  lost  in  yon 
ticniar  case,  you  alone  are  responsible.  It  has  always  been  the  practice  of  si 
political  managers  to  disguise  their  arbitrary  measures  under  popular  forms  and  n 
but  your  method  has  been  altogether  at  variance  with  this  trite  and  obvious  m 
your  selfish  motives  being  plainly  discernible  through  your  thin  guise  of  politic 
form,  therefore,  if  any  inconveniences  arise  from  the  liberty  of  political  discnssi 
those  inconveniences  von  must  sooner  or  later  beoome  reconciled.  If  the  polio 
large  majoritv  of  the  liberal  and  intelligenw  portions  of  this  commanity  have  id 
been  for  an  lionest  and  never-failing  fidelity  in  the  administration  of  the  resp 
duties  enjoined  upon  its  official  boards,  it  is  not  surprising  that  you  should  exhi 
much  restiveness  under  the  exercise  of  that  prerogative  which  it  is  the  privili 
all  persons  who  claim  this  glorious  old  commonwealth  as  their  home  toei\joy.  V 
not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  we  are  daily  reproached  and  taunted  by  an  is( 
few,  championed  by  one  who  has  not  even  the  contidence,  support,  or  respect  of  < 
party,  and  it  is  from  this  fact  that  we  expect  to  be  subjected  to  the  bitterest  and 
sarcastic  reflt^ctions.  The  question  resolves  itself  as  to,  not  what  yon  ought  to  d< 
what  we  ought  to  do;  not  whether  it  is  wise  for  you  to  complain,  but  whether  it  ii 
in  U8  to  submit  to  the  odium,  unaccompanied  by  the  smallest  accession  of  securil 

The  renponslbility  of  the  continuance  of  this  sterile  and  ignoble  political  fei 
which,  for  some  years,  has  caused  such  excessive  annoyance  to  this  community 
engendered  by  yourself,  and  you  could  not  have  failed  to  perceive  by  the  signs,  ^ 
are  so  familiar  to  veteran  politicians,  that  your  popularity  was  waning,  and  that, 
that  popularity,  your  power  for  good  was  fast  disappearing  when  one  election 
another,  in  rax>id  succession,  told  the  same  story  of  general  dissatisfaction  ant 
gust. 

It  has  always  been  our  aim  to  maintain  inviolable  our  fidelity  to  principles,  ii 
though  they  may  be  borne  down  at  times  by  senseless  clamor,  still  remain  strong 
whicu,  however  tboy  may  be  misunderstood  by  contemporaries,  will  assuredly 
mand  that  respect  and  esteem  from  the  better  portion  of  the  commanity  who  si 
look  on  and  sn.ile  in  derision  at  your  simplicity.  Such  an  interest  as  you  assume 
provokes  a  smile  from  those  who  survey  the  tteld  of  politics  with  the  serene  coo 
cency  of  critics. 

Our  admiration  for  a  man's  devotion  to  his  friends,  and  his  steady  pursuit  of  his 
patriotic  duty,  which  leads  him  to  emulate  and  imitate,  needs  scarcely  be  recalle 
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iDy  word  of  ours.    Political  death  is  not  always  a  sad  event ;  there  are  times  when  a 
man  who  has  served  his  party  and  his  coontry  with  honor,  arriving  at  the  luatarity  of^ 
old  age,  retires  from  political  life 

"  With  all  his  coantry's  wUhes  blest," 

having  erected  for  himself,  in  history  and  in  the  estimation  of  mankind,  a  mnnament 
commenenrate  with  his  personal  abilities,  having  accomplished  all  he  could  desire, 
having  filled  the  measure  of  his  country's  expectations,  and  satisfied  the  yearnings  for 
patriotism,  with  all  the  world  ready  to  acknowledge  his  achieved  excellence  and  his 
established  fame.  The  grief  which  surrounds  his  bier  is  not  entirely  the  grief  of  the 
heart ;  there  is  a  mixture  of  pleasure  and  pride  exhibited  at  such  a  spectacle,  not  the 
less  honorable  because  of  the  pleasurable  emotions  which  the  memory  of  a  great  and 
STeutful  life  should  inspire.  But  when  a  man  of  unscrupulous  political  ambition — a 
man  who  is  not  only  ambitions  but  full  of  lofty  egotism — who  talks  much  of  honesty, 
honor,  and  reform,  yet  who  would  ally  himself  with  any  party,  for  any  purpose,  for  the 
sake  of  political  preferment — when  such  a  man  expires,  politically  or  otherwise,  before 
ke  has  had  time  to  erect  a  monument  to  his  memory,  or  who  from  a  lack  of  intuitive, 
magical  sagacity,  or  from  a  shade  of  jealousy — a  feeling  so  subtle  in  its  operations — or 
from  an  undefined  apprehension  that  he  may  possibly  find,  even  among  his  own  ob- 
scure contemporaries,  merit  equal  to  his  own,  which  merit  he  would  not  have  man- 
hood enongh  to  hausomely  acknowledge,  cannot  then  indulge  in  the  pleasing  thought 
that  his  own  great  and  admirable  qualities  would  be  recognized  by  a  grateful  posterity. 
Such  a  man  dying  goes  down  to  his  grave  unwept,  unhouored,  and  unsung.  A  life  of 
misdirected  ambition,  with  its  blasted  hopes  and  disappointments,  is  sad  to  contem- 
plate. 

TO  THE  TAXPAYERS  OF  SUTTON. 

GEinxEBfBN:  An  anonymous  circular,  issued  without  date,  purporting  to  be  a  ver- 
batim copy  of  the  master's  report  in  equity,  L.  H.  Cnnliff  vs.  B.  B.  Knight  <&  Co.,  under 
date  of  January  5,!1874,  is  before  us,  and  we  herewith  append  an  extract  from  said  circu- 
lar as  follows :  **  The  above  is  a  verbatim  copy  of  the  report  of  the  master,  pertaining 
to  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Company,  as  can 
be  seen  by  any  citizen  at  the  ofiBce  of  the  clerk  of  the  supreme  court,  at  Worcester.'' 
We  will  DOW  state  that  the  report  of  the  master,  alluded  to  above  as  a  verbatim  copy,  is 
onqualitiedly  false ;  it  is  not  a  verbatim  oopy^  which  can  be  proved  to  the  entire  satis- 
faction of  any  citizen  who  will  take  the  trouble  to  visit  the  office  of  the  supreme  court 
tt  Worcester.  Would  it  not  have  been  more  honorable  to  have  published  the  report 
in  its  entirety  than  in  the  mutilated  condition  in  which  we  find  it  t  Does  it  not  betray 
a  narrow  intellect  and  perverted  education  T  Again,  the  report  made  by  the  master  to 
the  supreme  court  was  not  accepted  by  that  honorable  body,  as  a  basis  for  the  adjust- 
ment of  the  suit  **  Cunlifi'rs.  Knight  &  Co.,"  as  is  perhaps  supposed. 

The  author  of  this  valuable  document  tells  yon  that  the  valuation  of  this  property,  as 
estimated  by  the  master,  was  $1,109,837,  besides  $368,315  as  value  of  stock.  For  fear  the 
two  amounts  might  become  ccnfounded,  we  will  dispose  of  the  $368,315  first.  This  amount 
was,  with  the  exception  of  about  $25,000,  which  was  the  estimate  placed  upon  the  stock 
inthe  town  of  Sutton,  composedentirely  of  bills  receivable,  due  in  rrovidence,  R.  I.,  and 
stock  of  manufactured  goods  in  storehouse  at  Pontiac,  R.  I.,  and  in  the  bauds  of  the 
agent  in  New  York  City ;  neither  of  which  has  the  board  of  assessors  anything  to  do  with. 
Thus,  gentlemen,  as  the  total  amount  of  this  $368,315  was  entirely  out  of  the  State,  except- 
ing the  paltry  amount  of  $25,000,  we  will  dispense  with  any  further  allusiou  to  it.  The 
author  of  this  mighty  production  tells  you  that  the  defendants'  appraisers  valued  this 
property  at  between  $750,000  and  $800,000.  To  prove  that  the  valuation  placed  upon  this 
property  by  the  appraisers  teas  a  correct  one^  i.  e.,  $750,000,  we  will  say  that  the  Manchaug 
Co.,  in  open  court,  before  ttitnesses,  offered  to  make  a  present  of  $50,000  if  any  one  could  be 
found  who  would  take  it  off  their  hands.  To  prove  the  utter  inconsistency  of  the  valua- 
tion placed  upon  thfs  property  by  the  master,  t.  e.  $1,109,837,  we  will  present  a  few  facts 
for  your  consideration:  It  is  not  our  intention  to  take  up  the  items  ''seriatim,"  con- 
tained in  Schedule  A  referred  to,  as  we  do  not  desire  to  absorb  too  much  of  your  valua- 
ble time  ;  a  few  items  will  suffice.  We  will  take  first  the  item  of  the  new  mill  build- 
ing. This  is  valued  for  the  bare  walls  at  $200,000;  even  the  gas,  steam,  and  closet 
pipes  are  valued  separately.  The  utter  fallacy  of  this  valuation,  upon  the  bare  walls 
of  a  building  310  feet  long  by  52  feet  w\de,  we  shall  show  you  by  the  annexed  letter, 
written  by  a  gentleman  of  large  experience  and  undoubted  ability  to  perform  what- 
ever be  undertakes;  a  man  who  has  already  completed  seven  difierent  mills  for  as  many 
different  corporations,  and  who  is  ready  and  willing  to  give  bonds  for  the  faithful  com- 
pletion of  any  and  all  contracts  he  may  assume,  and  in  addition  to  the  above  has  already 
completed  one  of  the  largest  churches,  built  of  granite  in  Gothic  style,  that  stands  in 
the  mate. 
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Fall  River,  Mass.,  Febmarjf  23,  U 
Chas.  H.  Chasr,  Esq.,  SuttcUf  Mats, : 

Sir  :  I  have  carefnlly  made  the  calculations  relative  t^  the  expense  of  erectiDgai 
of  granite  as  per  following  dimensions:  310  feet  long,  52  feet  wide,  four  stories  b^ 
said  stories  to  be,  respectively,  36,  32, 28,  and  24  inches  thick ;  also  two  towers  to  coDt 
with  said  building,  each  to  be  20  feet  square;  also  picker  building  84  by  40  f«et,  tl 
stories  high,  making  suitable  allowance  for  foundation,  as  follows:  To  lay  thestoi 
would  cost  $30,824  (this  price  includes  sand  and  lime  necessary  to  lay  tbe  stone, 
furnishing  the  stone  ;  for  me  to  furnish  the  stone  it  would  cost  $7,614  more).    Theli 
her,  including  girders  and  roof  complete,  of  best  southern  pine,  would  oo8t[ 
Total  cost  complete,  $64,918.    This  will  include  pier  blocks  for  iron  columns,  engine  1 
and  cut  stone  for  engine  anchors,  pumps,  &c.     Yon  will  notice,  by  a  little  calcolatifl 
that  it  would  take  2,500  casks  of  lime  nearly  to  do  the  work,  including  tbe  plastei 
Respectfully, 

H.  J.  JOHNS. 

Thus  you  will  see  a  difference  in  this  one  item  alone  of  a  false  valuation  of  |13.> 
We  also  present  for. your  examination  the  annexed  comparison  of  the  cost  of  diffi 
mills  in  the  State,  which,  upon  a  careful  consideration,  yon  will  see  that  at  tbevftli 
tion  placed  upon  the  Manchaug  Co.'s  mills  by  the  master — whose  experience  io 
ters  of  that  character  must  have  been  extremely  limited — the  mill  would  coat 
owners  nearly  double  what  it  would  in  a  large  city,  bearing  in  mind  in  the  case  of 
mills  all  the  granite  had  to  be  purchased  by  the  cord,  whereas,  in  the  case  of  tbe 
ohaug  Mills,  the  stone  was  taken  from  the  company's  own  quarry,  at  do  expense  wbi 
ever  for  the  material.    These  facts  have  been  kindly  furnished  by  the  companies, taki 
directly  from  their  construction  accounts.    It  will  be  observed  that  included  in  tbe' 
is  the  New  Potamska  Mills,  of  New  Bedford,  Mass.,  built  entirely  of  pressed  brickfUl 
at  a  cost  of  but  $3  per  spindle. 

Following  is  a  comparison  of  several  mills  built  nearly  the  same  time  with  their  d^v 
or  No.  3  mill,  and  the  actual  cost  of  each  as  taken  from  their  construction  aceoQots: 

Per 
gpi 

Flint  Mill,  Fall  River,  built  of  granite (4 

Wampanoag,  Fall  River,  built  of  granite 331 

Granite  Mill  No.  2,  Fall  River,  built  of  granite  (in  swamp  foundation,  costing 

$50,000) 4« 

Stafford  Mill,  Fall  River,  built  of  granite  (in   swamp  foundation,  costing 

$50,000) 4" 

Potamska  Mill,  New  Bedford,  built  of  pressed  brick , 3 

All  include  cost  of  gas  and  steam  piping. 

At  the  master's  valuation  the  Manchaug  Company's  Mill  No.  3,  20,000  spin- 
dles, $200,000 10  M 

All  the  other  mill  buildings  are  appraised  in  the  same  proportion  and  tbe  same  roll 
applies  to  all.     The  blacksmith's  shop  of  the  Manchaug  Company,  a  simple  one-storj 
building,  25  by  40  feet,  and  only  12  feet  high — not  so  large  as  an  ordinary  oorH-crih— 
is  placed  at  $4,000.    A  resident  of  this  town  stands  ready  to  give  bonds  to  build  it  for 
$4''0.    Two  gas-houses,  30  by  46  each,  simply  one  story  high,  valued  at  $19,000.   Tbe' 
same  person,  amply  able  pecuniarily  and  otherwise,  will  build  both  of  tbem  for|3,250. 
Then  there  are  three  two-story  dwelling  houses,  built  since  1824,  valaed  at  $9,000;  tbe 
highest  possible  amount  of  insurance  that  can  be  placed  upon  them  is  $650,  and  (Ae  riti^ 
not  wanted  at  that.    But  why  continue  T    The  whole  schedule  is  completely  full  of  sacb 
fancied  valuation. 

We  will  now  call  your  attention  to  another  class,  which  in  the  circular  has  been 
studiously  avoided.  There  is  included  in  that  valuation  a  school  house,  S2,500 ;  a  dutrd^ 
$4,000  ;  household  furniture^  $3,000 — which  any  one  knows  is  not  subject  to  taxation.  Then 
is  also  600  acres  of  land  included,  when  every  single  acre  of  land  owned  by  the  company 
is  24H^.  There  is  a  very  large  proportion  of  this  property  which  lies  outside  of  the 
confines  of  Sutton,  over  which  the  board  of  assessors  has  no  jurisdiction  whatever.  This 
fact  the  compiler  of  the  circular  referred  to  was  perhaps  ignorant  of,  thinking  that 
Long  Island  Sound  was  the  southern  boundary  of  Sutton.  There  are  also  several  build- 
ings and  a  stone  mill  without  tbe  limits  of  the  town. 

CouHiderable  emphasis  is  laid  upon  the  statement  that  the  value  of  this  property  has 
been  largely  increased  by  the  addition  of  machinery.  We  will  say  that  while  do  addi- 
tions have  been  made  to  the  machinery,  other  than  to  equalize  the  different  departments 
as  to  the  production,  there  has,  on  the  contrary,  been  nearly  $80,000  removed,  and  either 
sent  out  of  the  State  or  broken  up  into  scrap  iron  and  sold  to  the  fonndery.  There  are 
still  fourteen  jacks,  valued  by  the  master  at  over  $18,000,  which  have  been  advertised 
for  sale  a  year,  and  cannot  find  a  purchaser  at  any  price.    We  might  continue  this 
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comparison  iDdefinitely,  bat  one  single  statement  more  and  we  will  close.    A  large  pro- 

Sortion  of  the  machinery  of  these  mills  has  been  running  from  ten  to  forty  years, 
early  one-half,  perhaps,  was  purchased  in  1868,  when  gold  was  $1.56^.  It  is  evident 
to  any  candid  and  unbiased  mind  that  the  cost  of  this  kind  of  machinery  has  been  re- 
daced  in  price  nearly  on  an  average  of  from  50  to  60  per  cent.,  as  the  following  letter 
will  show.  When  the  large  mill,  built  in  1869,  was  equipped,  they  paid  for  the  ma- 
chinery as  follows: 

Looms,  $86.00  ;  can  be  put  in  now  for  $50.00  each. 

Cards,  $200.00  ;  can  be  put  iu  now  for  $120.00  each. 

Slubbers,  .S28.00  per  spin. ;  can  be  put  in  now  for  $16.00  each. 

Speeders,  $20.00  per  spin. ;  can  be  put  in  now  for  $12.00  each. 

Fine  speeders,  $14.00  per  spin. ;  can  be  put  in  now  for  $8.00  each. 

You  will  notice  the  price  now,  as  compared  with  what  it  was  when  purchased,  is 
ne<irltf  one-half,  which  you  will  find  verificfd  by  the  annexed  letter: 

Okfice  of  the  Saco  Water  Power, 

Machine  Shop  (Jas.  McMullen,  Agent), 

Biddefordf  Me.,  FeVy  8, 1878. 

Chas.  H.  Chase,  Esq.,  Manchang^  Mass, : 

Dear  Sir  :  In  reply  to  yours  of  the  4th  inst.,  our  price  for  36-iDch  cards,  with  self- 
strippers,  railway  troughs,  are  $125  each.  Railway  heads,  $175  each.  Drawing  frames. 
4  del.,  3  into  1,  $350  each.  Slubbers,  60  spindles,  16  by  6,  $16  per  spindle.  Inter.  80 
spin.,  10  by  5,  $12  per  spin.  Fly  frames,  144  spin.,  7  by  3^,  $7.50  per  spin.  Ring 
frames,  $3  per  spin.  Sawyer  40  ots.  and  pearls  20  cts.  per  spin,  extra.  Parr  mules, 
600  spin.,  $2.25  per  spin.  Spoolers,  $3  per  spindle.  Slashers  cost  $1,600  each  ;  warpers, 
$200  each ;  40-inch  looms,  $55  each. 

It  is  possible,  on  reflection,  the  above  prices  may  be  shaded  a  little. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

JAS.  Mcmullen,  AgU, 


It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  this  machinery  has  been  running  ten  years,  and  som 
of  it  much  longer,  yet  the  valuation  of  the  master  is  based  upon  the  original  and  exor 
bitant  price. 

We  have  been  kindly  furnished- with  a  commuuicatiou  from  Ex-Mayor  Brown,  of 
Fall  River,  chairman  of  the  board  of  assessors,  showing  the  valuation  of  mill  prox)erty 
in  that  city.  This,  you  will  please  bear  in  mind,  is  when  a  police  department,  water 
works,  fire  department,  and  other  expensive  departments  incident  to  a  well-regulated 
city  are  maintained.  Also  a  critical  examination  has  been  made  of  the  valuation  of 
eight  diftereut  corporations  in  the  town  of  Millbury,  where  we  find  the  total  valuation 
placed  upon  them  is  but  $384,800  for  the  entire  property — including  mill  buildings, 
machinery,  stock  on  hand,  tenements,  lauds,  water  power,  and  all — $100,000  less  for  the 
entire  eight  corporations  than  the  valuation  placed  upon  this  property  alone  by  your 
own  board  of  assessors,  and  y6u  will  see  by  a  careful  comparison  that  the  Manchaug 
Manuf^g  Co.  are  taxed  higher  per  spindle  than  they  are.  These  mills  are  situated  on  the 
line  of  the  railroad,  while  the  company  have  labored  under  the  disadvantage  of  being 
three  miles  from  it,  necessitating  a  heavy  cost  for  cartage  of  their  supplies  and  pro- 
ductions 

City  of  Fall  River,  Assessors'  Office, 

January  8,  1878. 

Chas.  H.  Chase,  Esq., 

Chairman  Board  Jaaessors,  Sutton,  Mass. : 

Dear  Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  asking  for  the  manner  in  which  the  valuation 
is  assessed  upon  mill  property  in  this  city,  I  would  say,  viz : 


Name  of  mill. 


Am.  Linen  ^ill. 
Barnard 

Border  City  "  . 
Oescent  *  "  . 
King  Philip  "  . 
Merchants'  "  . 
Pocasw't  "  , 
Kicbard  Borden. 


84,000 
30,000 
78.000 
35,000 
38.000 
86,000 
38,000 
43,  000 


vf.oi,{n <.....    Mill  build's  Tenements 
Macbinerj'.    ^^  j^^.^^^  .  ^^^  ,^j^^ 


1706,  010 
250,240 
645,  850 
283,880 
334,560 
727,  350 
257,200 
374,  540 


^332. 040 
117,760 
303,  930 
133,120 
157,  440 
342,  280 
113,210 
176,2.'V0 


$76,000 


50,000 
10,000 
30,o00 
34, 000 


72,000 


TotaL 

Per  spindle. 

11.114,050 

113  26 

368,  000 

13  36 

999,  780 

12  81 

427,  000 

12  20 

522,000 

1             13  73 

1, 103,  630 

12  82 

370,  410 

i                9  74 

622,  790 

14  46 

The  above  is  the  valuation  for  1877.    Our  rule  is  to  value  manufactories  of  cotton 
goods  at  $12.50  per  spindle,  nearly,  in  the  aggregate.    Of  course  there  must  be  some 
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little  exceptioDs.    I  have  also  given  the  tenemeDts;  enough^  I  think,  fur  a  guide  m| 
onr  general  system  of  val nation. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

SAMX  M.  BROWN, 
Cltairman   Bd,  Ai 

Average  value  per  spindle  of  the  above  mills ^lOi 

Valuation  of  Mauchang  Mills \i\ 

The  assessors  have  always  met  with  full  board  each  year  in  the  Tillage  of  Mancl 
for  the  purpose  of  carefnlly  examining  the  condition  of  this  property,  and  with  ti 
facts  steadily  in  view,  i.  e.,  a  large  proportion  being  situated  outside  of  the  toi 
large  amount  not  taxable,  a  still  larger  amount  having  been  dispensed  with, 
again  the  enormous  depreciation  in  the  cost  of  the  buildings  and  machinery.  anioQ 
ing  to  nearly  one-half  of  its  original  cost ;  they  believe  they  will  be  sustained  in 
course  which  they  have  adopted.  They  do  not  believe  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
payers  to  annoy  or  overburden  the  industries  of  the  town.  Had  it  been  the  intentioQ* 
that  company  to  "parcel  out  oflBces  as  i)erqui8ite8  forjfavors  to  be  received "tl 
would  simply  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  a  letter,  which  they  hold,  from  ani 
ofiftcer  of  this  town,  of  which  the  following  is  an  extract: 

"  I  am  favorable  to  a  reduction  in  ail  manufacturing  property  from  its  present  sti 
ard,  and  would  solicit  your  assistance  in  my  behalf  at  the  coming  election.'^ 

The  letter,  of  which  the  above  is  an  extract,  was  written  by  a  person  who  is  i 
present  identified  with  others  in  the  production  ot  the  circular  referred  to. 

CHAS.  H.  CHASE, 
Chmrmau  Board  A^setmn, 


Benjamin  L.  Batcheldor  sworu  and  examlDed. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside? — Answer.  In  Sutton,  about  a  mi 
from  what  is  called  '*  the  Centre." 

Q.  You  are  not  in  what  is  called  the  Mauchaug  corporation  qaarterj 
— A.  That  is  in  the  extreme  southwestern  part  of  the  town. 

Q.  What  are  your  politics! — A.  I  am  a  Democrat. 

Q.  Were  you  conversant  with  the  election  of  November,  1878  T— A. 
was  town  clerk,  and  could  see  pretty  nearly  what  was  going  on.    I  ai 
town  clerk  today. 

Q.  Was  any  constraint  there  visible  on  the  part  of  the  Manchai 
Manufacturing  Corporation  toward  their  employes  f — A.  Not  so  faras; 
could  see.  Mr.  Chase  stood  at  the  polls  a  part  of  the  time,  at  my 
quest ;  that  is,  the  voters  came  up  to  go  through  the  line  to  vote,  ai 
there  was  a  constable  at  one  end  and  a  constable  at  the  other,  while  m] 
place  would  be  here  [indicating],  and  Mr.  Chase  would  know  the  oh 
citizens  and  some  of  the  new  citizens,  whom  I  did  not  know.  We  are 
behind  a  railing  like  that  which  is  here  [indicating] ;  there  is  a  little 
space,  with  a  settee,  here,  and  a  constable  at  each  end,  and  the  people 
are  allowed  to  pass  through. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  saw,  were  the  elections  fair  and  the  people  allowed 
to  vote  without  constraint? — A.  I  have  never  seen  any  bulldozing  in 
that  little  one-horse  town. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  any  complaint  of  any  up  to  this  time!— A. 
No,  sir ;  not  till  General  Butler  started  it  up. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  there  was  any  f — A.  No,  sir.     I  never  saw  any. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Manchaug  Corporation  in  any  way  ?— 
A.  No.  sir;  in  no  shape,  form,  or  nature. 

Q.  What  is  your  business! — A.  My  business  has  been  manufactur- 
ing— the  shoe  business. 

By  the  Chair3IAN  : 

Q.  You  are  a  Democrat,  you  say  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  1  don^t  belong  to 
/his  mongrel  kind ;  I  am  an  Abbott  man. 
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Q.  Whom  did  you  vote  for  last  fall  I — A.  I  voted  for  Mr.  Talbot. 

Q.  An  Abbott  man — a  Democrat — who  voted  for  Talbot  ? — A.  I  don't 
take  ahy  stock  in  mongrels. 

Q.  Did  yon  belong  to  the  Know  Nothing  organization  in  1854  f — A.  I 
belonged  to  the  Junior  Sous  of  America,  in  Pennsylvania.  That  is  in 
your  State. 

Q.  Was  that  a  political  organization  ? — A.  They  helped  to  elect  a 
Democratic  senator  from  our  district  in  Pennsylvania,  and  he  was  a  man 
from  your  town. 

Q.  Yes,  I  believe  they  did.  But  they  were  an  organization  made  up 
against  the  Democratic  party. — A.  No,  sir;  we  elected  a  Democratic 
mayor ,  in  Mr.  Steinberg — a  Democrat,  an<l  a  Jew,  too. 

Q.  They  took  men  from  the  different  political  organizations.  You 
voted  for  Tilden  f — A.  I  did.  I  couldn't  vote  for  Mr.  Greeley,  because 
I  thought  he  was  a  mongrel. 


John  B.  Humes  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? — Answer.  In  Sutton. 

Q.  In  what  part  of  the  town! — A.  Near  the  center;  a  little  to  the 
^est,  perhaps. 

Q.  How  far  from  the  Manchaug  corporation  1 — A.  Three  miles. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  the  corporation  in  any  way,  shape,  or 
manner! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  position  did  you  hold  in  the  town  in  1878  ?••  -A.  I  was  one 
of  the  assessors  at  that  time. 

Q.  What  are  your  politics! — A.  I  am  a  Democrat. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  in  the  election  of  November,  1878  ! — A.  I 
\<ras. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  like  intimidation,  coercion,  or  constraint  of 
the  employes  of  the  manufacturing  company  by  the  corporation  or  any 
of  it«  agents,  so  far  as  you  saw  or  heard  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  apparently  free  to  vote  according  to  their  own  judg- 
ment and  without  dictation  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  your  judgment,  is  the  property  of  the  Manchaug  corporation 
fairly  assessed  there  ! — A.  It  is. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  the  subject  of  coercion,  do  you  ! — A.  No, 
sir.    I  never  saw  anything  of  the  kind  there. 

Q.  The  Manchaug  corporation  cast  about  one-third  of  the  votes  that 
are  cast  in  the  town  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  say  that  they  did. 

Q.  You  had  not  talked  with  any  of  the  employes  at  the  last  fall  elec- 
tion ! — A.  No,  sir ;  not  a  word  on  the  subject. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  You  were  elected  in  the  spring  of  1878  as  assessor! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
by  both  parties.    I  received  nearly  every  vote  for  three  years. 

Q.  How  did  you  vote  last  year  for  governor  ! — A.  I  voted  tor  Abbott 
and  Plunkett.  I  think  Plunkett  was  the  nominee  for  lieutenan^gov- 
ernor. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  How  long  h£^ve  you  been  a  Democrat ! — A.  Ever  since  I  first  cast 
a  vote. 


Q.  Have  you  been  constable  also  for  twenty- five  years  f — A.  ] 

Q.  What  are  your  politics  I — A.  I  am  a  Eepublican. 

Q.  You  were  elected  by  the  votes  of  both  parties  ! — A.  Y< 
one  year  I  was  elected  by  the  Democrats,  and  the  Kepublici 
another  candidate. 

Q.  They  left  you  off,  but  you  ran  nevertheless  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  on  the  election  day  in  November,  1 
A.  Ves,  sir. 

Q.  All  day! — A.  Yes;  that  is,  during  all  the  time  of  the  meet 
never  missed  a  meeting,  I  think,  either  in  the  spring  election 
election,  since  1  have  been  elected. 

Q.  Was  there  any  apparent  intimidation,  coercion,  or  constn 
the  Manchaug  corporation,  or  any  of  its  officers  or  subordinates 
the  employ6s  of  that  establishment  on  that  day  ? — A.  Kot  that  1 
of. 

Q.  Was  the  election  on  that  day  excited  or  quiet  as  comparei 
other  elections! — A.  It  was  rather  more  exciting  that  day,  I  shoo 

Q.  Did  you  observe  any  more  effort  on  the  part  of  Eepublic 
carry  their  point  than  you  observed  on  part  of  the  Democratic, 
party  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  all  worked  pretty  smart. 

Q.  It  has  been  testified  by  some  one  here  that  Mr.  Knox  (who  i 
in  Canada)  scrutinized  the  votes  of  the  operatives ;  compelled  tli 
cast  ballots  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  owners  of  the 
took  tickets  from  them  without  their  consent,  tearing  them  up  an 
ing  them  others.  One  witness  (Mr.  John  O.  Parker)  testifies  th 
called  your  attention  to  this  conduct ;  that  you  turned  him  off  \ 
laugh  ;  that  he  protested  against  it  and  you  told  him  to  miud  hi 
business.  Is  there  anything  in  that! — A.  No,  sir;  it  is  false, 
word  of  it. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  a  manufacturing  corporation  in  any 
— A.  Not  at  all,  only  as  treasurer  and  collector  in  a  busine^  wa; 
in  no  other  way. 
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Q.  Therefore  you  do  not  know  what  they  did  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

The  Witness.  There  is  one  statement  that  I  would  like  to  make, 
with  the  permission  of  the  committee.  I  have  noticed  in  the  newspapers 
that  a  statement  was  made  here  about  a  row  of  constables  being  sta- 
tioned from  the  polls. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  mistake ;  you  are  the  only  constable  who 
was  there  ! 

The  Witness.  No,  sir;  there  were  twelve  or  thirteen  there,  but  I  am 
the  only  one  who  stood  at  the  polls  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Platt.  You  constituted  the  row! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  When  they  tried  to  beat  you,  in  the  year  when  you  were  not  nom- 
inated, did  some  of  the  corporation  fellows  vote  for  you  or  against  you  ? 
—A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  The  Democrats  turned  in  and  helped  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Most  of  the  people  in  the  town  are  employes  of  the  corporation  ? — 
A.  O,  no. 

Q.  Most  of  the  voters  in  the  mills  are  Democrats? — A.  Yes,  I  think 
they  are. 

Q.  Then  you  got  the  most  of  your  votes  at  that  time  from  those  men  ? 
—A.  I  can't  say  that  I  know  the  number  of  votes  that  were  cast  by 
those  people. 

Q.  You  are  on  good  terms  with  those  people ! — A.  Yes,  I  mean  to  be. 

ii,  Y'ou  sometimes,  when  serving  writs,  put  people  out  of  their  homes  T 
— A.  Yes,  I  do  my  duty. 

Q.  You  have  put  people  out  of  their  houses  two  or  three  times  in  the 
last  year  or  two,  have  you  not ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  Bad  there  ever  been  any  concert  of  action  between  you  and  the 
mill-owners  there  politically,  except  that  you  were  a  Republican  and 
they  were  Republicans  f — A.  No,  sir. 

The  Witness.  I  have  seen  in  the  papers  (though  it  may  have  been 
false)  that  Mr.  Hutchinson,  who  was  here  last  week,  made  a  statement 
that  the  Manchaug  Company  bulldozed  the  voters  of  the  town.  I  want 
to  say  that  Mr.  Hutchinson  came  to  me  and  told  me  that  if  I  voted  for 
the  Manchaug  Company  he  would  mark  me  now  and  forever. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 
Q.  He  told  you  that ! — A.  Yes,  he  told  me  that. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Did  he  bulldoze  you  much? — A.  No. 

By  Mr.  Blatr  : 
Q.  Has  he  got  you  marked  ! — A.  I  suppose  so. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 
Q.  Have  you  known  of  any  intimidation  other  than  that  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Hutchinson  a  Democrat  ?— A.  No,  he  is  a  Republican  or  a 
Baker  man  ;  he  is  a  sorehead. 

Q.  He  is  a  Republican  though  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 
Q.  Are  you  and  he  on  very  good  terms  politically  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Wilder  S.  Holbrook  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  ? — A.  In  Sntton  Centre. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ? — A.  1  keep  a  country  store  and  n 
post-office  and  farm. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Manchaug  Manufacturing  Corpo 
in  any  way  f — A.  No,  sir.    • 

Q.  How  far  from  its  works  do  you  reside! — A.  About  five  miles 

it. 

Q.  Were  you  elected  to  hold  any  place  in  any  political  organic 
in  the  fall  of  1878  ? — A.  They  chose  me  as  chairman  of  the  Demo 
committee. 

Q.  What  is  meant  by  the  "  Democratic  committee" — the  Abbott 
mittee  or  the  Butler  committee  1 — A.  I  call  it  the  Abbott  cominitti 

Q.  As  such  did  you  make  a  canvass  of  the  probable  result  befor 
election  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  did  the  actual  result  compare  with  the  result  of  your 
vass! — A.  It  came  very  near  it.  1  have  here  the  memorandani  t 
made  up  before  the  election.  [Producing  memorandum.]  The  \ 
are  stated  by  school  districts  and  are  based  upon  all  the  informa 
that  I  could  get  from  the  districts  with  two  exceptions,  those  of  J 
chaugand  the  district  next  to  it,  which  are  marked  as  numbers  6 
13  in  this  memorandum.  As  to  those  two  districts  I  had  to  makeai 
timate  from  the  best  information  I  could  get  from  residents  in  1 
chaug,  particularly  from  those  there  who  were  in  anj'  way  connei 
with  the  Butler  and  Independent  movements.  I  made  up  my  mindt 
it  would  be  very  near  an  even  thing,  that  is,  about  half  and  half.  1 
timated  that  there  would  be  about  150  votes  in  Manchaug.  Thi 
what  they  generally  supposed  would  be  polled  at  a  full  election,  a 
supposed  that  it  would  be  nearly  that.  I  estimated  that  of  that 
there  would  be  140  votes  cast  from  those  two  districts.  There  is  the  I 
that  I  had.    [The  memorandum  was  here  exhibited.] 

Q.  The  districts  6  and  13  you  divided,  and  called  it  equal  ?— A. 
sir;  and  just  before  the  election  I  counted  it  up  and  made  such  cha 
as  I  heard  had  been  made,  and  made  that  memorandum. 

Q.  How  did  the  actual  result  compare  with  that  shown  by  yoar  m 
randnm  ? — A.  I  think  that  the  declaration  of  the  vote  was :  Butler, 
Talbot,  217.  I  gave  Butler  170  and  Talbot  225.  Abbott  actual! 
ceixed  32  and  Minor  11.  I  gave  Abbott  35  and  Minor  8.  As  show 
the  memorandum  there  were  28  votes  in  doubt.  My  estimate  ran 
tie  over  the  full  vote.  I  do  not  know  where  the  28  doubtful  votes  1 
did  go. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  polls  on  election  day  f — A.  Very  nearly  all 

Q.  So  far  as  you  observed  was  it  a  quiet  or  fair  election  there  1 
So  far  as  I  observed  it  was.  I  never  sa^v  a  fairer  election  condi 
tlian  that  of  last  fall. 

Q.  Was  there  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  officers  of  the 
chang  Manufacturing  Company  to  coerce  or  constrain  the  votes  ol 
people  in  the  mill ! — A.  Not  that  1  could  see. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  are  postmaster  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  You  say  you  are  a  Democrat  ? — A.  I  am. 
Q.  What  is  the  office  worth  ? — A.  It  is  not  worth  much — perhaps  ti 
is  the  reason  1  have  it — perhaps  8150  or  $200. 
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Q.  Did  you  ^et  a  circular  from  the  chairman  of  the  National  Eepubli- 
cau  Executive  Committee  asking  you  to  send  on  a  subscription  last  year  t 
—A.  No,  sir ;  not  last  year. 

Q.  Did  you  get  one  the  year  before  ? — A.  I  wa«  postmaster  in  1871, 
and  at  that  time  I  did  get  a  circular.  I  don't  know  where  it  came  from. 
But  since  that  time,  from  1871  to  1877,  about  six  years,  I  have  lived  in 
Springfield,  Mass.;  then  I  came  back  and  took  the  post-office  again. 

Q.  Did  you  not  get  a  circular  signed  by  George  C.  Gorham,  asking  you 
for  a  contribution,  last  year ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  pay  anything  toward  the  Eepublican  fund  f — A.  No, 
sir ;  I  didn't  contribute  to  the  general  fund. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  vote  for  governor  last  fall  f — A.  For  Abbott. 

Q.  Who  wanted  you  to  make  up  this  estimate  of  the  votef — A.  I 
made  it  up  myself. 

Q.  Did  you  report  to  anybody  f — A.  I  might  have  reported  it  to  Mr. 
Batchelder  and  one  or  two  others. 

Q.  Did  you  report  it  to  any  committee  in  Boston  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  kept 
that  estimate  for  myself;  I  don't  think  I  showed  it  to  more  than  one  or 
two.  I  kept  it  away  from  the  Butler  men  and  didn't  let  it  out,  but  just 
wanted  to  know  the  fact. 

Q.  You  didn't  report  it  to  any  one  in  Worcester? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  simply  wanted  to  know  the  fact  as  to  what  the  vote  was  go- 
ing to  be  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  want  to  beat  Butler  f — A.  I  didn't  expect  he  was  going  to 
be  elected. 

Q.  You  preferred  Talbot  to  Butler  t — ^A.  Of  the  two,  yes,  I  should 
prefer  Talbot  to  Butler. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  In  your  canvass  yon  set  down  only  thirty-five  Democratic  votes  in 
that  town.  Were  those  all  that  you  thought  there  were  ? — A.  Those 
were  all  that  I  could  account  for  as  being  for  Abbott. 
.  Q.  What  became  of  the  rest  of  the  vote ! — A.  It  was  merged  with 
the  Republican  and  Butler  votes.  Many  of  what  I  call  ^'  the  straight 
Democrats  "  voted  for  Talbot. 

Q.  And  the  balance  for  Butler  ? — A.  I  know  of  two  who  did. 

Q.  You  have  put  down  here  as  the  respective  headings  for  your  col- 
umns of  figures,  **  Republican,"  "  Butler,"  "Abbott,"  *' Minor."— A.  The 
Republican  is  the  column  for  Talbot. 

Q.  You  put  into  that  all  who  you  supposed  would  vote  for  Talbot, 
whether  they  were  Democrats  or  Republicans  t — A.  That  was  the  way. 

Q.  *And  into  the  Butler  column  all  the  votes  for  Butler,  whether  Dem* 
ocrats  or  Republicans  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  As  to  Manchaug,  you  had  to  make  an  estimate? — A.  I  had  to 
eMimate  as  to  Manchaug,  as  I  was  not  well  enough  acquainted  with  the 
voters  there  to  sift  them  out.    I  made  a  jump  at  it. 

Q.  They  all  voted  at  one  place,  did  they  not  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  Butler  got  71  votes  out  of  the  Manchaug 
village  f — A.  1  do  not.  I  did  not  know  that  there  were  16  out  of  West 
Sutton;  but  then  I  made  that  estimate  in  that  way. 

Q.  You  said  that  afterwards,  in  comparing  the  results,  you  found  that 
Butler  got  171  votes.  You  don't  know  how  many  he  got  out  of  Man- 
chaug?— A.  No. 

Q.  Nor  how  many  Abcott  got  out  of  Manchaug  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  in  making  this  estimate  you  did  not  set 
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down  any  votes  for  Abbott  in  Manchaug? — A.  Becaase  I  coaldD'tfi 
any. 

Q.  You  didn't  know  bow  the  other  candidates  stood,  only  as  jfonei 
mated  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Could  you  not  as  well  have  estimated  for  Abbott! — A.  As  near 
I  could  learn  when  I  made  this  estimate,  all  these  Democrats  at^Ia 
chaug  who  were  considered  by  us  as  Democrats  were  going  to  vi 
for  either  Butler  or  Talbot.  That  is  why  I  left  the  estimate  for  Abbi 
entirely  out. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  Butler  got  seventy  votes  or  fifty  vot 
or  how  many  he  got  in  Mauchaug  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell  that. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  saw  no  effort  on  the  part  of  the  superintenden 
of  the  Manchang  factory  to  control  the  vote  there  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  much  of  anything  about  Manchang,  did  you  ?— i 
The  ballot-box  was  within  a  railing,  about  at  this  side  and  about  i 
high  as  the  desk  here,  and  the  table  was  about  the  same  height.  Istoo 
on  a  settee  that  ran  the  length  of  this  alley  to  the  polling  place.  [lod 
eating.] 

Q.  Didn't  Mr.  Chase  stand  there,  too ! — A.  No,  sir ;  he  stood  next  t 
the  clerk. 

Q.  As  long  as  you  stood  there  he  stood  there  ! — A.  Perhaps  so. 

Q.  Did  you  see  where  Knox  was ! — A.  He  was  out  to  ray  left. 

Q.  He  was  distributing  tickets! — A.  As  near  as  I  can  remember, h 
was. 

Q.  Another  one  of  the  employes  of  the  Manchang  Manufacturing Coi 
pauy  was  holding  the  ballo^box  ! — A.  John  McArthur  I  suppose  n 
have  reference  to. 

Q.  Yes;  1  have  reference  to  him. — A.  He  was  the  chairman  of  th 
selectmen.    He  stood  back  of  the  ballot-box ;  be  did  not  hold  it. 

Q.  He  had  charge  of  it! — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  and  the  other  twoselec 
men. 

Q.  So  that  the  Manchang  force  was  pretty  well  arrayed  there,  wasii 
it,  with  Knox  outside,  as  a  skirmisher,  distributing  tickets,  Mr.  Cbai 
standing  there  at  the  gangway,  where  the  voters  had  to  pass  throng 
and  another  of  the  employes  of  the  company  having  charge  of  the  ^ 
lot-box  as  one  of  the  selectmen  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  They  did  not  tell  you  what  they  were  doing  ! — A.  It  was  not  n( 
essary. 

Q.  Did  they  tell  you  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  They  never  made  any  report  to  you  of  what  they  were  doing!— 
I  never  asked  them  for  any  report. 

Q.  And  you  didn't  see  them  bulldoze  anybody  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Bv  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  One  of  the  selectmen  was  connected  with  the  Manchang  corpo 
tion ! — A.  He  was. 

Q.  That  was  Mr.  John  McArthur.  Were  the  other  two  in  any  v 
connected  with  it ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  special  sympathy  between  the  other  two  and 
Manchang  Manufacturing  Corporation,  so  far  as  you  know  ! — A.  Not 
far  as  I  can  say. 

Q.  Did  you  stand  as  near  the  ballot-box  as  Chase  did  ! — A.  I  stoo* 
little  nearer.  He  stood  in  that  manner  [indicating],  the  clerk  was  n( 
him,  and  I  stood  here. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  unusual  in  the  arrangements  for  voting 
that  day,  or  as  to  the  benches  between  which  and  the  ballot-box  t 
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Men  bad  to  pass! — A.  Nothiug  anasaal.    It  was  the  sarae  as  they 

Sad  always  had  it,  so  far  as  I  could  see,  for  the  convenieuce  of  the 

lAere,  and  to  have  the  men  pass  through  the  alley  in  one  way  while 

tte  crowd  was  to  be  kept  back  by  this  constable. 

^  Q.  Is  there  a  post-office  at  Manchaug  ? — A.  There  is. 

^  Q.  Year  familiarity  with  the  voters  did  not  extend  to  Manchaug  f — 

fL  No,  sir;  they  did  not  affect  me  at  all,  because  they  hardly  ever  come 

P]}  there  except  on  the  days  of  town  meetings. 

Q.  Having  estimated  how  the  voters  of  Manchaug  would  be  likely  to 
R)le,aud  being  at  the  polls,  can  you  say  whether  they  did  vote  or  not  ? 
tou  explored,  generally,  the  rest  of  the  town. — A.  t  thought  so  from 
tteresalt,  and  from  what  few  men  expressed  their  opinions,  and  that  it 
va3iD  conformity  with  the  canvass  I  had  made. 

Q.  Did  they  vote  in  an  open  ballot-box! — A.  They  did. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  unusual  about  that! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Tbey  voted  just  as  they  always  had  ? — A.  They  voted  just  as  they 
^nys  had.  Oftentimes  men  would  come  along  with  a  ballot  folded  up 
B  this  manner  [indicating],  when  the  selectmen  would  caution  the  men 
i>pat  in  their  ballots  with  the  face  open.  Where  they  would  have  an 
Dvelope,  that  was  put  in  the  box  and  nothing  said  about  it. 
Q.  Senator  McDonald  asked  you  whether  the  Manchaug  corporation 
fee  was  not  pretty  well  arrayed  there  that  day.  Was  not  the  Butler 
fee  pretty  well  arrayed  there  that  day  ? — A.  They  had  their  positions, 
id  there  were  a  good  many  of  them ;  in  fact,  I  didn't  consider  that 
ere  was  a  great  deal  for  me  to  do  except  to  give  votes  to  those  who 
ted  Democratic. 


Frederick  B.  Smith  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  You  are  a  resident  of  Sutton  ? — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  held  any  office  in  the  town  of  Sutton  I — A.  I  was  on  the 

ttrd  of  selectmen  for  two  years. 

Q.  When  did  your  term  of  office  expire!— A.  In  the  spring  of  1878. 

Q.  You  were  there  in  1876  and  1877  !— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Of  course  you  were  at  the  elections  in  1876  and  1877  ! — A.  Yes, 

r. 

Q.  Also  in  1878  ? — A.  I  was  there  a  short  time  in  1878. 

Q.  How  much  opportunity  have  the  selectmen  to  control  the  vote  of 

e  town  f — A.  Not  any  that  I  have  ever  discovered. 

Q.  It  is  their  duty  by  law  to  take  charge  of  the  ballot-box  ? — A.  Yes, 

>  • 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  known  of  any  attempt  by  the  selectmen,  or  any  of 
em,  to  interfere  with  or  control  the  voters  in  the  exercise  of  their  suf- 
ige  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  the  arrangements  for  voting,  the  benches  and  the  passage- 
iy,  the  same  in  1878  that  they  were  in  1877  ? — A.  I  think  that  a  settee 
capied  the  place  where  before  there  was  a  rail.  They  used  to  climb 
>  on  this  rail.  Then  the  settee  was  put  there. 
Q.  Was  there  any  other  difference  f — A.  That  was  all. 
Q.  Do  yon  know  what  were  the  politics  of  the  selectmen  in  1878  ? — 
Yes. 

Q.  What  were  their  politics  ! — A.  John  McArthur,  the  chairman  of 
e  board,  was  a  Republican  5  Deacon  Marble  was  a  Republican,  or,  I 
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sbonld  say,  a  Prohibitory-Republican  5  and  John  P.  Stockwell  wa» 
Democrat. 

Q.  Were  they  identified  with  the  corporation  f — A.  No,  sir;  iM 
farmers  there  are  not. 

Q.  Were  they  friendly  to  the  corporation  ! — A.  Hardly. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  at  the  polls  on  that  day  ! — A.  I  think  an  hoa 
or  three  quarters  of  an  hour. 

Q.  In  the  little  controversy  that  there  has  been  there  about  thetaxtt 
tion  of  this  corporation,  with  whom  are  those  two  selectmen  (MarbU 
and  Stockwell)  classed,  the  opponents  or  the  friends  of  the  corpora 
tion  ? — A.  They  would  be  classed  with  the  opponents.  The  farmers,  m 
a  rule,  are  not  in  favor  of  the  corporations.  ^ 

Q.  At  what  time  were  you  at  the  polls  f — A.  About  noon. 

Q.  While  you  were  there,  did  you  see  any  attempt,  or  know  of  aov^ 
open  or  covert,  on  the  part  of  the  employes  of  the  Mauchaug  Manafaii-"^ 
uring  Corporation,  to  coerce  or  constrain  their  hands! — A.  No, sir; F; 
saw  none  whatever  while  I  was  there.  - 

Q.  Or  any  eflPort  on  their  part  to  make  their  hands  vote  differently^ 
from  the  way  in  which  they  were  disposed  to  vote  f — A.  I  saw  nothing| 
of  the  kind.    I  was  there  only  about  an  hour.  | 

By  Mr.  McDonald  :  | 

Q.  The  ))osition  of  selectman  is  a  very  good  place  for  seeiog  hov 
the  men  vote? — A.  If  they  vote  openly,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  selectman  very  generally  can  tell  how  each  man  votes  u  he 
comes  up? — A.  If  the  man  votes  his  ticket  right  side  op,  the  selectniaii 
<;ould  hardly  avoid  seeing  that;  if  the  man  voted  it  wrong  sideap,or^ 
in  an  envelope,  it  would  bother  him. 

Q.  If  the  Butler,  the  Democratic,  and  the  Bepublican  tickets  were  of 
different  kinds  of  paper,  it  would  be  very  easy  to  tell. — A.  Oh,  yes;  it 
is  a  very  easy  place  from  which  to  see. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Chase  there  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  was  he! — A.  He  was  standing  near  the  end  of  the  railinj; 
when  I  saw  him. 

Q.  Near  the  clerk  who  was  checking  the  list  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Knox  giving  out  tickets  about  the  door,  or  see  him 
there  at  all  f — A.  I  don't  think  that  I  saw  Mr.  Knox. 

By  Mr,  Blaib  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  a  secret  society  among  the  oppc 
nents  of  that  corporation  on  this  issue  of  the  taxation  of  the  property  € 
the  corporation  ? — A.  I  have  been  told  that  there  was  such  a  society ; 
know  nothing  of  my  own  knowledge  about  it. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  The  farmers  wanted  the  corporation  to  pay  a  tax  on  it«  propert; 
according  to  the  value  of  it ;  was  not  that  the  contention  ? — A.  The  cor 
tention  was  started  by  three  or  four  men  there  who  are  almost  alway 
soreheaded  about  something.  I  think  that  a  majority  of  the  farmer 
there  think  that  the  property  was  fairly  assessed. 

Q.  You  say  that  these  two  selectmen  were  put  down  as  members  off 
farmer's  party  against  the  corporation  ! — A.  I  did  not  say  so. 

Q.  Senator  Piatt  asked  you  that  question,  and  I  understood  you  to 
assent  to  it. — A.  Not  in  those  words.  I  answered  that  they  were  farm- 
ers ;  and  he  then  asked  whether  they  were  friends  of  that  corporation, 
and  I  replied  "hardly." 

Q.  Then  he  asked  if  they  did  not  belong  to  the  farmer's  party  as  against 
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orporation  f — A.  I  don't  remember  that  question.    The  principal 
rin  the  movement  for  an  increase  of  taxation  is  a  man  named  Jess. 
iell.    He  is  the  principal  mover  among  those  who  want  an  increase 
tax  on  the  Manchaug  property. 

riiey  claim  thiit  the  corporation  property  ought  to  be  assessed  at 
)|)er  value? — A.  They  ought  to  put  in  better  assessors,  then. 
Do  they  not  claim  that  the  assessment  is  made  by  an  agent  of  the 
atiou  f — A.  Yes,  but  I  never  heard  that  it  was. 
x  is  established  that  the  assessment  is  made  by  an  agent  of  the 
ation  T — A.  He  is  not  the  only  one. 

8  he  not  a  man  of  a  good  deal  of  force  of  character  f — A.  Yon  have 
in  on  the  stand  today. 

'bat  is  what  I  think  about  him.    I  ask  you  whether  my  judgment 
bim  is  right? — A.  I  should  not  spit  in  his  face  if  I  met  him. 
le  is  a  man  of  a  good  deal  of  force  of  character,  of  will  power, 
ritness  called  him  the  brains  of  the  corporation.     What  do  you 
L  He  don't  draw  the  biggest  salary,  and  1  thought  that  the  brains 
nded  that. 

That  do  you  say  about  that?— A.  Well,  the  members  of  the  cor- 
n  are  all  friends  of  mine.  It  would  hardly  be  fair  for  me  to  draw 
irison  between  them. 

ou  are  friendly  with  the  corporation  ? — A.  Oh,  1  am  friendly  with 
)dy. 


lb  H.  Stevens  sworn  and  examined. 

3y  Mr.  Blaib  : 

tion.  Where  do  you  reside? — Answer.  I  have  resided  in  the  town 

)n  eight  years,  and  lived  at  Manchaug  Village  six  years. 

''here  are  yon  employed  ? — A.  I  work  in   the  cotton   mill  for  the 

mg  Company. 

ow  long  have  you  worked  for  them  ? — A.  Six  years. 

'hat  are  your  political  sentiments? — A.  I  have  always  voted  the 

*atic  ticket  with  the  exception  of  last  fall,  when  I  voted  for  Ben. 

id  you  know  at  the  time  anything  of  the  attempt  about  which 
Thayer  has  testified,  to  secure  tlie  hall  of  the  company  for  a 
1  meeting  in  behalf  of  Butler  ?  If  you  did,  state  what  you  know 
rd  to  that. — A.  That  was  in  the  fall  of  the  Presidential  election, 
'hat  occurred  then  ? — A.  I  was  at  a  meeting  of  the  Tilden  club 
;h  I  was  vice-president)  in  the  town  of  Sutton.  They  brought 
3stion  up  in  regard  to  the  hall ;  that  is,  they  wanted  to 
he  hall.  I  opposed  it  because  I  felt  this,  that  we  should  get  re- 
I  knew  that,  because  I  felt  that  if  the  application  was  made  on 
;r  side  it  would  be  refused.  It  is  h  private  hall  owned  by  the 
og  Company.  The  party  said  *'  This  will  be  a  good  point  for  us 
?;  that  is,  we  will  ask  for  the  hall  and  we  will  get  refused  of 
'  They  knew  that  they  would  be  lefused  at  the  time, 
was  done  as  a  matter  of  policy,  to  make  a  little  capital  ? — A. 

lid  you  opposed  its  being  done,  because  it  was  a  mere  sham  ! — A. 

you  had  owned  that  hall,  under  the  circumstances,  would  you 
it  to  political  parties? — A.  No,  sir;  1  would  not. 


412  INTIMIDATION   AND   FRAUD   IN   MASSACHUSETTS. 

Q.  You  have  worked  for  this  company  some  six  years,  I  ODderstand 
yoa  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  statement  do  you  make  as  to  your  having  been  free  in  your 
political  action,  or  otherwise,  during  the  time  you  have  worked  for  the 
company  ? — A.  1  have  always  been  free. 

Q.  What  have  yon  done  as  a  Democrat! — A.  I  have  taken  quite  an 
active  part  as  a  Democrat,  that  is,  daring  the  Presidential  campaign, 
and  also  last  fall. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  a  delegate  to  conventions,  or  the  like  ?— A. 
Yes,  sir;  I  was  chosen  delegate  to  the  convention  at  Worcester. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  ! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  other  men  in  that  company  who  attended  Demo- 
cratic conventions  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  interference  with  you  or  others  in  regard  to 
your  attending  conventions,  or  giving  your  time  to  political  affairs  !— 
A.  Never. 

Q.  How  many  voters  of  all  parties  work  for  this  corporation ! — A.  I 
think  about  a  hundred. 

Q.  How  many  Democrats! — A.  I  think  about  fifty,  who  voted  for 
Butler  last  fall. 

Q.  Any  who  voted  for  Abbott! — A.  I  think  there  were  a  few. 

Q.  You  think,  then,  that  the  voters  there  comprise  about  one-half  ot 
each  party  there,  and  that  Republicans  and  Democrats  are  about  eqaal 
in  number! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  in  any  particular  department  of  the  works,  so  that  yoa 
had  occasion  to  know  how  any  certain  department  or  number  of  the 
help  stood  politically  ! — A.  I  have  charge  of  the  weaving  department 
in  two  mills,  having  about  750  looms ;  I  have  under  me  about  175  bands, 
among  whom  there  are  probably  about  21  voters. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  in  regard  to  the  political  sentiments  and  actioo 
of  those  voters  under  you  ! — A.  I  think  that  out  of  the  21  there  vrere 
some  18  who  voted  for  Butler. 

Q.  For  whom  did  the  others  vote! — A.  For  Talbot. 

Q.  You  succeeded  in  getting  a  nearly  unanimous  vote  of  those  under 
you  for  Butler,  did  you  ! — A.  I  never  had  anything  to  say. 

Q.  Didn't  you  bull-doze  them  any  ! — A.  No,  sir;  that  is  not  my  dis- 
position. 

Q.  They  were  perfectly  free  to  vote  for  Talbot  for  aught  that  you 
did  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  anymore  effort  made  to  control  votes  for  Talbot  than  yoa 
made  to  control  votes  for  Butler  ! — A.  I  never  saw  any. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  discharge  for  political  action,  or  threats  t^ 
discharge  on  that  account ! — A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  Or  intimations  that  in  any  way  it  would  be  better  or  worse  for 
them  if  they  did  this  or  that  in  political  action  ! — A.  Never. 

Q.  From  your  situation,  you  must  have  known  of  this  if  it  bad  oc- 
curred, must  you  not ! — A.  I  should  have  been  pretty  apt  to  know  of  it. 

Q.  A  quantity  of  testimony  has  been  given  here  specially  directed  to 
Mr.  McArthur  and  Mr.  Chase;  what  is  the  deportment  of  those t\ro 
men  toward  their  operatives  in  political  matters! — A.  I  never  knew  of 
an  instance  where  they  tried  to  inliuence  them,  or  tried  to  change  them 
in  any  manner  whatever. 

Q.  Or  at  the  polls!  J>id  you  ever  see  any  efforts  to  intimidate  tbem 
there  ! — A.  1  never  saw  anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Do  you  know  this  Mr.  Terrence  Kennedy,  who  has  testified  here' 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  You  know  of  his  removal  from  bis  tenement?— A.  I  do. 
Q.  Was  there,  so  far  as  you  know  or  ever  heard,  any  political  cause 
oonected  with  it  ? — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  What  was  the  cause,  as  you  understood  it  at  the  time? — A.  I  sup- 
ose  it  was  because  they  wanted  it  for  a  larger  family  j  that  is,  he  had 
mly  one  in  the  mill. 

Q.  How  was  it  as  to  the  factory  having  plenty  of  tenements  to  ac- 
loniinodate  their  help  in  the  mill  ? — A.  Sometimes  they  are  short. 

Q.  llovv  was  it  at  that  time  f — A.  They  were  short  at  the  time. 

Q.  \yhat  is  your  title  in  the  mill?— A.  Overseer  of  the  weaving  de- 
^rtment. 

Q.  What  are  the  political  sentiments  of  the  overseers?  How  many 
ire  there,  and  how  are  they  politically  divided? — A.  There  are  ten 
iverseers.  I  think  that  one-half  of  them  are  Democrats  and  one-half 
Kepoblicans. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  McArthur  examine  the  ballots  of  the  opera- 
tives at  any  time  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  Mr.  Chase  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  Presidential  election  of  1876  ? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  at  the  close  of  the  meeting  of  that  day,  Mr. 
Kennedy  moved  a  vote  of  thanks  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  it  for  ? — A.  For  the  eflBcient  manner  in  which  our  select- 
men had  served  us  the  last  year. 

Q.  Had  it  any  special  reference  to  the  manner  in  which  they  had  con- 
ducted the  election  ? — A.  It  had  to  Mr.  McArthur. 

Q.  Did  that  vote  pass  ? — A.  I  think  it  did. 

Q.  Was  there  any  strong  opposition  to  it  ? — A,  I  did  not  see  much  of 
sny. 

Q.  It  passed  unanimously,  1  su|)pose? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  did  the  election  of  1878  compare  with  that  of  1870 — you 
being  present  at  both — as  to  order,  quiet,  and  freedom  of  action  on  the 
part  of  the  voters  f — A.  I  didn't  see  anything  whatever  why  it  was  not 
conducted  just  as  quietly  in  1878  as  it  was  in  1870. 

Q  Do  you  know  of  llepnblican  ballots  being  sent  to  the  mill  for  dis- 
tribntion  among  the  operatives,  prior  to  the  elections  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q  It  was  not  so  ?— A.  It  was  not  so. 

Q.  Were  the  ballots  of  either  party  distributed  through  the  mill? — 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  About  the  riding  to  the  polls,  was  there  any  discrimination  be- 
tween Republicans  and  Democrats  in  that? — A.  No,  sir. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  your  ticket  ? — A.  At  the  polls. 

Q.  From  whom  ? — A.  From  the  man  who  was  distributing  them. 

Q.  A  Democrat  ? — A.  I  don't  know  whether  you  can  call  him  a  Demo- 
crat or  not. 

Q.  From  the  Butler  man.     You  voted  for  Butler  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  these  five  overseers  who  were  all  Democrats  vote? — A. 
I  tbink  that  two  of  them  voted  for  Abbott. 

Q.  Then  there  were  three  Butler  overseers,  two  Abbott  overseers, 
five  Talbot  overseers  ? — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  thought  the  hall  would  be  refused ;  then  the 
Batter  of  asking  for  it  was  a  sham? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  took  it  in  this 
ligbt,  that  the  men  who  owned  the  hall,  being  the  company,  if  they  had 
teen  Democrats  would  have  refused  the  hall.  That  was  the  light  that 
Uo()k  it  in. 
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Q.  Then  you  thiuk  it  is  a  mistake  when  Mr.  McArth or  states  hew- 
that  of  anybody  connected  with  tlie  .Democratic  party  other  than  tJ#^ 
one  who  applied  for  it  had  come  there  and  asked  for  it,  he  would  hare 
got  it  ? — A.  That  mig:ht  have  been. 

Q.  Mr.  McArthnr  swears  that  if  anybody  else  had  applied  forit,  hfti 
\VOold  have  got  it;  if  that  is  the  fact,  then  you  have  been  mistaken ia- 
your  judgment  ?— A.  That  might  be.  I 

Q.  And  the  opinion  of  the  rest  of  the  Democratic  party  there  might 
be  correct,  that  by  going  to  ask  for  it  they  would  get  it  ! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
I  know  that  at  the  time  the  committee  was  appointed  they  said  it  woold 
be  a  good  point  if  he  did  not  give  them  the  use  of  the  hall. 

Q.  But  they  wanted  the  hall  f — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Would  that  be  your  temper  as  a  man,  to  refuse  the  use  of  a  hall  to 
others  because  they  were  of  a  political  party  other  than  that  to  which  you 
belonged  ?  Would  not  that  look  to  yon  to  be  a  little  narrow  f—  A.  Yes, 
it  would  be  narrow  ;  but  they  do  it  right  along  all  the  same. 

Q.  This  corporation  does  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  any  other  corporation  to  do  it  ? — A.  Idont 
know  of  any. 

Q.  This  corporation  is  Republican  in  its  control  and  management  ?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  there  no  tickets  in  the  mill  on  election  day  that  you  know 
of? — A.  !Not  in  my  department. 

Q.  Of  what  nativity  are  the  operatives  there  f — A.  Irish  and  French. 

Q.  ]Sone  of  the  Frenchmen  had  tickets  before  election  day  ? — A.  Xoue 
that  I  know  of. 

Q.  There  was  a  French  speaker  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  he  speak  ? — A.  I  could  not  mention  the  day. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  employ  there! — A.  8ix  year^. 

Q.  Do  you  live  in  a  tenement  house  or  have  you  your  own  proi)erty  ?— 
A.  I  live  in  a  tenement  hotise. 

Q.  How  many  tenement  houses  are  vacant  to-day  ! — A.  I  could  not 

Q.  There  are  some  ? — A.  I  could  not  say.  ] 

Q.  Don't  you  know  that  there  are  some  ? — A.  I  couhl  not  say  that.      i 
Q.  Are  the  tenement  houses  always  full  ? — A.  I  don't  know. 
Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  were  full  last  October,  all  of  thenif— 
A.  I  think  they  were! 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  say  that  at  this  meeting  at  which  it  was  proposed  to  request 
the  use  of  this  hall,  you  opposed  it  because  the  hall  was  a  private  one. 
It  belongs  to  a  corporation  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  does  not  belong  to  Mr.  McArthur  nor  to  Mr.  Chase,  nor  to  Mr. 
Knox,  but  the  property  belongs  to  the  corporation.  Did  you  regard 
that  as  a  Republican  corix)ration  ! — A.  I  did  at  the  time. 

Q.  It  was  a  Republican  corporation  ! — A.  I  supposed  so. 

Q.  And  being  a  Republican  corporation,  you  did  not  suppose  it  would 
let  the  Democrats  have  a  hall  to  speak  in  ! — A.  I  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  Something  has  been  said  about  the  speaking  in  a  barn.  Is  there 
a  room  fitted  up  therefor  meetings  ? — A.  There  is  a  hall  connected  with 
the  barn. 

Q.  And  the  barn  is  connected  with  a  hotel  or  a  private  dwelling'— 
A.  With  a  private  dwelling. 

Q.  Do  they  entertain  travelers  there  ? — A.  They  do. 
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>o  yoa  think  tbat  a  Eepublican  would  be  likely  to  get  the  use  of 
all  for  a  meeting ! — A.  I  don't  think  he  would. 

Bv  Mr.  Blair  : 

low  large  is  that  hall  f — A.  I  should  think  that  150  could  be  ac- 
»dated  in  it. 

s  it  the  hall  that  has  been  used  by  the  Democracy  for  holding 
leetings  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 


iH  Laselle  8 worn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

ition.  Where  do  you  reside  f — Answer.  In  the  town   of  North- 

Whitinsville. 

Lt  the  election  of  1878,  did  you  hold  any  official  position  in  the 
—A.  The  position  of  the  selectman. 

^ere  you  chairman  of  the  board  of  selectmen  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
►f  how  many  did  the  board  consist  ? — A.  Five, 
rive  the  politics  of  the  members  of  the  board. — A.  Three  were  Re- 
ms,  two  were  Democrats  so  called. 

iThen  you  speak  of  a  Democrat,  do  you  mean  an  Abbott  man  or 
5r  man  ? — A.  1  could  not  define  it.    They  are  recognized  as  having 
gd  to  the  Democratic  party, 
►o  you  know  William  Gagin  f — A.  I  do. 

►o  you  remember  when  he  offered  to  vote  at  the  election  of  1878  ? 
es,  sir. 

tate  whether  his  vote  was  challenged. — A.  It  was. 
y  whom  ? — A.  I  think  it  was  by  Henry  Whitin. 
/hat  was  done  by  the  selectmen  in  reference  to  that  challenge  ? — 
I  selectmen,  upon  consultatiou,  agreed  that  we  should  make  a 
the  party  challenged,  on  the  ground  of  inability  to  write,  by  re- 

him  to  write  his  name. 

he  law  requires  it,  does  it  not,  in  a  case  of  challenge? — A.  We  so 
tand.  We  regard  it  as  being  one  of  the  things  for  which  a  party 
)  to  be  challenged. 

That  was  done  upon  that  challenge  being  made  ? — A.  The  chal- 
laving  been  made,  we  requested  Mr.  Gagin  to  write  his  name, 
gin  was  standing  right  in  front  of  the  desk  which  we  usually 
:  our  town  meetings.    Pen  and  iuk  were  placed  upon  the  tablet, 

took  the  pen  in  hand  and  proceeded  to  make  sundry  characters* 

id  he  write  his  name  legibly  f — A.  After  having  so  written,  the 

^as  passed  under  the  inspection  of  each  of  the  ^ve  selectmen.   It 

^n  asked  if  that  was,  in  their  opinion,  conforming  to  the  writing 

ation,  aud  each  one  of  the  selectmen  said  '^  No."    The  ballot  was 

)on  rejected. 

:  was  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  selectmen  1 — A.  Yes,  sir;  the 

lous  opinion. 

i^as  what  he  attempted  to  write  legible  ? — A.  I  could  not  make 

name  of  William  Gagin  by  any  possible  construction, 
ook  at  the  name  written  by  the  witness,  WMlliam  Gagin,  in  the 
»  of  the  committee.  How  did  that  which  you  then  saw  compare 
le  specimen  now  shown  you  ? — A.  (Looking  at  the  name  written  by 
tDess,  GagiD,  in  the  presence  of  the  committee.)  This  is  very 
"  William  Gr  ^^in.''    I  saw  a  specimen  like  this  before.    He  was 
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duly  registered  at  our  spriii^:  meeting  of  tbe  present  year.    He  thet 
pe«*ired  before  tbe  board  of  selectmen  and  tbere  wrote  his  name 
residence  and  was  duly  registered. 

Q.  What  did  be  say  at  tbat  time  ? — A.  At  tbat  time  be  came  iiit< 
room  wbere  we  were  assembled,  and,  as  be  bad  been  in  my  era 
years  ago,  I  asked  bim, ''  William,  do  you  come  to  be  registered T  ^'^ 
be  replied ;  "  I  am  all  rigbt  now." 

Q.  He  then  wrote  legibly  ? — A.  Yes ;  be  sat  down  and  wrote  hisu 
I  should  tbiuk,  very  mucb  like  tbis;  yes,  it  is  tbe  same. 

Q.  Had  be  deposited  bis  ballot  in  tbe  box  at  tbe  time  he  was 
lenged  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  his  name  been  checked! — A.  Mr.Whitin,  one  of  the  « 
men,  says  it  was  not. 

Q.  Is  tbat  gentleman  here  f — A.  He  is. 

Q.  His  vote  bad  not  actually  been  put  in  tbe  box,  and  was  not  t 
out  after  tbe  challenge  ! — A.  No,  sir;  I  think  tbat  the  fact  is  this: 
Mr.  Gagin,  with  his  usual  impetuosity,  moved  along  by  tbe  box  wit 
hand  and  that  I  stopped  bim,  and  said,  ''Your  vote  has  been  challeuj 

Q.  What  is  your  age  ! — A.  I  am  fifty-four  years  old. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  f — A.  My  business  has  been  for  the 
eighteen  years  with  tbe  Holyoke  machine  shop,  and  the  last  fifteen  i 
with  the  Whitin  machine  works. 

Q.  Who  are  tbe  other  selectmen  f — A.  Mr.  Wm.  H.  Whitin  is  on 

Q.  What  is  his  business  ? — A.  He  is  the  manager  of  the  Whitinj 
cotton  mills. 

Q.  Who  else  ? — A.  George  M.  Blancbard;  he  has  a  quarry,  and  ^ 
in  stone.  Samuel  Fowler,  jr.,  also  a  quarryman  and  farmer ;  and  G^ 
H.  Bennett,  a  farmer. 

Q.  Are  they  gentlemen  of  respectability  ! — A.  They  are  so  cc 
ered. 

Q.  Were  tbere  other  challenges  tbat  day  t — A.  There  were. 

Q.  By  both  parties? — A.  Yes,  sir;  tbe  first  challenge  of  the  da.^ 
antecedent  to  tbat  of  Mr.  Gagin's.  That  was  the  challenge  of  wha 
supposed  or  said — I  don't  know  anytbing  about  it — to  be  a  Repal 
vote  by  Mr.  Dean,  a  leading  Democrat  of  the  town. 

Q.  Did  you  not,  as  far  as  you  were  concerned,  act  in  good  faith 
tbe  ground  tbat  Gagin  could  not  write  bis  name  ? — A.  That  was  th 
ground. 

Q.  So  far  as  the  others  were  concerned,  do  you  think  tbat  they 
in  good  faith  ! — A.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not,  after  that  time,  be  practiced  at 
ing  bis  name  ? — A.  I  do  not.  Within  a  short  time  after  the  chall 
two  or  three  days,  perhaps,  I  met  him  in  passing,  and  said,  '*  Wi 
it's  a  shame  you  should  not  be  able  to  write  your  name  and  qualify 
self,  a  man  like  you  ;  and  if  I  were  you,  before  next  spring  elect 
should  practice  writing  my  name  so  tbat  I  should  not  be  disfranc 
for  any  such  reason." 

Q.  What  did  be  say  in  reply  to  that  ? — A.  He  said,  "  I  guess  I 
or  at  least  he  made  an  assent  to  it ;  I  think  tbat  that  was  bis  lang 
and  at  tbe  next  spring  election  he  wrote  legibly  enough.     He  ^ 
about  tbe  same  as  be  writes  here. 

Q.  He  states  in  his  affidavit  tbat  the  vote  of  tbe  selectmen  was  t^ 
tbe  affirmative  and  three  in  the  negative.  Was  that  so? — A.  No, 
it  was  unanimous  in  reference  to  every  vote  taken  upon  a  challenge 
day. 

Q.  You  made  no  such  declaration  as  that  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
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mittee  by  Gen.  Bntler.  It  is  probably  a  fair  sample  of  the  whole,  and  that  the  prin- 
cipal  and  important  charges  which  it  contains  are  entirely  false  will  appear  to  every 
intelligent  reader  after  a  perusal  of  the  following  letters  from  the  interested  parties: 

*•  Editor  op  The  News  :  We  see  by  a  statement  in  the  Boston  Globe,  January  6, 
that  the  overseers  of  the  poor  of  Gardner  went  on  Saturday,  the  2d  day  of  November^ 
1876,  to  their  poor  firm  and  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  Albert  Sand^-rson  on  the  election^ 
which  is  false.  We  were  at  or  near  our  houses  all  of  the  day  excepting  a  while  in  the 
afternoon,  when  we  met  at  the  hou^e  of  Ivers  Whitney,  one  of  the  undersigned,  for 
the  purpose  of  rnceiviug  and  paying  bills  against  the  town  of  Gardner  and  doing  any 
other  business  that  might  come  before  us.  We  have  never  said  anything  to  Mr.  San> 
derson  concerning  that  election  which  might  intimidate,  coerce  or  influence  him  in 
any  way  in  regard  to  voting,  not  to  our  knowledge,  nor  have  we  ever  had  any  inten- 
tion of  doing  so.  , 

"  IVERS  WHITNEY, 
"CHARLES  EATON, 
**  LYMAN  F.  WOOD, 
•*  Overseers  of  the  Poor  of  Gardner, 
"  Gardner,  January  10,  1879." 

'*  Editor  of  The  News:  In  reading  the  Boston  Globe  of  January  6, 1  find  I  am  rep- 
resented as  a  bulldozed  man  of  Gardner,  and  out)  of  the  cases  to  be  presented  befi>r& 
the  Blsine  committee.  In  justice  to  the  board  of  overseers  of  the  poor  and  myself,  I 
will  say  that  they  did  not  by  word  or  act  attempt  to  bulldoze  nie,  neither  did  anv  on& 
else.  The  board  did  not  meet  at  the  town  farm  November  2,  and  I  do  not  know  what 
the  political  sentiments  of  all  the  board  are.  I  contributed  to  the  Butler  fund  in  thi» 
way  :  A  friend  came  to  the  farm  and  gave  me  a  Boston  Globe,  and  told  me  that  E.  D. 
Howe  was  having  seventy-five  dailies  sent  to  him.  He  said  I  could  hav.)  a  copy  if  £ 
woald  call  at  Mr.  Howe's  office.  I  called  and  made  my  errand  known  to  E.  D.  Howe,. 
and  be  told  me  I  could  have  a  copy,  and  then  he  asked  me  to  help  pay  for  them.  1 
asked  him  how  much  he  wanted  me  to  pay,  and  he  said  one  dollar.  I  gave  him  Hfty^ 
cents.  This  is  the  history  of  ruy  contribution  to  the  Butler  campaign  fund.  I  did  talk: 
Butler,  and  thonght  some  of  voting  for  him,  but  being  a  hard-money  man,  and  rioting 
aod  mob  law  were  so  prominent  among  Gen.  Butler's  followers,  that  1  became  disgusteS 
and  made  np  my  mind  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket,  as  I  always  have. 
"  Yours  respectfully, 

"ALBERT  SANDERSON. 

"  Gardner,  January  10,  1879." 

The  Butler  cause  must  be  in  a  very  deplorable  condition  when  men  are  obliged  to 
resort  to  such  false  and  transparent  charges  as  here  given  in  order  to  keep  it  afloat,  ir 
Gen.  Bntler  desires  the  support  of  honest  and  upright  men,  he  shonld  at  once  make  ai> 
effort  to  weed  out  the  malicious  falsifiers  who  are  numbered  among  his  agents  in  this 
Btate.  No  man  can  achieve  any  permanent  success  on  the  basis  of  fraud  and  decep- 
tion. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Who  appoints  Mr.  SciDdersoD  for  that  i)liicef — A.  The  overseers 
of  tbe  poor  make  a  written  contract  for  one  year.  He  is  the  party  with 
whom  we  have  made  the  contract. 

Q.  Upon  the  expiration  of  the  year,  you  make  another  contract  and 
make  it  with  him,  if  you  please  to  do  80,  and  if  not,  with  somebody  else  ^ 
^  that  at  the  end  of  each  year  he  is  subject  to  be  removed  f — A.  Yes^ 
Bir :  by  the  overseers  of  the  poor. 

Q.  You  say  that,  last  year,  you  were  there  on  one  or  two  occasions 
and  had  some  conversation  with  Mr.  Sanderson  ? — A.  Yes,  I  happened, 
to  be  with  him  twice  when  the  subject  came  up. 
Q.  When  something  was  said  about  the  political  prospects  f — A.  Yes^ 
Q.  In  that  conversation,  did  you  not  inquire  of  him  how  many  Bntler 
men  there  were  on  the  farm  at  work  there? — A.  Mo,  sir.  He  had  on^ 
hired  man,  but  I  don't  think  that  that  man  was  a  voter. 

Q.  You  think  there  were  no  hired  men  on  the  place  then  who  were 
voters  f — A.  None  who  were  voters. 

Q.  Were  not  some  men  engaged  there  in  chopping  wood  for  the  farm  t 
—A.  Mr.  Sanderson  hired  some  wood,  or  we  gave  him  leave  to  have  some 
cat  until  he  could  carry  it  oft'. 

Q.  Was  not  some  person  there  then  cutting? — A.  There  was  a  man. 
I  didn't  know  it  until  afterwards.    One  day  I  happened  to  be  there  \  £ 
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uer  would  vote  tor  Mr.  Butler,  when  Mr.  Kemp  asked  him  for  wh 
was  going  to  vote,  and  Mr.  Sanderson  answered  him  by  saving  t 
should  vote  for  the  man  whom  he  thought  when  the  time  came 
right  to  vote  for. 

Q.  At  that  time,  was  not  Mr.  Sanderson  understood  to  be  a  1 
man  ? — A.  I  rather  mistrusted  it,  but  I  didn't  ask  him. 

Q.  Just  before  the  election,  did  he  not  turn  around  the  other  waj 
be  not  almost  as  suddenly  converted  as  was  Saint  Paul  ? — A.  I  d( 
member  how  suddenly. 

Q.  Do  yon  not  remember  about  a  very  sudden  convertion  t 
place  f — A.  It  was  snid  that 

Q.  (By  the  CHAIRMAN:)  He  talked  lor  Butler  and  voted  for  T 
was  that  what  was  said  I — A.  £  guess  that's  what  the  people  said, 
said  so  and  so. 

Q.  What  were  your  politics  and  those  of  the  other  members 
board  f — A.  Mine  are  Republican. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  How  is  it  with  the  other  members? — A.  One  of  them,  I  th 
Republican  ;  the  other,  1  have  understood,  is  a  Democrat. 

Q.  You  understand  that  the  other  is  a  Democrat  I — A.  He  and  I 
had  any  talk  so  that  I  could  tell. 

Q.  He  is  a  Democrat  who  keeps  pretty  shady;  is  that  it? — A.  I 
was  smart  enough  to  tind  it  out. 

Mr.  McDonald.  Then  he  cannot  be  much  of  a  Democrat. 


Albert  Sanderson  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Question.  You  live  in  Gardner  and  are  the  All)ert  Sanderson  ti 
of  in  this  testimony  f — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Listen  to  that  which  I  now  read  to  you  [reading] : 

"  Editor  of  the  News:  In  reading  the  Boston  Globe  of  Jannarv  6. 1  find  I 
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talk  Butler,  and  thoufi^ht  some  of  voting  for  him,  but  being  a  hard-money  man.  and 
rioting  and  mob  law  were  so  prominent  among  General  Butler's  followers,  that  I 
became  disgusted  and  made  up  my  mind  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket,  as  I  always 
have. 

"  Yours  respectfully,  ALBERT  SANDERSON." 

Did    you    make   or   authorize  that    statement  to  be    made? — A.  I 
wrote  it. 
Q.  That  is  all  trae,  is  it ! — A.  It  is  all  true. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  When  was  there  a  meeting  of  the  board  of  overseers  at  the  town 
farm? — A.  The  law  of  the  town  authorizes  the  board  to  meet  once  in 
three  months.  I  think  it  commences  on  the  last  Saturday  of  May  and 
runs  ri^ht  along. 

Q.  What  commences  in  May ;  their  meeting? — A.  Yes;  and  it  runs 
right  along  for  three  months.  On  the  2d  of  November  I  went  away,  tak- 
ing the  tirst  train,  which  left  at  half  past  six,  I  think ;  was  gone  all 
<]ay,  and  did  not  get  back  to  Gardner  until  some  time  in  the  evening. 
TFbe  board  were  accused  (as  stated  in  the  paper)  of  meeting  there  on 
that  day  and  bulldozing  me,  but  they  did  not  meet. 

Q.  They  met  there  in  the  last  week  of  May  and  continued  for  the  fol- 
lowing three  months,  June,  July,  and  August.  Then  when  was  their 
next  meeting? — A.  I  can't  say  positively  just  now  whether  there  was 
any  in  December  or  January. 

Q.  How  long  was  their  meeting  the  second  time  they  met ;  was  it  three 
months  again  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  have  three  meetings  in  the  year? — A.  Four  meetings. 

Q.  They  meet  quarterly  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  one  quarterly  meeting  may  run  on  until  the  beginning  of  the 
next  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  really  they  might  have  a  meeting  all  the  year  round  ? — A. 
They  begin  onc^e  in  three  months. 

Q.  They  begin  once  in  three  months  and  the  session  may  run  until 
the  beginning  of  the  next  session.  So  that  they  may  have  been  iu  ses- 
sion any  time  in  October  or  the  fore  part  of  November  f — A.  Whenever 
the  three  months  came  around  they  would  meet.  They  used  to  meet 
down  town  to  transact  business,  and  didn't  meet  at  the  f<irm  only  once 
in  awhile. 

Q.  But  they  might  have  been  in  session  at  any  time  in  October  or 
^November  ! — A.  1  don't  fujly  comprehend  what  you  mean  ;  whether  you 
mean  that  they  were  to  meet  once  in  three  months  from  the  time  they 
met  last. 

Q.  They  mav  hohl  a  session  at  any  time  they  please  during  the  three 
months  ?  SuppOvSing  that  they  had  met  on  the  first  day  ;  would  they  not 
meet  again  before  the  three  months  expired  ? — A.  The  rules  required 
that  they  all  three  should  meet  once  in  every  three  months. 

Q.  I  ask  whether,  in  effect,  one  term  continues  until  thv^  beginning  of 
the  next  term  f — A.  If  they  should  meet  on  the  last  Saturday  in  May, 
it  would  run  three  months  froin  that  time  until  tliey  wouM  meet  again. 

Q.  Might  they  not  meet  at  any  time  in  the  three  months  again  ? — A. 
They  could  if  they  chose. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  to  prohibit  it? — A.  I  don't  know  that  they 
could  draw  any  pay  for  it,  if  they  did. 

Q.  They  might  be  patriotic  men  and  do  it  for  nothing.  When  did 
Ihey  meet? — A.  I  think  it  was  on  the  last  Saturday  in  May. 

Q.  Then  they  met  again  on  the  last  Saturday.in  August,  according  to 
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the  regular  term,  and  could  meet  any  time  in  September,  October,  or 
"November  f — A.  If  they  chose  to. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  you  became  a  subscriber  in  this  way  for  the 
Globe,  or  paid  fifty  cents! — A.  I  think  it  was  some  time  in  October. 

Q.  You  had  attended  political  meetings  before  that  time,  had  you 
not! — A.  Yes,  sir;  1  used  to  be  on  the  town  committee. 

Q.  You  went  out  with  a  team  to  a  Butler  meeting  and  took  persons 
out  in  the  team  ! — A.  I  met  E.  D.  Howe,  the  chairman  of  the  Butler 
club,  who  asked  me  if  I  wouldn't  go  up  to  Ea«t  Templeton  to  hear  such 
a  person,  I  forget  his  name,  speak.  I  didn't  know  how  to  go,  but  I 
thought  1  would  oblige  him,  and  went  up  to  accommodate  him.  Leander 
Lynde  and  E.  D.  Howe's  father  went  along. 

Q.  You  tgok  them  up  in  the  wagon  with  you  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  didn't 
fully  understand  General  Butler's  views  in  regard  to  money  matters  and 
I  wanted  to  hear  him. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  E.  D.  Howe  or  Leander  Lynde  that  you  were  going 
to  vote  for  Butler ! — A.  I  never  told  E.  D.  Howe  or  Leander  Lynde  that 
I  was  going  to  vote  for  General  Butler.  I  didn't  know  but  that  1  had  a 
right  to  vote  for  him,  but  I  had  not  fully  decided. 

Q.  You  were  at  that  time  regarded  as  a  pretty  ardent  Butler  man, 
weren't  you  ? — A.  Well,  E.  D.  Howe  and  Leander  Lynde  say  so.  If  you 
want  to  know  about  it,  go  up  and  inquire. 

Q.  Tbey  say  so,  and  all  that  you  say  from  that  is  that  you  Uad  not 
told  any  living  man  how  you  were  going  to  vote! — A.  I  say  that — [re- 
ferring to  the  newspaper  article.] 

Q.  Can  you  not  answer  directly  ! 

Mr.  Blair.  No,  let  the  witness  proceed.  Let  him  speak  from  his  own 
recollection. 

Mr.  McDonald.  But  I  do  not  want  him  to  speak  from  that  paper. 

The  Witness.  I  have  talked  up  General  Butler's  good  qualities.  I 
have  said  that  1  thought  he  would  make  a  good  executive  oflBcer,  but,  on  ac- 
count of  his  money  views,  and  on  account  of  the  uncertainty  of  his  course, 
I  felt  that  I  didn't  want  to  vote  for  him.  I  had  always  vot<»d  the  Re- 
publican ticket,  but  I  was  in  doubt  and  wanted  some  change  and  there- 
fore 1  talked  up  General  Butler's  good  qualities,  and  I  talked  up  Talbot^s; 
and,  two  years  before,  when  I  was  a  delegate  to  the  State  convention,  I 
would  have  been  very  glad  if  he  had  been  brought  up. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  Yoo  are  not  answering  my  question  bu,t  making  a  stump  speech  ; 
I  asked  you  if  you  had  not  been  understood,  up  to  that  time  when  you 
went  to  this  meeting,  as  being  a  Butler  man! — A.  I  don't  know  bat 
that  I  had  talked  as  much  in  favor  of  Mr.  Talbot  as  I  had  for  General 
Butler;  I  hadn't  come  to  any  decision  ;  1  admit  that  I  didn't  know  for 
whom  I  was  going  to  vote. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  that  is  an  answer  to  my  question  ! — A.  I  think 
it  is. 

Q.  I  ask  you  if  it  bad  not  been  generally  understood,  up  to  the  time 
when  you  went  to  this  meeting,  taking  along  with  you  these  voters  in 
the  team  from  the  poor  farm,  that  you  were  a  Butler  man! — A.  No,  sir,'; 
I  don't  think  it  was. 

Now  I  ask  .vou  at  what  time  you  made  it  known  in  that  vicinity  that 
you  were  not  going,  to  vote  for  Butler! — A.  I  didn't  consider  that  it  was 
anybody's  business  how  I  voted;  I  can't  positively  say  when  it  was, 
but  it  was  a  short  time  before  the  election. 

Q.  Just  before  the  election  ! — A.  Just  before  the  election,  and  E.  D. 
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Howe  and  Leauder  Lynde  appeared  to  be  very  mad  when  I  told  them 
I  was  not  going  to  vote  for  General  Butler. 

Q.  Younay  that  Mr.  Howe  appeared  to  be  very  mad  when  you  told 
him  that  ? — Q.  He  seemed  so  to  me. 

Q.  And  very  much  surprised? — A  I  don't  know  as  to  that;  they 
wanted  to  get  all  the  votes  they  could,  and  worked  night  and  day  for 
him  ;  true,  sir 5  1  was  ashamed  of  my  company. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  that  sentiment  was  reciprocated  to  some  ex- 
tent!— A.  Very  true;  if  it  was  I  am  glad  of  it. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Mr.  Kemp  testifies  here  that,  in  a  certain  conversation  at  which 
Mr.  Whitney  was  present,  Sanderson  charged  him  (Kemp)  with  being  a 
Butler  man,  and  that  he  retorted  the  same  charge  upon  him  ;  that  is, 
that  he  told  you  you  were  a  Butler  man ;  then  Kemp  went  on  to  state  the 
result  of  this  conversation,  that  Sanderson  was  provoked  and  discharged 
him  (Kemp)  because  he  had  spoken  as  he  had  before  Mr.  Whitney ;  that 
is,  that  he  had  called  you  a  Butler  man  before  Mr.  Whitney;  what  is  the 
fact  ill  regard  to  that  t — A.  I  hired  him  to  chop  four  cords  of  wood,  and 
I  thought  that  he  had  got  it  chopped,  and  that  is  the  beginning  and  end 
of  the  whole  thing;  he  might  have  said  something  before  Mr.  Whitney 
and  I  might  have  answered  pretty  short;  he  is  a  fellow  who  hasn't  any 
character,  nor  anything;  I  don't  think  that  if  you  had  known  him  you 
ironld  bave  summoned  him  down  here  for  anything. 

Q.  Then  all  that  he  was  to  do  was  to  cut  four  cords  of  wood,  and  that 
is  all  there  was  to  itf — A.  That  is  all  that  there  was  to  it;  I  want  to  tell 
^ou  what  I  believe  is  the  cause  of  this  whole  bulldozing  business.  At 
the  time  when  Mr.  Ivers  Whitney,  another  man,  and  I  were  the  over- 
seers, we  had  a  lawsuit  with  B.  D.  Howe  on  behalf  of  the  town,  in 
^hich  Mr.  Howe  was  defeated  ;  he  was  very  angry  about  it,  and  at 
every  opportunity  he  has  had  to  injure  Mr.  Whitney  he  has  done  it ;  I 
think  that  that  is  what  started  it,  and  also  because  I  didn't  vote  for 
Butler  :  1  think  that  that  is  the  sum  and  substance  of  the  whole  thing. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  that  it  has  hurt  you  any,  do  you  t — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  You  say  that  Mr.  Kemp  might  have  twitted  you  with  being  a  But- 
ler man  in  the  presence  of  Whitney,  and  that  you  might  have  said  some- 
thing back  to  him  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn't  like  to  be  twitted  with  being  a  Butler  man  in  the  pres- 
ence of  W^hitney,  did  you  ? — A.  I  didn't  care  one  way  or  the  other.  He 
IB  a  fellow  whom  I  don't  respect.  I  think  he  was  very  much  under  the 
Influence  of  Democratic  whisky. 

Q.  But  you  didn't  like  the  idea  of  being  twitted  in  the  presence  of 
Whitney  about  your  politics  ! — A.  Not  by  a  man  that  I  thought  of  as  I 
clid  of  him. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  You  hired  him  to  do  that  work  ?— A.  I  hired 
him  to  cut  four  cords  of  wood. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  frequently  employed  him  to  repair  barns  and  in  such  work  as 
that? — A.  No;  I  was  living  on  the  farm  going  on  six  years.  I  employed 
him  one  day.    I  am  agent  of  the  roads. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  Democratic  whiskey  there  for  him  ? — A.  No, 
air;  it  is  strictly  forbidden  to  use  any  ardent  spirits  there  without  doc- 
tor's orders. 
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John  C.  Bryant  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Question.  You  reside  in  Gardner  ? — Answer.  1  do. 

Q.  Are  you  cbairniau  of  the  Republican  club  of  that  town  f — A.  I 

Q.  Yon  were  such  last  year  f — A.  I  was. 

Q.  A  witness,  one  Leander  C.  Lynde,  has  testiOed  [reailingj — 

that  John  C.  Bryant,  a  tub  and  pail  maonfactarer  there,  a  Repablicao,  who 
ploys  some  twenty'  men,  had  said  to  witness  on  election  day  that  he  had  better 
working  for  Butler,  for  if  Butler  was  elected  he  (Bryant)  would  close  his  works 
discharge  his  men. 

Is  that  true  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Warren  Newell  !— A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Then  of  course  Warren  Newell  was  in  no  way  authorized  to  re 
sent  or  act  for  the  Republican  party  at  that  election  in  GardDei 
A.  No,  sir ;  he  is  not  a  voter  in  the  town  of  Gardner. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  such  man  f — A.  I  do  not.  I  heard  that  tl 
was  such  a  man  who  worked  for  a  carpenter  some  two  or  three  mon 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  he  was  from  ?— A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  Or  where  he  has  gone  ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  him  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  this  man  Jonathan  A.  Perham  ? — A.  I  do  noi 
know  nothing  about  him. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  say  that  you  did  learn  that  there  was  such  a  man  as  Nc 
who  had  been  there  along  last  fall  ? — A.  I  have  heard  so. 

Q.  What  was  his  vocation! — A.  I  understood  that  he  was  a  cai 
ter. 

Q.  You  were  chairman  of  the  Republican  central  committee  ther 
A.  Of  the  town  committee. 

Q.  You  were  very  earnestly  opposed  to  the  election  of  General 
ler  f — A.  I  w^as. 

Q.  Didn't  you  think  that  his  election  would  be  very  injurious  to 
business  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  didn't  fear  the  man. 

Q.  You  thought  that  the  country  would  go  along  just  as  prosixerc 
if  he  was  elected  as  it  would  if  he  was  not  ? — A.  I  bad  the  idea  tb 
would,  but  I  di<l  say  to  Mr.  Lynde  that  if  the  principles  he  advoc 
prevailed  throughout  the  country,  I  should  close  my  business. 

Q.  You  did  come  that  near  to  saying  it ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 


Thomas  Sullivan  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live  f — Answer.  At  Chelsea. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there  f — A.  Ten  years. 

Q.  For  whom  have  you  been  working! — A.  For  the  Boston  Eli 
Fabric  Company. 

Q.  What  is  your  position  in  their  employ  ? — A.  Making  tal 
springs,  and  so  forth. 

Q.  Have  you  charge  of  any  of  the  help  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  them  ! — A.  Somewhere  aboat 
years. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  McBirney  ! — A.  He  was  the  president  of  thee 
pany. 
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Q.  Is  he  living  ! — A.  No,  air. 

Q.  When  did  be  die  ? — A.  About  six  weeks  ajco,  I  understand. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  to  the  help  \\i  the  employ  of  this  Elastic 
EJMQpany  in  regard  to  their  voting  last  Tall,  or  give  them  any  word  as 
liiinfirfrom  Mr.  McBiru(\v  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Goon  and  state  all  that  you  said  to  them. — A.  He  told  me  that  be 
bvertook  act,  part,  or  hand  in   politics  before;  that  he  was  an  old 

ffi;  that  he  had  some  300  or  400  families  to  support  from  the  factory 
I  that  they  were  doing  very  well  now ;  that  if  the  help  respected 
^they  would  vote  lor  Mr.  Talbot ;  and  he  said,  *•  I  want  you  to  un- 
rstand  there  will  be  no  man  discharged  from  here,  no  matter  how  you 
fe."    I  told  the  help  so,  some  of  them. 

}.  Did  you  tell  them  as  to  his  ilesire  that  they  should  vote  for  Tal- 
,  hut  that  if  they  did  not  vote  for  him  no  man  would  be  discharged! — 
Yes.     I  didn't  tell  all  the  men,  but  1  told  a  great  many  of  them. 
|.  Did  vou  tell  them  all  of  that  which  Mr.  McBirney  said  to  vou  I — 
I  did.  ' 

.  Did  you  tell  a  [ms  t  and  leave  out  the  part  that  no  one  would  be 
harged  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

.  What  aie  vour  [jolitical  sentiments! — A.  Democratic. 
.  Was  there  a  Democratic  organization  among  the  help  of  Mr.  Mc- 
ley's establishment! — A.  A  great  many  of  the  men  are  Democrats. 
.  Do  any  of  them  belong  to  any  Democratic  club! — A.  Not  that  I 
I  ware  of. 

.  Did  any  of  them  vote  for  Butler! — A.  There  was  and  is  now  a 
ler  club  there.     Men  belonging  to  the  Butler  club  are  working  in 
mill  DOW  and  have  been  all  the  time  since  it  began. 
.  Were  any  men  discharged  from  the  mill   on  account  of   their 
ng! — A.  No,  sir;  not  a  man. 
.  Was  there  any  feeling  that  any  of  them  would  be  discharged  if 

voted  as  they  pleased  ! — A.  Not  a  bit ;  none  whatever. 
.  Do  you  not  think  that  the  men  in  the  employ  of  this  Boston  Elas- 
Jompany  voted  just  as  freely  as  the  men  who  were  not  in  any  em- 

! — A.  Just  the  same.     I  know  that  I  did.    I  voted  for  Mr.  Abbott. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

!.  Repeat,  if  you  can,  what  Mr.  McBirney  told  you  to  say  to  the 
1. — A.  He  told  me  to  say  to  the  men  that  it  would  be  his  wishes  and 
the  benefit  ot  the  company  to  vote  for  Mr.  Talbot,  but  that  they  could 
e  as  they  pleased,  and  there  would  be  no  man  discharged  from  the 
ks,  no  matter  how  they  voted. 

I  What  did  he  say  about  300  or  400  families! — A.  He  said  there 
"e  300 or  400  families  that  got  their  support  from  the.  mill. 
I  And  that  they  were  doing  well  then! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
I  He  told  you  to  tell  them  that! — A.  O,  no;  he  didn't  tell  me  to 
them  that. 

I  He  did  not  tell  you  to  tell  them  that  there  were  some  300  or  400 
ilies  who  got  their  support  from  the  mill,  but  he  told  you  to  tell  them 
tit  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  company  and  that  the  company  was 
ig  well  then  ! — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
ipany  and  that  the  company  was  doing  well  then. 
.  Did  he  not  say  that  the  election  of  Butler  would  be  very  injurious 
leir  interests  ? — A.  He  did. 

.  And  might  afi'ect  thCvse  400  families  ! — A.  Something  like  that. 
.  That  it  might  turn  them  out  of  house  and  home,  if  business  turned 
other  way  ! — A.  Something  to  that  effect,  I  suppose. 
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Q.  And  on  that  account  he  wanted  >ou  to  communicate  the  fact* to 
them  that  it  was  his  desire  they  should  vote  far  Talbot! — A.  Yes,  t»ir; 
that  it  was  his  wis^.es  that  they  should  vote  for  Talbot. 

Q.  Didn't  the  men  obey  his  wishes  in  that  respect ! — A.  I  couldn't 
tell  you,  for  I  don't  know  how  they  did  vote.  I  only  know  that  they  all 
voted  Ireely,  just  as  they  liked. 


JVliLTON  A.  SnuMWAY  sworu  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Wliere  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  Dauielsonvilie,  Conn. 

Q.  What  is  your  busiuess! — A.  I  am  a  lawyer. 

Q.  Were  yon  assignee  of  the  estate  of  Frank  Kennedy  and  his  broth- 
er!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  suits  for  false  imprisonment  against  those 
who  had  sued  tliem  or  put  them  in  jail  on  the  part  of  Frank  Kennedy 
or  liis  brother! — A.  I  think  1  heard  a  threat  on  the  part  of  Frank's 
brother. 

Mr.  McDonald  remarked  that  he  regarded  the  testimony  as  merely 
collateral,  being  upon  a  matter  which  his  colleagues  had  developed  out- 
side of  the  direct  inquiry  in  the  previous  testimony. 

Mr.  Platt  replied  that  he  proposed  to  show  that  the  witness  Frank 
Kennedy  answered  falsely. 

Ml.  McDonald  waived  an  objection. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  payment  to  Frank  Kennedy! — A.  There  was 
money  paid  to  him. 

Q.  By  you  as  assignee  ! — A.  I  suppose  it  was  paid.  He  had  $250  out 
of  the  estate. 

Q.  Why  was  it  paid  to  him  ! — A.  A  suit  was  pending  against  the 
estate  by  a  man  named  Conway,  who  claimed  to  have  purchased  all  the 
property  that  the  assignee  had  taken  in  or  collected  in,  being  property 
such  as  organs  and  pianos  distributed  around  the  country.  The  assignee 
had  taken  it  in,  claiming  the  right  to  hold  it.  This  Conway  claimed  the 
right  to  hold  it  by  an  assignment  from  the  Kennedy  Brothers  prior  to 
their  proceedings  in  bankruptcy;  and  this  money  was  paid  to  Frank 
Kennedy  because  he  said  he  could  induce  Conway  to  withdraw  the  suit 
which  he  had  brought  against  the  estate  to  recover  this  property. 

Q.  Did  his  brother  take  part  in  that! — A.  1  think  not.  He  had  no 
negotiations  with  me. 

Q.  Who  were  represented  in  that  matter! — A.  A  representiitive  of 
the  Mason  Organ  Company  of  this  city  an<l  a  representative  of  the  Smith 
Organ  Company  of  this  city  were  with  me  in  my  negotiations  with  Frank 
Kennedy,  and  it  was  upon  my  suggestion  that  this  compromise  was 
brought  about,  to  get  rid  of  troublesome  suits. 

Q.  Were  the  suits  for  which  that  money  was  paid  suits  for  false  im- 
prisonment!— A.  No,  sir;  they  were  suits  brought  to  get  rid  of  this 
action  of  trover  relating  entirely  to  the  possession  of  the  property. 

Q.  Do  you  know  this  Frank  Kennedy  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  his  character  for  truth  and  veracity  spoken 
of  there! — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  I  have. 

Q.  What  is  it  amotig  his  associates! — A.  1  would  not  want  to  testify 
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either  way,  that  it  was  ^0(k1  or  bad.     I  never  heard  but  one  party  speak 
of  it,  and  I  don't  think  I  should  form  an  opinion  upon  that  statement. 

Q.  The  money  paid  him  was  not  paid  him  to  prevent  his  bringing  suit 
for  false  imprisonment  against  the  parties  who  had  sued  him  ? — A.  ISot 
at  all. 

By  Mr.  McDonald: 

Q.  He  obtained  his  discharge  in  bankruptcy! — A.  That  was  part  of 
the  negotiations,  that  he  was  to  have  the  $J60,  and  that  the  estate  or  the 
creditors  would  not  oppose  his  discharge.  The  creditors  petitioned  the 
Kennedy  Brothers  into  bankruptcy. 

Q.  The  proceedings  were  those  in  involuntary  bankruptcy  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  State  the  nature  of  this  transaction,  the  manner  in  which  these 
goods  were  procured,  and  vvhether  there  was  any  charge  of  fraud. — A, 
They  were  arrested  for  trau<l  at  the  instance  of  the  creditors  in  a  civil 
suit,  not  a  criminal  suit.  The  State's  attorney  said  he  would  have  them 
iodicU'd  but  the  ottense  of  obtaining  the  goods  was  committed  in  another 
State. 


Thomas  Brown  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt: 

Question.  Had  .vou  any  employment  in  connection  with  the  work  on 
the  post  office  building  in  Boston? — Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  employed 
there  as  general  foreman  of  mechanics. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Michael  Eildnff,  Michael  Daly,  and  one  Foley  ! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  vou  know  when  Michael  Kilduff  was  employed  ! — A.  He  was 
employed  in  the  month  of  October  last  the  last  time.  He  waseaiployed 
awhile  in  1877. 

Q.  VVhen  was  he  discharged  ! — A.  On  the  18th  of  October  last. 

Q.  For  what  reason  ! — A.  Because  we  did  not  want  him. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing  at  the  time  he  was  discharged? — A.  I  think 
1  bad  him  cleaning  old  brick  at  the  time  he  was  discharged. 

Q.  Was  he  discharged  because  of  his  political  principles  or  the  way 
he  was  going  to  vote  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  his  work  in  any  way  dependent  upon  his  politics! — A.  No, 
sir.  When  I  hired  him  in  the  first  of  October  he  told  me  that  his  fam- 
ily was  in  need.  I  told  him  I  could  keep,  him  only  a  few  days,  on  account 
of  the  work  being  let  out  to  the  contractor.  I  put  him  to  work,  and 
^hen  the  brick  work  went  over  to  another  contractor,  1  had  him  dis- 
charged, among  some  five  masons. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  his  politics? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  how  he  was  going  to  vote? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  as  to  Daly  ! — A.  The  same  thing  exactly. 

Q.  When  was  he  discharged  ? — A.  On  the  evening  of  the  18th,  at  the 
%ame  time. 

Q.  How  was  it  with  Foley  ? — A.  I  discharged  him  at  noontime  on  the 
X8th. 

Q.  Foley  was  one  of  the  parties  discharged  at  the  same  time? — A. 
^es,  sir. 

Q.  The  brick-work  had  gone  by  contract  to  Mr.  Tuttle,  and  for  that 
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reason  you  did  not  want  these  men  ! — A.  I  did  not  want  them.     I  I 
to  reduce  my  force  to  a  smaller  number. 

Q.  Was  there  or  not  any  reason  for  which  they  were  discharged  ot 
than  you  have  stated  I — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Give  me  the  names  of  those  you  discharged  that  day. — A.  I 
charged  James  McGarvey,  John  Toland,  Dennis  McCarthy,  Timo 
Bulklev.  John  Mahonev,   Michael  Kildutf,  James  Foley,  and  Mict 
Daly.  ' 

Q.  Had  these  men  been  talking  politics  any  f — A.  No,  sir;  not  thj 
know  of. 

Q.  You  knew  them  to  be  Butler  men  I. — A.  No,  sir,  I  could  not  t 
I  never  found  out  until  this  morning  how  my  men  voted. 

Q.  How  dill  you  find  it  out  this  morning? — A.  I  simply  asked  tl 
if  any  ot  them  had  voted  for  General  Butler,  and  if  they  had  manliii 
enough  to  come  here  and  testify.  I  found  that  the  larger  part  of  tl 
had  voted  that  way. 

Q.  You  voted  that  way  f — A.  O,  no;  I  did  not. 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Tuttle  take  possession  there  ? — A.  On  the  afteru 
of  the  18th  of  October. 

Q.  Had  you  discharged  any  men  before  that! — A.  In  the  after n< 
of  the  15th  1  did. 

Q.  How  many  men  were  taken  on  after  these  parties  were  discharg 
— A.  We  didn't  take  on  any. 

Q.  Have  you  taken  on  any  since  ! — A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  take  on  previous  to  the  election  f — A.  1  di 
taken  on  any.  Foley,  Kilduff,  and  Daly  were  the  force  that  I  had  ch 
ing  bricks.  I  believe  that  the  only  other  man  I  took  on  was  takei 
at  the  first  of  October. 

Q.  Did  you  take  anybody  on  the  work  after  the  I8th  of  October 
before  the  election  f — A.  [After  referring  to  memorandum.]  No,  sir ; 
did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  take  on  any  before  the  election  ! — A.  No,  sir. 


Egbert  T.  Brown  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  You  nre  the  son  of  the  last  witness  I — Answer.  Yes,  sir 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Michael  Kilduff'  it  would  not  be  safe  for  hiai  to  \ 
for  Butler  I — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  any  workman  employed  on  the  post  office  build 
that  it  would  not  be  safe  for  him  to  vote  for  Butler! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Anything  of  that  sort! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  say  to  Michael  Kilduff,  on  the  night  or  day  before  he 
discharged,  that  no  man  who  was  in  favor  of  General  Butler  could  h 
work  there  f — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  in  any  way  intimate  to  the  men  as  to  whom  they  she 
vote  for  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  how  they  were  going  to  vote  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  discuss  politics  at  all  there  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  You  never  talked  on  the  subject! — A.  Never. 
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Q.  Yon  did  not  say  to  anybody  tbat  Tattle  had  got  the  work,  and 
tthe  men  would  be  discharged,  as  Mr.  Butler  had  got  him  the  work  t 

A.  Xo,  sir ;  but  I  saw  it  in  the  paper. 

Q.  You  did  not  say  that  to  any  of  the  men  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  These   men  who  were  discharged  on  the  18th  had  been  laying  the 
Irick  and  helping  to  get  the  brick-work  up  I — A.  I  couldn't  tell.     They 
jfere  en<^rtged  there. 
f  Q.  What  is  yoor  business? — A.  I  am  a  carpenter. 

Q.  Has  your  work  been  continued  there  ! — A.  I  am  working  there,  on 
Ddoff. 

Q.  You  are  working  there  now  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  been  engaged 
Dee  the  winter — three  or  four  months. 

Q.  Were  you  engaged  there  in  the  months  of  October  and  November  T 
A.  Not  steadily. 

Q.  Were  you  there  until  after  the  election  I — A.  Not  steadily.  I  was 
I  and  off. 

Q.  How  are  you  getting  your  pay  ! — A.  For  every  day  that  I  work. 
Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  being  taken  on  there  after  the  18th  of 
stober  f^-A.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  What  are  your  politics  ! — A.  I  am  a  Eepublican. 

Q.  Did  you  take  a  pretty  active  part  in  politics  last  year! — A.  Not 

very  active  part. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  a  political  club  ! — A.  About  two  years 

10  I  was. 

Q.  You  were  not  last  year  1 — A.  No,  sir. 


Frank  O.  Fiske  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Qiiswer.  What  was  your  occupation  in  1878,  about  the  time  of  the 
lection  ! — Answer.  Messenger  work  and  clerical  work. 

Q  For  whom  ? — A.  Mr.  Estey. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Estey  f— A.  Superintendent. 

Q.  Superintendent  of  what! — A.  The  post-office  and  sub-treasury 
milding. 

Q.  Did  you,  at  or  before  the  election  of  November,  1878,  say  to  any 
me  that  any  person  employed  under  Mr.  Estey  would  be  discharged  if 
le  voted  for  General  Butler  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  anything  to  that  effect! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  the  men  to  influence  them  to  vote  !— A.  No,  sir. 


Philip  W.  Manley  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

QaestioD.  What  i>08ition  did  yon  occupy  on  the  post-office  building  in 
October  and  November,  1878! — Answer.  Watchman  and  timekeeper. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Michael  Daly  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  discharge  him  ! — A.  I  did. 

Q*  What  was  he  discharged  for! — A.  For  the  want  of  employment. 

Q.  Why  was  there  lack  of  employment! — A.  On  account  of  a  part 
^^  the  work  being  let  out  to  Mr.  Samuel  Tuttle. 
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Q.  Tbe  work  on  which  he  was  emplojedt — A.  Part  of  the  geo 
work  on  the  post-oflBce. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with   him  about  how  he  was 
vote  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  heard  him  sav  anything  about  how  he  was  to  vote  !- 
No,  sir.  '  ^ 

Q.  Did  you  know  how  he  was  to  vote  ! — A.  No,  Rir.  j 

Q.  Had  his  political  sentiments  anything  to  do  with  his  discharge!-^ 
A.  Not  at  all.  - 

Q.  With  regard  to  Michael  Kilduff,  did  you  know  him  ? — A.  Ye8,8iiis^ 

Q.  Did  you  know  how  he  was  going  to  vote  ! — A.  I  did  not.  T 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  it  f — A.  No,  sir.  ! 

Q.  Did  his  discharge  have  reference  to  his  political  sentiments alf 
all!  — A.  Not  the  least  mite. 

Q.  Why  was  he  discharged  T — A.  For  the  want  of  employment. 

Q.  For  the  same  reason. as  in  Daly's  case! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  Tuttle  get  the  work  at  which  these  men  had  been  engaged!* 
A.  Part  of  it.  ,  i 

•Q.  What  part! — A.  Mr.  Tuttle  got  the  laying  of  the  brick. 

Q.  Were  those  men  engaged  in  thatf — A.  They  were  assisting  in  a 
part  of  that  work. 

Q.  Were  they  masons  ? — A.  They  were  not.    They  were  laborers. 

Q.  The  work  that  Mr.  Tuttle  took  comprised  the  work  at  wliicb  tbej 
had  been  engaged,  did  it! — A.  Partly. 

Q.  Were  any  men  retained  there  at  work  of  the  character  of  that  at 
which  these  men  had  been  engaged  Y — A.  We  kept  our  mortar  meobe^ 
cause  we  had  to  set  stone.  We  kept  them  for  that  purpose.  We  kept 
no  men  lor  cleaning  brick. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  men  to  clean  brick  again  ? — A.  8ouiewbei« 
about  the  last  of  March  or  first  of  April. 

Q.  The  work  was  partly  suspended,  then  ! — A.  The  work  was  partly 
suspended. 

Q.  How  many  men  were  you  required  to  take  on  in  March  to  clean 
the  brick  ? — A.  We  put  on  about  eight. 

Q.  In  March  Mr.  Tuttle  put  on  eight  men  to  clean  brick! — A.  Sot 
to  clean  brick  alone. 

Q.  To  do  that  kind  of  labor,  or  work  of  that  description  t — A.  Xot 
that  kind  of  work. 

Q.  Some  of  these  men  who  wei'e  put  on  were  engaged  in  cleaoiog 
biick  as  part  of  their  work  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  that  which  they  were  engaged  to  clean  a  part  of  the  same 
brick  upon  which  the  men  who  were  discharged  had  been  engaged!-- 
A.  Part  of  the  same. 

Q.  Then  you  hired  more  men  in  March  to  clean  more  f — A.  Yaa. 

Q.  How  did  Mr.  Tuttle's  getting  the  workinterfere  with  the  cleaoiog 
of  that  brick  !— A.  It  interfered  with  it  to  this  extent.  We  are  not  al- 
lowed by  the  department  to  clean  brick,  and  Mr.  Tuttle's  contract  called 
for  his  furnishing  the  brick  from  the  start,  while  this  brick  was  goveni* 
ment  brick. 

Q.  It  was  government  brick  in  October  and  government  brick  ii 
March  ! — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  But  as  many  men  were  taken  back  in  March  as  were  allowed  to 
go  in  October! — A.  About  the  same. 

Q    What  are  your  politics  Y — A.  Republican. 
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^^(J.(B}  Mr.  Platt.)  Mr.  Tattle  was  General  Butler's   friend  ?~ A. 
9ht  was  the  common  understanding,  and  the  public  press  says  that 
pfciDen  00  the  jiri'oand  were  his  friends. 

'   Q.  fB)-  the  Chairman.)  The  men  who  were  discharged  were  Butler 
■»n  f— A.  It  is  so  said. 

Q.  flow  many  of  them  were  Butler  men  t — A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Platt.)  Were  they  all  voters  ?— A.  I  don't  really  believe 
key  were;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  McDona^ld  : 

Q.  Did  vou  trv  to  ascertain  whether  tbey  were  all  right! — Av  I  did 
t. 

(^.  You  are  a  voter! — A.  I  am. 

CJ.  How  did  you  vote  ! — A.  I  voted  for  Mr.  Talbot. 

^.  You  were  decidedly  for  Mr.  Talbot! — A.  1  was. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

J.  Are^ou  an  active  man  in  your  ward! — A.  No,  sir. 
5.  Why  not! — A.  T  mind  my  own  business. 
5.  Did  you  belong  to  a  club  ! — A.  I  did  not. 


^LEXAi^DER  E.  EsTET  sworu  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  What  position  did  you  occupy  in  1878  with  reference  to  the 

»^office  building! — Answer.  Superintendent  of  construction. 

).  Are  you  such  now  ! — A.  1  am. 

5.  80  far  as  you  were  concerned,  were  any  influences  exercised  by 

a  or  by  anybody  under  your  control  or  by  anybody  with  your  knowl- 

^e  to  control  or  constrain  the  votes  of  the  men  who  worked  on  that 

ihling  in  1878  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

(2.  In  any  way,  shape,  or  manner  ! — A.  No,  sir. 


William  A.  Simmons  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

QaestioD.  Were  you  collector  of  the  port  of  Boston,  and,  if  so,  when  ! 

Answer.  1  was ;  from  1874  to  1878. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  a  record  or  memoranda  in  the  office  of  the  collector 

r  yoQf  private  guidance  as  to  the  character  or  position  of  the  men  who 

Bre  your  employes  there  ! — A.  Yes,  sir 

Q.  Have  you  that  record  ! — ^A.  I  have ;  I  have  kept  a  copy  ot'every- 

iug  connected  with  the  custom-bouse. 

(The  witness  here  exhibited  a  book  which  he  retained  and  to  which 

(Occasionally  referred  in  tlie  course  of  his  subsequent  examination.) 

Q.  Have  you  knowledge  of  the  case  of  George  J.Hinds,  who  has  been 

moved  ! — A.  I  know  him  ;  1  don't  know  of  the  case. 

Q.  What  was  his  character  as  a  clerk ! — A.  He  was  a  very  good 

leer. 

3.  How  loiig  was  he  in  employ  !— A.  He  was  there  during  my  admin- 

rution  and  some  several  years  prior  to  that,  1  think ;  I  do  not  know 

iictly  how  long. 
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Q.  It  was  testified  that  Mr.  Hartwell  was  put  in  the  place  of  Mr. 
Hinds.     Do  yoa  know  Mr.  Hartwell  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  position  did  he  occupy  in  the  custom-house  before! — A. 
During  my  administration  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  He  was  auditor  in  charge  of  the  accounts. 

Q.  What  was  the  record  of  Mr.  Hartwell  as  auditor  in  the  custom- 
bouse? — A.  Mr.  Hartwell  was  not  a  very  efficient  officer.  Mr.  Hart- 
well's  position  was  abolished,  I  think,  in  1875.  He  kept  a  record  of  all 
the  accounts  of  the  custom  house,  and  kept  the  collector's  accounts.  So 
far  as  those  accounts  were  kept,  they  were  not  kept  very  efficiently  dur- 
ing my  administration,  and  when  I  was  called  upou  to  look  after  the 
previous  collector's  accounts,  we  found  it  impossible  to  settle  them. 
They  were  in  a  very  great  muddle,  and  at  the  date  of  my  leaving  the 
eustom-house  they  had  never  been  able  to  settle  them.  My  predecessor, 
Judge  Russell,  wrote  from  where  be  then  was  (I  think  in  one  of  the 
South  American  states)  to  have  Mr.  Hartwell  employed  by  him  to  set- 
tle them,  but  they  had  been  kept  in  such  a  way  that  Mr.  Hartwell  was 
unable  to  settle  them,  and  I  guess  that  nobody  has  ever  been  able  to 
settle  them ;  but  to  my  knowledge  they  bad  not  been  settled  when  I 
left.  I  think  that  Mr.  Hartwell  stated  to  me,  the  last  time  that  i  said 
anything  to  him,  that  they  had  not  been  settled.  Mr.  Hartwell  gave 
us  considerable  trouble  in  his  accounts.  That  is  all  I  know  about  it.  1 
know  nothing  about  him  as  a  man. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  political  proclivities  of  Mr.  Hinds 
and  Mr.  Hartwell  ? — A.  Nothing,  except  that  they  are  good  Republicans, 
I  presume. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whose  special  friend  Mr.  Hartwell  is,  or  whose 
special  friend  Mr.  Hinds  is  In  the  divisions  of  the  Republican  party 
here;  are  there  any  such! — A.  Oh,  no;  I  think  we  are  all  united.  In 
a  national  sense,  I  think,  you  speak  of  it. 

Q.  Certainly ;  1  speak  of  it  also,  however,  with  reference  to  Massa- 
chusetts, as  to  any  divisions  that  there  may  be  here.  We  are  in  search 
of  light.  Is  there  any  prominent  Massachusetts  man  who  is  a  special 
friend  of  Mr.  Hinds  and  to  whom  Mr.  Hinds  is  specially  favorable! — A. 
I  do  not  know  that  unless  you  might  take  me  lor  an  apology  for  a  prom- 
inent man. 

(J.  Who  is  the  special  friend  of  Mr.  Hartwell ! — A.  By  the  pressure 
that  was  brought  to  bear  to  get  him  back,  I  should  say  Judge  Hoar. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blaib.)  Do  you  speak  of  George  F.  or  E.  Rock  wood  Hoar  ? 
— A.  Of  hoth  of  them.  Allow  me  to  qualify  that  statement  by  stating 
what  took  place  about  the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Mr.  Hart- 
well in  common  with  a  number  of  other  offices.  There  had  been  quite 
a  number  of  offices  abolished,  and,  as  every  one  who  has  been  in  a  pub- 
lic office  knows,  when  there  is  an  abolition  of  an  office  there  is  a  very 
great  pressure  to  get  the  gentleman  who  has  been  deprived  of  an  office 
back  again,  and  sometimes  without  much  regard  to  his  qualifications. 
I  expressly  stipulated  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  if  he  ex- 
pected me  to  reduce  he  should  take  the  list  as  sent  him,  that  I  could 
not  reduce  and  at  the  same  time  take  back  men  who  were  the  least 
desirable,  because  I  had  once  before  abolished  the  office  of  Mr.  Hartwell, 
and,  through  the  pressure  brought  to  bear  by  Judge  Hoar  and  through 
the  Senator,  then  in  Congress,  the  order  was  revoked.  I  thought  that 
the  order  was  useless  if  there  was  to  be  a  continued  pressure  to  keep  a 
man  there  whose  office  had  been  abolished..  Mr.  Bristow  made  the 
stipulation  with  me  and  kept  it  in  good  faith,  and  I  did  the  business. 
Mr.  Hartwell  did  LOt  get  back  during  my  adminis'.ratiou. 
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Q.  Mr.  Hartwell  baa  been  appoiDteil  since  your  connection  with  the 
custom-bouse  has  ceased! — A.  Probably  the  pressure  was  greater  than 
it  was  upon  me  at  the  time. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  was  the  record  of  Mr.  Hinds  as  a  soldier,  if 

{on  have  such  a  record  ! — A.  I  have  with  me  here  certain  custom-house 
ooks.  I  did  not  know  what  books  would  be  wanted  here,  but  I  brought 
with  me  records  of  the  lists  of  customhouse  officers,  lists  that  they  had 
when  I  was  there,  and  I  can  answer  from  those.  These  are  my  own 
records.  [Reading  from  book:]  *^ Hinds;  soldier  in  the  First  Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers;  a  private.^ 

Q.  How  long  was  he  in  the  service? — A.  I  think  three  years;  during 
the  term.  I  knew  him  very  well  personally,  because  he  succeeded  me 
88  commander  of  the  John  A.  Andrew  Order  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the 
Republic. 

Q.  Was  be  an  efficient  and  reliable  clerk  ? — ^A.  One  of  the  best  in  the 
building. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  of  the  case  of  Frederick  G.  Pope,  an  assistant 
weigher  ?  It  is  alleged  that  he  was  removed  for  causes  established  by 
Special  Agent  Bingham  and  l)ecause  he  was  inefficient? — A.  I  do  not 
know  as  to  his  inefficiency  under  the  present  administration.  During 
my  administration  he  was  certified  by  his  chief  officers  to  me  as  being 
a  very  faithful  and  efficient  officer.  That  was  at  the  time  of  my  leaving 
there  and  up  to  that  time. 

Q.  What  was  the  record  in  the  army  of  Col.  F.  G.  Pope  ? — A.  I  think 
bewas  a  lieutenant-colonel  in  the  cavalry.  [Reading:]  *' Lieutenant-colo- 
nel, Second  Massachusetts  Cavalry.'^ 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  man  who  was  put  in  his  place,  Charles  C.  Burt? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  his  business  before  being  put  in  Col,  Pope's  place? — A.  I 
do  not  know  ;  he  was  there  when  I  went  into  the  custom-house. 

Q.  He  was  in  employ? — A.  He  was  employed  as  a  clearance  clerk 
when  I  was  there. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  the  record  of  Mr.  Pope  was  a  good  one  f — A, 
The  record  of  Mr.  Pope  was  good  during  the  time  of  my  administration. 

^.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  political  tendencies  of  Mr.  Pope, 
whom  he  was  for  tor  official  place  in  Massachusetts? — A.  Do  you  mean 
as  a  Republican  in  Massachusetts  ?  If  you  took  the  language  of  the 
street  I  should  call  him  **a  red-hot  Butler  man  f  that  is,  he  was  a  Re- 
publican with  proclivities  for  General  Butler,  if  he  should  be  up  for  gov- 
ernor, I  should  SBy. 

Q.  What  were  the  proclivities  of  Mr.  Burt? — A.  Mr.  Burt  came  from 
another  State;  Mr.  Burt  was  dismissed  early  in  my  administration,  and 
I  do  not  know  much  about  him  except  that  during  his  period  of  service 
ti;ciis  some  complaint  was  made  about  the  manner  of  his  dischargin 
his  (Inties.     It  was  in  this  way  :  the  clearance  officer  does  business  wit 
the  ciiptains  of  vessels,  and  complaint  was  ma<le  that  Mr.  Burt  was  i 
the  habit  of  delaying  the  duties  until  after  three  o^clock,  and  then  doin 
thi^  business  for  the  captains  and  charging  them  so  much  a  head    That 
being  found  to  be  true,  when  the  next  removals  were  made  and  offices 
abolished,  he  was  one  of  those  who  were  included,  and  the  practice  was 
stopped. 

Q.  He  has  been  restored  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  He  is  now  in  the  custom-house,  at  least  it  was  so  testified  yester- 
day by  Mr.  Beard. — A..  I  scarcely  know  him  by  sight  The  man  who 
was  put  in  in  bis  place  was  one  of  the  very  few  men  who  were  put  in  at 
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the  special  reqaest  of  GeoenU  Botler.  I  remember  that  circamsUi^o 
there  were  three  or  four  of  them  :  he  is  there  dow,  I  beliere. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  C.  S.  Mixter  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  Heems  that  his  office  was  abolished  :  what  is  his  character  ? — A 
Mixter  wa^^  a  clerk  for  me  before  I  went  in  the  castom-hoose,  for  yeanj 
be  is  one  of  the  fine^^t  Christian  men  whom  I  know  of  in  pnblie  serrifl|| 
not  one  of  **  the  few,"  bat  one  of  the  ^ood,  Christians  in  the  senioe,    j 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Blair.)  He  was  a  Christian  soldier,  is  that  the  nnderstaiM 
ing  T — A.  ^*  A  Christian  soldier"  is  the  favorite  term  here,  I  think. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  he  a  soldier  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  served  three  years. 

Q.  In  a  Massachusetts  regiment? — A.  As  adjutant,  I  think,  in 
Twenty-second  Massachusetts  liegiment. 

Mr.  Platt.  J  do  not  think  that  Collector  Beard  said  anything  of 
disparagingly. 

The  Chairman.  No,  he  simply  said  that  he  understood  that  Mixt 
had  been  a  soldier,  but  that  the  offi-e  which  he  held  was  unneeessarjj 
[To  the  witness:]  In  the  custom-house,  when  you  wanttoget  ridof  a  mai^ 
under  yon,  is  it  customary  to  abolish  his  office  f  . 

The  \Vitness.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  I  will  -say  this  in  reganl  t»j 
Mr.  Mixter:  lie  was  one  of  the  only  few  personal  friends  that  I  hal^ 
in  the  Boston  custom  bouse :  the  office  which  he  had  was  not  ao  offiee 
which  had  been  created  for  him ;  the  duties  which  he  discharged  were 
set  up  lor  him  by  a  commission  of  s|)ecial  agents  who  came  here  froa 
Washington  and  he  was  put  in  to  discharge  them  because  they  thought 
that  that  plan  would  be  better  than  any  other.  As  my  predecessors  or 
successors  will  tell  you,  there  is  sometimes  a  difference  in  the  plans  of 
special  agents ;  the  plan  on  which  Mr.  Mixter  worked  was  no  creatioi 
of  iwi  office,  but  Mr.  Mixter  was  taken  from  one  desk  and  put  at  auotber, 
because  this  commission  of  gentlemen,  who  thought  they  knew  all  about 
these  things,  l>elieve:l  that  the  dutiescould  be  l>est  performed  in  tbat  w»?. 
I  say  tbat  in  justice  to  Mr.  Mixer. 

Q.  What  was  bis  former  position  in  connection  with  the  Bureau  of 
Statistics  in  the  department  at  VVashington  f — A.  Be  was  one  of  the 
chief  men  undiT  Mr.  Walker,  I  tbink,  and  afterwanlschief  clerk  of  the 
Bureau  of  Statistics.     I  took  him  from  there,  if  I  remember  rightly. 

Q.  The  office,  then,  was  one  of  importance,  in  your  judgment ! — A.  It 
was  wben  I  was  there.  I  do  not  know  whaC  it  was  later.  It  was  an 
arrangement  made  by  all  the  deputies  of  the  divisions  in  accordance 
with  the  special  agent's  desire. 

Q.  Mr.  Searle  was  taken  in  ;  do  you  know  anything  about  bim  f— A. 
No,  sir ;  I  know  notbiiig  about  those  who  were  taken  in. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Chadwickf — A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
think  I  remember  Mr.  Cbadwick.  He  was  a  clerk  when  1  was  there. 
He  was  an  old  man,  and  in  the  abolition  of  the  offices  he  was  pat  in  a 
place,  made  a  laborer,  and  at  General  Swift's  request,  being  an  old  man^ 
be  was  permitted  to  do  certain  clerical  work,  though  being  upon  the 
laborers'  roll — this  being  as  had  sometimes  been  done  under  all  the  pre- 
vious administrations. 

Q.  The  testimony  of  the  collector  as  to  Mr.  Cbadwick  is  as  followa 
[reading  from  stenographic  report] : 

Mr.  Cbadwick  was  a  clerk  in  the  custom- bouse,  having  care  of  triplicate  invoieei 
and  other  duties.  After  uiy  appointment  as  collector,  an4b6fore  I  qualified,  daring  tb< 
interim,  changes  were  made.  Mr.  Cbadwick  was  transferred  from  tbatclerkship  to  be 
an  assistant  storekeeper  at  $800  a  year.  The  salary  of  that  clerkship  was  |1,000 1 
year,  and  a  man  by  the  name  of  Ham,  from  New  Hampshire,  was  appointed  to  oil  t^ 
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By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  How  did  his  name  get  upon  the  registry  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  I 
was  not  a  member  of  the  selectmen  at  that  time. 

Q.  In  registering,  is  it  not  required  that  a  man  shall  write  his  name 
on  the  registry  ! — A.  It  was  not,  I  think,  prior  to  1877.  One  of  the 
seletrtmen  for  the  previous  year  informed  me  in  conversation  that  they 
had  not  insisted  upon  the  writing  of  the  names  when  making  up  their 
registration. 

Q.  Do  you  not  understand,  when  you  get  a  copy  of  the  registry,  that 
that  \^  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  persons  whose  names  are  upon  it 
can  write  their  names  and  read  the  constitution  of  the  State! — A.  It 
was  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  facts  except  as  to  the  matter  of  reading 
and  writing. 

Q.  Why  is  it  notprima  facie  evidence  of  one  fact,  if  it  is  of  another! — 
A.  For  the  reason  that  at  the  time  the  registry  was  made  out,  as  I 
have  understood  from  the  chairman  of  the  board,  it  was  not  since  then, 
a  law  has  been  passed  requiring  the  party  applying  for  registration  to 
write  his  name. 

Q.  Did  not  the  constitution  as  well  as  the  law  require  that  every 
qualified  voter  should  be  able  to  write  his  name  and  read  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  State? — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  it  had  not  been  insisted  up(m  in 
the  registering  of  voters  that  they  should  write  and  read,  and  it  was  not 
actually  made  a  test. 

Q.  Was  not  the  registry  understood  to  be  a  registry  of  qualified 
voters! — A.  I  presume  so,  but  not  as  touching  the  point  of  a  reading 
and  writing  capacity 

Q.  You  understood  the  appearance  of  the  name  of  a  person  on  the 
registry  as  evidence  that  he  was  twenty-one  years  of  age  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  it  furnish  evidence  of  that  any  more  than  of  any  other 
ot  the  qualifications  required  by  the  constitution  ! — A.  For  the  reason 
that  the  matter  of  making  out  a  registry  is  of  recent  origin. 

Q.  The  purpose  of  the  registry  is  to  register  qualified  voters,  is  it 
BOtt — A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  The  absence  of  a  votei's  name  from  the  registry  might  not  be  con- 
clusive evidence  that  he  was  not  entitled  to  vote  ! — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  But  the  appearance  of  his  name  upon  the  registry  would  be  prima 
^aci^  evidence  of  his  qualification  to  vote,  would  it  not! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
So  that  if  Gagin  had  not  been  challenged,  the  vote  would  have  been  re- 
ceived. 

Q.  Did  any  man,  in  challenging  Gagin,  state  that  he  knew  that  Gagin 
fM>ald  not  read  or  write  ! — A.  He  challenged  him  for  his  inability  to 
Tead  and  write. 

Q.  Did  the  challenger  say  he  could  swear  positively  to  that! — A.  I 
could  not  say  positively  whether  he  stated  that  he  could  or  not. 

Q.  There  was  no  evidence  before  the  selectmen  that  Gagin  could  not 
read  nor  write  f — A.  No ;  I  remember  no  evidence  of  that. 

Q.  Had  you  any  evidence  before  you  that  Gagin  could  not  read  nor 
write  other  than  the  effort  that  he  made  there! — A.  To  that  extent,  I 
Bay,  no,  sir.- 

Q.  With  the  pen  that  you  furnished  him  and  with  the  ink  that  you 
had  there,  he  wrote  or  made  marks  upon  a  piece  of  paper  ! — A.  He 
Uiade  the  attempt  to  write  his  name,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  you  could  not  form  any  letters  out  of  what  he 
had  put  there! — A.  I  say  that,  knowing  his  name,  "  William  Gagin,"  I 
could  not  decipher  any  reasonable  repiesentation  of  that  name  by  the 
characters  which  he  had  made. 

27  BOS 
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'  Q.  He  said  that  that  was  his  Dame  which  he  had  written  there  f-^A. 
f,  don't  know  that  he  said  that. 

Q.  You  told  him  to  write  his  name ! — A.  We  told  him  to  write  his 
name. 

f     Q.  And  he  was  engaged  in  that  effort,  as  you  understand  T — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  see  Horace  Greeley's  signature  f — A.  I  believe  I 
have. 

Q.  Could  you  make  anything  out  of  that  I — A.  If  I  had  seen  Horace 
Greeley  write  it,  1  should  have  discerned  curves  and  lines  suflScient, 
should  have  discerned  some  formality. 

Q.  If  you  did  not  see  him  write  it,  do  you  think  that  you  could  make 
"  Horace  Greeley"  out  of  it  f — A.  I  think  there  are  lots  of  men  who  could 
make  *'  Horace  Greeley"  out  of  it. 

Q.  I  ask  you  if  you  think  that  you  could! — A.  No  more  than  I  could 
make  out  the  '*  William  Gagin,"  but  here  I  knew  the  writer  to  be  Will- 
iam Gagin  and  attempting  to  write  William  Gagin's  name. 

Q.  You  say  that  in  the  spring  he  came  in  and  wrote  quite  legibly  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  was  quite  legible. 

•  Q.  You  do  not  know  but  that  he  wrote  his  name  at  the  time  it  was 
put  upon  the  registry  t — A.  I  do  not.    But  it  was  not  obligatory. 

Q.  Was  it  not  usual  to  do  that  f — A.  It  was  not,  according  to  the  best 
of  my  information. 

Q.  Did  not  the  persons  who  registered  more  usually  write  their  names 
than  not  write  them  ? — A.  1  don't  think  so,  for  the  reason  that  the 
course  pursued  in  our  town  had  been  this:  Little  slips  of  paper  were 
sent  to  different  parties  asking  them  to  return  them  with  their  names 
and  residences.  In  some  cases  these  were  written  by  the  parties  them- 
selves and  in  some  cases  by  others,  as  I  am  informed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  board  in  a  previous  year;  there  being  then  no  imperative  obligation 
by  law  that  the  parties  should  do  the  writing,  as  there  was  in  1878. 

Q.  But  the  constitution  made  it  the  duty  of  a  man  to  write  his  name 
in  order  to  votef — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  quite  certain  that  the  ballot  was  not  put  in  the  box  before 
this  question  was  raised  ? — A.  I  am. 

Q.  And  quite  certain  that  there  was  no  division  in  the  board  ? — A. 
There  was  no  division  in  the  board. 

Q.  You  did  not  ask  him  to  read,  but  stopped  at  this  first  qualifica- 
tion?— A.  We  did  not  ask  him  to  rea<l,  because  we  didn't  wish  to  con- 
sume the  time ;  that  was  sufficient. 

Q.  After  you  had  asked  him  to  write  his  name  and  looked  at  what  he 
had  put  on  the  paper,  you  did  not  ask  him  to  read! — A  No,  sir  ;  I 
would  say  in  that  connection,  that  the  paper  was  taken  by  the  board 
and  was  in  their  hands  while  they  were  considering  it,  and  that  mean- 
while Mr.  Gagin  retired,  went  off  to  a  remote  part  of  the  hall,  if  the 
board  had  decided  that  that  was  good  writing,  we  would  then  have  asked 
the  question  whether  he  could  read,  and  I  would  have  put  him  to  the 
test. 

Q,  You  had  a  copy  of  the  constitution  there  on  election  day  T — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  You  were  not  in  here  the  other  day  when  he  read  for  the  edifica- 
tion of  the  crowd  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  he  read  for  us  in  the  spring  following 

-  xvi^ii ;  that  is,  as  well  as  we  could  expect  of  him.    He  said  the  tel 

''^~  »i«  also.  ^ 
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pQ.  irhen  was  it  that  yoa  met  him  aud  told  him  that  he  oaght  to  read 
JN  write  ? — A.  It  was  a  few  days  after  the  election.  I  had  some  little 
Npathj  with  the  man. 

Q.  He  had  been  voting  there  before! — A.  I  have  no  positive  knowl- 
'^e  that  he  had,  because  I  have  not  examined  the  record  to  see. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

J.  Upon  which  was  the  vote  taken,  whether  the  vote  shonld  be  ad- 
tied  or  whether  it  should  be  rejected?— A.  My  own  recollection  is 
s,  that  in  regard  to  the  first  challenge  that  was  made  we  voted 
ether  the  vote  shonld  be  taken  or  rejected,  and  ray  impression  is  that 
ras  unanimous  that  it  should  be  rejected.  The  expression  of  opinion 
\  at  once  very  open  and  above-board  in  regard  to  Mr,  Gagin,  that 
t  writing  was  not  satisfactory  at  all ;  and  my  impression  is  that  there 
\  no  formal  ballot,  that  we  simply  stood  around  and  all  agreed  that 
t  was  not  within  the  qualification  required. 


riuLiAM  H.  Whitin  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

uestiou.  Where  do  you  reside? — Answer.  At  Whitinsville. 
.  What  is  your  business  ? — A.  Cotton  manufacturer. 
I.  Were  you  at  the  election  on  November,  1878? — A.  1  was. 
'.  Did  you  perform  any  duty  there  that  day  in   connection  with  the 
tion  ? — A.  I  acted  as  one  of  the  selectmen  of  the  town  of  Northbridge. 
|.  As  such,  what  did  you  do? — A.  With  one  other  member  of  the  se- 
men, I  used  the  checklist,  checking  the  names, 
j.  Do  you  remember  the  case  of  William  Gagin,  and  of  his  vote  being 
llenged  ? — A.  I  do. 

(.  By  whom  was  he  challenged? — A.  By  Mr.  Henry  Whitin. 
I,  Had  Gagin  at  that  time  deposited  his   ballot? — A.  He  had  not. 
,  Whitin  challenged  him  immediately,  as  soon  as  Gagin  started  for 
inside  of  the  rail. 
I.  Had  his  name  been  checked  ? — A.  It  had  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

i.  What  are  the  politics  of  the  board  ? — A.  I  only  know  from  hearsay. 

ere  are  three  of  them  who,  I  know,  have  been  Kepublicans ;  there  are 

)  who  have  always  had  the  reputation  of  being  Democrats. 

J.  For  whom  did"  those  two  vote  last  fall  ? — A.  I  don't  know. 

J.  You  have  heard  whom  they  voted  for? — A.  I  can't  swear  to  what 

ear. 

J.  Did  you  hear  them  say  ?— A.  I  did  not.  One  of  them  voted  a  Demo- 

^tic  ticket,  one  the  Prohibitory  ticket,  and  three  voted  the  Republican 

ket,  if  they  voted  any. 

J.  What  is  Gagin's  business? — A.  I  can  only  speak  from  representa- 

n.    From  representation,  he  is  a  liquor  seller. 

3.  Had  he  voted  there  before? — A.  I  presume  so,  but  I  do  not  know ; 

ever  heard  any  one  say  ;  it  is  a  mere  impression. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

J.  Did  you  see  the  specimen  of  his  handwriting  on  that  day  ? — A. 
8,  sir. 

},  He  was  not  asked  to  write  but  once  ? — A,  IJTo,  sir;  that  was  suffi- 
at.  It  took  him  so  long  to  write  that  that  we  thought  it  was  suffi- 
Qt  time  certainly. 
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Q.  You  were  not  satisfied  with  that  handwriting  and  then  did  not 
him  to  write  any  more  ! — A.  Of  course  not.  He  took  his  pen  and  lab( 
very  violently  to  write  something  which  might  be  made  "William 
gin."  And  when  we  asked  him  to  write  his  residence,  he  made  ser 
attempts  to  commence  it,  tried  to  make  the  first  letters  two  or  tl 
times,  then  gave  it  up  aud  laid  his  pen  down. 

Q.  The  constitution  did  not  require  him  to  writ€  his  residence,  I 
lieve? — A.  No,  sir;  but  it  requires  him  to  write. 

Q.  To  write  his  name  ! — A.  The  impression  I  had  was  that  it  reqa 
him  to  write.  It  may  be  but  the  name.  We  have  always  required  t 
to  write  their  names. 

Q.  That  first  specimen  was  not  satisfactory,  but  you  did  not  ask 
to  write  again  ! — A.  All  the  time  that  he  was  writing,  Mr.  Laselle 
to  him,  "  Oh,  Williaoi,  you  can  write  it,"  and  spoke  to  him  in  a 
couraging  way,  to  try  to  get  him  to  write  it. 

Q.  His  name  was  on  the  registry  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  not  th'dt  prima  facie  evidence  that  he  can  write  ? — A.  Not  t 
acquainted  with  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Q.  I  ask  you  is  not  th^t  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  man  ^ 
name  appears  there  can  write  ? — A.  Yes ;  I  should  say  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  facts  of  the  case  before  tb 
A.  I  knew  by  representation,  or  that  it  was  said  that  William  ( 
was  one  of  the  citizens  who  could  not  write.    That  is  what  I  snpi 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  the  election  that  that  was  said  ? — A- 
not  heard  it  said  within  six  months  of  the  election. 

Q.  You  had  heard  it  said  six  months  before  t  he  election  f — A.  ^ 
had  heard  that  remark  made. 

Q.  How  was  it  that  the  remark  came  to  be  made  ! — A.  I  don't 

Q.  It  was  known  that  his  name  was  on  the  registry  of  voters! — A 
sir. 

Q.  That  was  known  six  months  before! — A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  No  investigation  or  action  was  begun  to  have  it  stricken  off 
No,  nor  as  to  any  other  name  that  was  on  the  registry. 

Q.  I  am  not  inquiring  as  to  any  other  name  now  but  as  to  thi 
You  say  that  six  months  before  the  election  you  heard  it  spoken  o 
he  could  not  write  and  you  knew  that  his  name  was  on  the  registr 
action  before  the  day  of  the  election  was  taken  to  have  him  cited 
pear  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the  fact  whether  he  had  the 
^cations  or  not,  was  there  T — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  And  the  registry  came  to  the  election  board  without  any  evi 
upon  it  that  he  was  disq  ualified  as  a  voter  ! — A.  H}s  name  was  rec 
exactly  the  same  as  the  others. 

Q.  Then  the  challenge  was  made  there,  and  the  evidence  tha 
taken  by  the  board  was  just  such  as  you  have  given  here  and  no  ( 
— A.  It  was,  so  far  as  I  remember. 

Q.  He  is  a  property -owner  there,  is  he  not ! — A.  I  anderstao^ 
to  be. 

Q.  He  had  been  voting  for  some  time! — A.  Idon'tknow;  Ipresai 


Egbert  M.  Thompson  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ! — Answer.  In  Boston,  ward  9. 
Q.  W^ere  you  present  at  the  election  in  November,  1878  !— A.  I 
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1^  Q.  Iq  what  capacity  ? — A.  I  was  present  in  one  of  the  voting  precincts 

Ip a  representative  of  the  ward  and  city  committee. 

l^  Q.  Of  which  party  ? — A.  Of  the  Eepablican  party. 
Q.  State  what,  if  anything,  yoa  observed  in  the  nature  of  iutimida- 
n,  threat,  or  coercion  that  day  on  the  part  of  Republicans. — A,  I  saw 

fcJtbins:. 
Q.  Did  you  see  anything  on  the  part  of  Democrats  f — A.  Nothing 

(it^ome  rude,  boisterous  fellows  pushing  about  and  making  a  disturb- 

)oe,  which  was  a  momentary  matter  and  was  easily  quelled. 

Q.  Nothing  uncommon  ? — A.  Nothing  more  than  the  excitement  of 

e  day. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  of  a  negro  voting  on  that  day  ! — A.  They  were 

arly  all  negroes  who  vot^d  there. 

J.  Do  you  know  John  A.  Fynes  ? — A.  I  do. 

J.  What  was  he  on  that  occasion  ! — A.  He  was  United  States  super- 

or,  representing  the  Democratic  party. 

J.  Have  you  seen  an  affidavit  made  by  him  f — A.  I  have.    I  know 

affidavit. 

I.  (Affidavit  of  Fynes  shown.)  Do  yoii  recognize  that  as  the  affidavit 

rhich  your  attention  was  previously  called  f — A,  I  do. 

\,  Mr.  Fynes  says  that  while  so  engaged,  that  is,  in  the  discharge  of 

duties  as  supervisor  [reading  from  affidavit] — 

ihiDd  the  rails  in  said  precinct  one  Greene,  a  colored  citizen  resident  in  said  pre- 
i  oi  said  ward,  came  np  to  deposit  bis  ballot;  tbat  bis  name  was  called  ont,  and 
deponent  checked  off  his  name  npon  the  voting-list,  and  said  Greene  deposited  a 
ot  known  as  a  Butler  ballot  inside  the  box.  Tbat  One  R.  M.  Thompson,  of  Boston, 
sident  of  said  ward,  wbo  bad  been  standing  at  and  outside  of  the  rail,  with  a  book 
wn  as  a  precinct-book,  which  contained  the  names  of  the  legal  voters  of  the  pre- 
t,  checking  off  said  voters  as  they  came  up  and  voted,  saw  said  Greene  deposit  a 
Ler  ballot,  and  as  he  passed  out  between  the  rails  approaohedliim,  and  pointing  his 
er  at  him  said,  **  You  need  not  work  for  me  any  more."  Said  deponent  stepped  to 
1  Thompson  and  said,  "How's  tbat,  Thompson;  isn't  that  intimidation r'  To 
eh  said  Thompson  replied,  "  I  said  nothing  to  him  until  after  he  had  voted.''  To 
ich  said  deponent  replied,  **It  is  just  the  same  as  any  intimidation  ;  yon  have  no 
It  to  stand  here  and  do  any  such  thing."    And  further  this  deponent  says  none. 

JOHN  A.  FYNES. 

).  is  that  Statement  true  or  false  ? — A.  It  is  false,  at  least  in  the 
me. 

$.  Yon  may  go  on  and  state  wherein  it  is  false,  and  give  a  correct 
x)ant  of  any  transaction  that  did  occur  which  led  to  a  conversation 
tween  you  and  Mr.  Fynes  that  day,  and  what  the  conversation  was. 
ve  your  own  account  of  it  fully. — A,  In  the  first  place  I  state  this 
id  I  make  the  statement  to  show  the  degree  of  accuracy  with  which 
e  affidavit  was  drawn) :  The  man's  name  was  not  Greene.  He  did 
t  vote  the  Butler  ticket^  and  he  was  not  discharged.  The  facts  are 
at  a  man  named  Woods  was  employed  by  the  Warden  city  committee 
(lintribute  ballots. 

Q.  Was  he  a  colored  man  I — A.  He  was  a  colored  man.  I  discovered 
my  capacity  as  a  representative  there  that  a  number  of  ballots  were 
sing  distributed  with  what  we  call  "Morse  pasters.'^  There  was  a  con- 
st for  Congressman  at  that  election  between  Mr.  Morse  and  Mr.  Brira- 
er,  when  we  discovered  that  Republican  ballots  with  the  other  candi- 
ite's  name  upon  them  were  being  distributed.  I  made  a  search  for 
ch  ballots.  The  ballots  of  either  side  were  so  clearly  marked  that 
ere  was  no  mistaking  those  of  the  one  party  from  the  other.  When 
is  man  came  up  to  vote  he  voted  a  Republican  ticket ;  but  something 
on  his  ballot  attracted  the  attention  of  the  ward  and  city  committee- 
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inan,  who  spoke  to  him,  and  then  reported  to  me  that  this  man  had  one 
of  the  Morse- Republican  ballots.  This  all  took  place  in  an  instant.  I 
spoke  to  the  man ;  took  his  ballots  from  him,  and  examined  his  ballots. 
He  said  to  me  frankly  that  he  had  voted  a  Morse  ballot.  I  examined 
his  work,  but  did  not  find  that  any  of  the  ballots  had  been  pasted.  I 
"watched  him  closely,  but  did  not  discharge  him.  Mr.  Fynes,  who  was 
behind  the  rails,  some  distance  from  me,  made  some  remark  to  me  in  an 
overbearing  tone  about  the  matter,  and  I  replied  to  him  in  a  somewhat 
chaffering  way,  what  it  was  I  do  not  remember.  I  have  never  seen  this 
man  of  whom  I  have  spoken  from  that  day. 

Q.  Was  this  man  employed  by  you  in  bis  ordinary  labor? — A.  I  never 
saw  him  before  that  day,  and  have  not  seen  him  since. 

Q.  The  relation  of  employer  and  employed  never  existed  between 
you? — A.  That  relation  never  existed  between  us.  The  only  connec- 
tion that  there  was  between  us  was  this,  that  he  was  employed  by  the 
ward  and  city  committee  to  distribute  ballots,  and  was  paid  for  that 
day's  work.  My  report  against  him,  if  I  had  reported  that  I  had  found 
him  to  be  guilty  of  a  breach  of  duty,  would  have  been  sufficient  to  pre- 
vent him  from  receiving  any  pay  for  that  day's  labor.  I  did  not  make 
any  report  against  him,  and  he  did  receive  his  pay  for  that  day's  labor. 
I  did  not  care  to  look  into  the  question  of  how  he  voted.  This  man 
Greene,  referred  to  in  the  affidavit,  was  another  man  who  was  engaged 
in  distributing  the  ballots.  I  did  not  see  Greene  vote ;  did  not  know 
how  he  voted  ;  nor  did  I  care. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  work  for  you  ? — A.  He  was  a  waiter  at  a  hotel  at 
which  I  boarded ;  but  that  was  two  or  three  years  before  this  election. 

Q.  Was  there  any  conversation  between  you  and  that  man  during  the 
day! — A.  Not  the  slightest, 

Q.  Was  there  any  conversation  between  you  and  Mr.  Fynes  in  regard 
to  that  man's  voting,  or  any  on  that  subject,  except  as  to  this  roan 
Wood! — A.  As  to  no  man  except  this  man  Wood.     I  do  not  recollect> 
the  exact  language  that  he  makes  use  of  in  the  affidavit  there. 

Q.  (Referring  again  to  the  affidavit.)  He  states  this,  that  you   ap- 
proached the  man  after  he  deposited  the  Butler  ballot,  and  as  he  passed 
out  between  the  rails  pointed  your  finger  at  him  and  said,  "  You  need 
not  work  for  me  any  more";  that  he  (Fynes)  stepped  up  to  you  and  said^ 
"How  is  that,  Thompson;  isn't  that  intimidation?"    To  that  he  says 
you  replied,  *'I  said  nothing  to  him  until  after  he  had  voted."     Fynes- 
then  said,  **It  is  just  the  same  as  any  intimidation;  you  have  no  rights 
to  stand  here  and  do  any  such  thing."    That  is  the  way  in  which  he  states;- 
the  conversation  between  you. — A.  With  the  exception  of  the  referencoi 
to  the  word  intimidation,  which  I  do  not  recollect  being  made  use  ofJ 
that  is  in  substance  what  took  place.    1  stepped  up  to  this  man  ana 
took  from  him  his  ballots.    We  had  three  or  four  men  distributing.    Wif 
had  given  to  each  one  a  small  number  of  Republican  ballots,  and,  froif 
time  to  time,  as  those  were  exhausted,  we  gave  them  more  to  take  al>oii 
the  room  to  give  to  people  as  they  came  in.     I  took  the  ballots  from  hij 
and  made  some  expression  equivalent  to  "Ton  needn't  work  here  anf 
more."    I  did  not  t^ay  •*  You  need  not  work  for  me."  ^ 

Q.  You  took  the  ballots  from  him,  found  that  they  were  all  right,  i 
turned  them  to  him  and  told  him  to  go  ahead? — A.  I  found  that  thf 
were  all  right,  returned  them,  and  told  him  to  go  ahead.  ' 

Q.  And  he  worked  during  the  rest  of  the  day  and  got  his  pay!—* 
He  worked  during  the  rest  of  the  day  and  got  his  pay.  ^ 

Q.  Have  you  anything  further  to  state  in  regard  to  it? — A.  I  h| 
come  from  a  distance.  ' 

f 
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Q,  Did  you  come  purposely  to  meet  this  testimony! — A.  I  came  pur- 
Ij  to  meet  this  testimony. 
I(i  From  where! — A.  From  Upper  Canada. 

Q.  Yon  came  for  this  purpose! — A.  For  this  purpose  alone.  T  will 
Wd  that  I  saw  in  the  newspaper  report  some  reference  to  challenging 
^fortbeir  not  being  able  to  read  and  write,  and  that,  in  one  instance, 
pon  the  man  writing  his  name  the  challenge  was  withdrawn.  I  will 
ite  jast  how  the  work  that  day  was  carried  on  there.  There  had  been 
^en  to  us  what  purported  to  be  a  list  of  men  who  were  not  proper 
tsons  to  vote,  who  were  disqualified  either  because  they  could  not 
Id  or  write,  by  change  of  residence,  or  for  other  reasons.  Every  man 
iose  name  was  upon  that  list  was  warned,  when  he  came  to  the  polls. 
OD  the  question  being  raised,  we  stated  to  him  that  if  the  report  as 
tiim  was  a  mistake  he  knew  the  facts  and  we  did  not ;  that  this  list 
I  been  sent  to  us,  and  that  if  he  was  acting  wrongfully  he  would  get 

>  trouble.  We  told  him,  "You  know  the  facts,  and  if  3'ou  are  all 
It  don't  hesitate  to  vote.^  There  were  two  or  three  cases  there 
►ugh  only  one  has  been  mentioned  here)  where  those  men  who  were 
5ked  when  they  came  forward  convinced  us  that  the  report  against 
n  was  wrong,  and  as  to  whom,  in  order  to  avoid  doing  any  wrong,  I 
L  the  responsibility  and  withdrew  the  challenge.  I  have  no  doubt 
»  the  man  whose  case  has  been  referred  to  here  was  one  of  those. 

only  case  in  which  there  was  no  right  to  vote  was  one  in  which  the 
I  could  not  read  or  write.    I  knew  that  he  could  not  read  nor  write^ 

the  man  was  warned  but  persiste<l  in  voting  and  was  arrested. 
!.  At  whoseiustance  was  that! — A.  Probably  mine.    The  marshal, 

>  was  standing  there,  ha<l  a  list  equivalent  to  mine,  and  I  warned 
.  man  not  to  put  his  vote  in,  but  he  did  put  it  in,  and  was  arrested. 


"RANKLiN  Haven,  Jr.,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  Boston. 
l  Did  you  formerly  hold  any  office  in  the  city  of  Boston? — A.  That 
United  States  assistant  treasurer. 

).  For  how  many  years  ? — A.  From  June,  1868,  to  March,  1879. 
],  In  1878  had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  construction  of  the  post- 
ee  building? — A.  I  was  disbursing  agent. 

t  Do  yoa  know  one  Burckmyer  ? — A.  Yes;  I  think  he  was  one  of  the 
ployds  on  tlie  building. 

I,  Please  to  read  the  affidavit  of  James  H.  Daily,  which  I  now  hand 
I.  [Affidavit  shown.]  In  that  affidavit  Mr.  Daily  states  that  Burck- 
er  told  him,  in  the  presence  of  Elijah  Mclntyre,  that  he  was  dis- 
rged  on  the  22d  of  October.  Do  you  know  when  he  was  discharged, 
I  why  f — A.  Elijah  Mclntyre  was  discharged.  As  I  understand  it 
J  man  Daily  does  not  state  that  the  statement  was  made  in  the  pres- 
e  of  Burckmyer.  Burckmyer,  1  understand,  denies  any  such  state- 
it.  Barckmyer  was  not  discharged.  Mclntyre  was  discharged  in 
y,  1878. 

!.  By  whom! — A.  I  caused  him  to  be  discharged. 
|.  For  what  reason! — A.  Because  I  was  dissatisfied  with  the  way  in 
ch  he  performed  his  duties;  for  inefficiency;   for  the  good  of  the 
•lie  service. 
j.  Do  yoa  know  his  politics! — A.  No. 
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Q.  As  you  understand  it,  Burckmyer  was  not  discharged  at  all? 
The  Chaibman.  The  affidavit  does  not  so  state. 
The  Witness.  No;  it  says  that  he  had  been  threatened  with 
charge.    It  is  not  true. 


Edmund  Eeabdon  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? — Answer.  I  am  a  soap  and  c 
manufacturer. 

Q.  Employed  by  whom  I — A.  I  am  in  business  for  myself. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Thomas  Rowland  ! — A.  I  did  know  him.  He  i 
dead. 

Q.  W^hen  did  he  die? — A.  Within  ten  days. 

Q.  Did  Thomas  Howland  have  any  work  to  do  for  you  last  Oct 
— A.  Last  October  I  employed  him  for  a  couple  of  months  in  su 
tending  the  building  of  the  manufactory  for  us. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  he  finish  his  job  f — A.  Somewhere  from  th< 
to  the  middle  of  November. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether,  prior  to  that  time  and  about  election 
he  was  discharging  hands  because  the  work  was  being  nearly 
pleted  ! — A.  He  was  for  at  least  two  or  three  weeks  prior  to  tin 
ending  of  the  job.     As  the  walls  were  closed  in  he  discharged  the  i 

Q.  Yon  do  not  know  anything  about  the  discharge  of  Martin  C 
Qor  ? — A.  I  don't  know  that  we  have  had  such  a  man  in  our  emplo; 

Q.  You  do  know  that  at  about  election  time  Howland  was  fiui 
his  job  and  was  discharging  several  hands  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 


HoBATio  K.  Slater,  Jr.,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Question.  Are  you  the  Mr.  Slater  of  the  Slater  manufactnrin 
cern,  or  Slater  Woolen  Mills  ? — Answer.  I  am  treasurer  of  the  s< 
concerns. 

Q.  You  are  the  son  of  the  president  ? — A.  Yes,  ^ir. 

Q.  Where  is  your  father  at  the  present  time? — A.  Somewh< 
Great  Britain,  I  think  ;  probably  in  London  at  this  time. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  connected  with  the  business  of 
mills  f — A.  About  twenty  years. 

Q.  W^hat  would  you  say  as  to  there  ever  having  been  any  inti 
tion  whatever,  and  more  particularly  within  the  last  three  years,  h 
of  your  subordinates  upon  the  employes  of  the  corporation  in  po 
matters,  or,  in  fact,  in  any  other  matters! — A.  I  have  never  knc 
any  cases  of  the  kind  ;  have  never  suspected  any. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  heard,  until  this  investigation,  of  reports  of  tha 
current  among  the  people  there  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  election  last  autumn  ? — A.  I  was  n 
reside  in  lihode  Island. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  a  political  meeti 
Mauchaug  was  addressed  by  General  Butler  f — A.  1  remember  that 
was  such  a  meeting.  I  remember  seeing  General  Butler  on  the 
going  to  W^ebster. 
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Q.  State  whether  or  not  on  that  oocasion  you  stopped  the  works  in 
tfl  f— A.  I  was  not  there  ou  the  afteruoon  of  the  address.  I  was  there 
rogthe  day,  bat  returned  to  Providence  ou  the  afteruoon  train.  This 
dress  was  in  the  afternoon. 
Q.  State  whether  the  mills  ran  ou  that  day  or  practically  were 
topped. — A.  They  practically  were  stopped  in  order  to  give  the  people 
Q  opportunity  to  go  and  hear  the  general  speak.  There  was  no  direc- 
on.  but  the  mills  were  practically  stopped  and  those  who  wished  to  go 
Id  attend  tbe  meeting  were  free  to  go. 

Q.  Would  the  mills  have  been  stopped  if  this  meeting  had  not  been 
*ld  ! — A.  No,  sir;  not  in  Massachusetts,  where  they  run  ten  hours  at 
St.     We  have  to  make  every  hour  that  we  can,  like  other  people. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  ? — A.  I  reside  in  Rhode  Island  ;  I  am  not  at 

e  mills. 

Q.  Was  this  meeting  held  ou  a  Saturday  f — A.  I  am  quite  sure  that 

was  not  on  a  Saturday,  for  the  reason  that  our  mills  stop  at  four  o'clock 

I  Saturday;  that  is  my  recollection. 

^.  All  you  know  is  that  the  corporation  gave  no  orders  for  the  control 

voters  • — A.  None  of  any  description  nor'iu  auy  way. 


William  Badger  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  Lynn. 
Q.  What  is  your  business! — A.  I  am  now  janitor  of  the  post-office. 
Q.  Were  you  such  in  October  last! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Have  you  seen  tbe  affidavit  of  James  H.  Daily  with  reference  to 
rhat  5:on  are  alleged  to  bave  said  to  a  man  named  Burckmyer! — A.  I 
lave. 

Q.  The  affidavit  states  that  "  Isaac  Birkenmeyer,  who  is  employed  as 
i  porter  in  the  United  States  post-office  building,  told  me  that  Mr.  Bad- 
S<er,  the  janitor  of  said  buildiug,  under  whose  control  said  Birkenmeyer 
s,  told  him  (Birkenme.ver)  that  if  he  voted  for  General  Butler  at  the 
soming  election  he  wOuld  be  discharged."  Did  you  tell  Burckmyer  any 
mch  thing!— A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Anything  like  it! — A.  Never. 
Q.  Is  Burckmyer  here! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  discharged  ! — A.  Never.     He  is  iu  the  employ  now. 
Q.  Do  you  remember  having  had  any  conversation  with  him  on  the 
Mbject  of  how  he  was  going  to  vote  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  employment  or  discharge  of 
the  men !— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  any  of  the  men  about  what  would  happen  to 
them  if  ihey  voted  for  General  Butler  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Mclntyre  a  workman  on  the  post-office  building  on  the  23d 
day  of  October,  1878  !— A.  :No,  sir. 
Q.  Had  he  ever  been  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Ill  what  capacity  ! — A.  As  a  porter. 

Q.  When  was  be  discharged! — A.  He  was  discharged,!  think,  about 
^ije25ihof  July,  1878. 

kQ'  For  what! — A.  He  was  discharged  by  orders  from  Washington, 
^liroQgb  the  castodian.    I  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  discharging. 


426  iNxmroATiON  axd  fraud  in  Massachusetts. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  what  he  was  discharged  for  ! — A.  I  believe  they  call 
it  inefficiency  in  his  business. 

Q.  Had  he  been  re  employed  there  on  the  22d  of  October! — A.  No, 
sir ;  he  has  never  been  there  since  to  my  knowledge. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  Burckmyer  did  tell  Daily  this  or  not ! — 
A.  I  can't  say  that.    I  know  that  I  never  told  him  so. 

Q.  Nobody,  then,  was  discharged  for  voting  for  Bntler? — A.  Not  that 
I  ever  knew  of. 

Q.  You  often  heard  talk  in  the  corridors  and  about  the  the  post-office 
about  General  Butler  during  last  fall  ? — A.  Of  course.  There  was  some 
talk  about  my  discharging  this  Mclntyre  at  the  time,  but  notbing  was 
ever  said  about  politics.  I  never  exchanged  a  word  on  that  subject  with 
anj'  men  under  me. 

Q.  All  tbe  men  who  worked  at  the  post-office  were  not  for  Butler  I — 
A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  any  of  them  vote  for  Butler  ? — A.  I  never  heard  whether  they 
did  or  not ;  never  asked  them. 

Q.  You  voted  lor  Talbot?— A.  I  did. 

Q.  It  was  generally  understood  there  on  the  post-office  building  that 
all  the  employes  were  free  to  vote  for  whom  they  pleased  f — A.  So  far 
as  I  know,  they  were. 

Q.  No  orders  to  the  reverse  of  that  were  ever  given  out! — A.  Not  to 
my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  never  told  anybody  that  they  would  be  discharged  if  they^ 
voted  for  Butler  ? — A.  Never. 


Isaac  Burckmyer  (colored)  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Question.  Where  were  you  employed  last  October  ! — Answer.  In  th^ 
post-office  building. 

Q.  What  were  your  duties  there? — A.  A  porter,  sweepings,  and  sc^ 
on. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  James  H.  Daily  that  Mr.  Badger,  the  janitor  o^ 
tbe  building,  had  told  you  that  if  you  voted  for  General  Butler  at  th^ 
coming  election  you  would  be  discharged  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Badger  ever  tell  you  any  such  thing? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  never  told  Mr.  Daily  any  such  thing? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  him  you  were  afraid  to  subscribe  to  that  state  — 
ment  by  reason  of  Badger's  threats? — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  told  him  any^ 
such  thing  or  anything  like  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  any  office  at  any  time  with  Mr.  Dally  about  tbi^^ 
matter? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  threatened  to  punish  me  if  I  didn't  sign  it^ 
and  have  me  discharged,  and  he  would  pay  me  if  1  went  there. 

Q.  You  did  go  ? — A.  I  went  there  to  report  to  him.  They  threatened 
my  discharge  if  I  didn't  sign  it. 

Q.  What  paper  was  it  ? — A.  I  suppose  it  was  this  affidavit. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  paper  in  reference  to  General  Butler? — A.  A  pape^ 
in  reference  to  having  been  discharged. 

(J.  Tell  the  committee  what  it  was  about. — A.  I  can't  relate  the  cir- 
cumstance. 
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Q.  Why  !— A.  I  don't  recollect  it. 

Q.  What  did  it  begin  aboat? — A.  It  commenced  about  getting  Mcln- 
tyre  a  sitaation.  This  election  affair  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  first 
conversation  at  all. 

Q.  What  were  they  going  to  pnnish  you  for  f — A.  Why,  if  I  didn't 
sign  this  paper  to  say  that  Mr.  Badger  threatened  ray  discharge. 

Q.  Who  was  going  to  punish  you  f — A.  I  don't  know.  They  said  they 
would  have  me  discharged  from  the  post-oflQce  building.  I  suppose  it 
was  this  Daily  crowd. 

Q.  They  bulldozed  you  ! — A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  Tbey  took  you  down  there  and  threatened  they  would  have  you 
discharged  if  you  did  not  sign  the  affidavit  !-7A.  Then  the  next  day  he 
came  up  to  my  house  and  said  he  would  pay  me  for  my  time.  I  asked 
him  about  it  afterwards  and  he  said  nobody  knew  anything  more  about 
it. 

Q.  You  did  go  ? — A.  The  first  day  I  went. 

Q.  Because  he  threatened  to  have  you  discharged  f — A.  No ;  I  went 
with  him  to  report  that  he  threatened  to  have  me  discharged. 

Q.  To  report  where? — A.  To  report  at  the  same  office  that  he  wanted 
to  have  me  sign  at. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  report  it  ? — A.  I  didn't,  I  had  no  opportunity  to 
do  so. 

Q.  Did  you  report  it  to  Mr.  Badger  ! — A.  I  said  no  more  about  it. 
He  asked  me  to  say  no  more  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  think  that  Daily  could  have  you  discharged  from  the  post- 
office  ? — A.  I  thought  he  might  say  something  about  it. 

Q.  You  thought  that  Daily  would  have  influence  with  the  men  who 
employed  you! — A.  No;  I  didn't  think  that. 

Q.  Still  you  went! — A.  I  thought  that  I  would  go  to  have  it  known 
that  he  had  threatened  me. 

Q.  And  he  went  with  you  because  he  wanted  you  to  inform  him,  but 
you  didn't  report  it  to  the  post-office  ! — A.  No,  «ir. 
■    Q.  Why  didn't  you  tell  on  him  then! — A.  I  thought  I  would  tell  on 
him  at  the  office. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  on  him  there! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  he  came  after  you  the  next  day! — A.  And  I  didn't  go. 

Q.  Yon  didn't  say  anything  to  him  at  the  house! — A.  The  next  day 
I  went. 

Q.  You  did  go!  What  did  you  tell  him  then! — A.  I  told  him  he 
was  not  discharged  for  voting  for  Butler  or  anything  of  the  sort;  that  he 
was  discharged  on  another  occasion. 

Q.  You  didn't  tell  Daily,  then,  that  Badger  had  threatened  that  if 
Burckmyer  voted  for  Butler  that  he  (Burckmyer)  would  be  discharged f 
— A.  No,  sir ;  he  said  that. 

Q.  Mr.  Badger  never  did  tell  you  that  you  w^ould  be  discharged  ! — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  vote  for  Butler! — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  never  tell  anybody  that  you  were  going  to  vote  for  But- 
ler!— A.  Nobody. 

Q.  You  did  not  tell  anybody  that  you  were  afraid  to  sign  a  statement 
that  Badger  had  threatened  to  discharge  you  if  you  voted  for  Butler! — 
A.  No,  sir;  I  never  told  anybody  yet. 

Q.  Who  recommended  you  when  you  got  in  the  post-office  ! — A.  I  got 
in  without  a  recommendation. 

Q.  Who  appointed  you  ! — A.  I  had  no  appointment. 

Q.  Who  employed  yon  ! — A.  Mr.  Shaw. 
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Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Shaw  ? — A.  The  castodian  of  the  building. 

Q.  Is  he  the  man  who  hires  and  discharges  people  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  went  to  this  office ;  do  you  know  where  it  was!- 
In  Pemberton  Square. 

Q.  Who  was  with  you  ! — A.  A  stranger  and  Mclntyre. 

Q.  And  this  man  Daily! — A.  There  were  only  two  persons. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Daily  ! — A.  I  suppose  it  was  the  same  i)er8oaj 
don't  know  him. 

Q.  It  was  the  same  man  who  came  back  the  next  day  and  offered 
money  if  you  would  keep  quiet  about  it! — A.  He  offered  me  money 
would  go  to  sign  the  affidavit 

Q.  How  much  money  did  be  offer  you! — A.  He  didn't  offer  me 
particular  amount. 

Q.  In  what  part  of  the  city  do  you  live! — A.  No.  4  Stanhope  Pli 
off  Philip  street. 


Charles  W.  Gurry  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  In  Medford.    I  am  m 
stopping  at  Wenham. 

Q.  What  is  your  father's  name  ! — A.  Daniel  Curry.  He  resides  ut] 
Chelsea. 

Q.  What  is  his  business  ! — A.  The  oil  business. 

Q.  What  is  the  present  state  of  his  health  ! — A.  He  is  confined  to  tl 
house,  and  the  doctors  say  he  is  going  to  have  softening  of  the.braia| 
that  it  is  coming  on. 

Q.  He  is  not  able  to  be  present  to-day  ! — A.  He  is  not. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  been  in  that  condition,  or  how  long  since  he  at- 
tended  to  business  ! — A.  He  has  not  attended  to  business  for  six  moDtbi 
or  somewhere  thereabouts. 

Q.  Are  you  now  in  charge  of  his  business! — A.  Yes,  sir;  myself  and' 
partner. 

Q.  For  how  long  have  you  had  charge  of  it  substantially  ! — A.  For  a 
year  I  have  done  the  greater  part  of  the  business  that  my  father  did 
when  he  was  well.  He  ran  the  factory,  and  I  have  looked  after  thai 
since  he  was  confined  to  the  house. 

Q.  Has  a  negro  been  in  your  employ  for  the  last  twelve  or  fifteen 
years! — A.  I  cannot  state  the  number  of  years,  but  one  has  been  in 
their  employ. 

Q.  What  is  his  name  ! — A.  Robert  Gray. 

Q.  Is  he  the  same  who  has  testified  here,  as  far  as  you  know  ?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  he  is  now  in  your  father's  employ. — A.  I  am  a 
member  of  and  interested  in  the  concern.  He  is  not  at  work  for  me;  I 
discharged  the  man  last  Saturday  night. 

Q.  State  the  reason  why  he  was  discharged. — A.  On  Saturday  morn 
ing  I  got  to  my  factory  and  had  to  go  to  another  place  at  half  past 
eight.  He  bad  gone  to  another  place  with  a  load  of  goods,  and  I  thoaght 
that  he  was  gone  longer  than  he  ought  to  have  been.  He  was  saocy 
then,  and  I  said  nothing,  but  made  up  my  mind  that  I  would  discbarge 
him  on  Saturday  night. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  that  was  saucy  ! — A.  What  he  said  to  me  was 
that  if  I  wasn't  satisfied  with  him  I  had  better  get  somebody  else  to 
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drive  m.v  damned  old  plugs.  Upon  that  I  made  up  my  mind  to  dis- 
cbarge bim.  In  Salem,  on  IVfonday,  I  learned  from  another  source  that 
he  was  driving  my  team.  I  came  to  Boston,  and  on  Tuesday  morning 
sent  word  to  the  store  not  to  let  that  boy  take  the  team  out.  My  boy 
went  in — Gray  was  there — and  informed  him  he  could  not  take  the  team 
out.  Gray  said  be  would.  He  went  iu  a  bouse  near  by  and  said  be 
would  make  it  hot  for  us;  that  he  was  going  somewhere  to  testify. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  are  not  giving  this  as  something  that  he  said  to  you  ! — A.  I 
have  not  seen  the  man. 

Q.  You  are  stating  what  somebody  has  told  you  about  it  I — A.  I  am 
statiug  the  information  that  I  received  from  somewhere  else. 

Mr.  Blair.  The  witness  is  stating  the  reason  why  he  discharged  the 
man. 

Mr.  McDonald.  No,  he  is  merely  giving  what  somebody  has  told 
him. 

The  Witness.  It  is  only  hearsay  with  me. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Have  you  seen  him  since! — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Not  since  jour  conversation  with  him! — A.  I  left  word  with  my 
foreman  to  discharge  bim  on  Saturday  night. 

Q.  That  resolution  was  formed  last  Saturday  ? — A.  It  was. 

Q.  You  say  you  bad  bad  diflBculty  with  him  before  ?— A.  I  had. 

Q.  What  have  been  your  objections  to  him  f — A.  I  think  he  is  a  lazy 
man  ;  that  he  loafs,  and  that  he  don't  always  tell  the  truth.  Of  course 
I  have  other  business  to  attend  to,  and  I  can't  follow  him  around  to  see 
whether  be  tells  the  truth  or  not,  but  be  is  not  a  capable  man  to  attend 
to  my  business. 

Q.  For  how  long  a  time  have  you  been  dissatisfied  with  him? — A. 

Either  t^o  or  three  years  ago  he  was  discharged,  and  my  father  took 

pity  on  him  and  said  he  could  go  back  to  work  again.    I  said  be  could 

•not,  but  be  came  to  me  and  asked  my  forgiveness  for  something  that 

bad  happened. 

Q.  But  he  went  to  work,  and  has  been  working  more  or  less  since 
then  ? — A.  I  discharged  bim  on  Saturday  night,  and  told  bim  he  might 
look  for  another  job  on  Saturday  week,  but  he  got  doing  a  little  better, 
and  I  kept  him. 

Q.  Had  his  political  action  anything  whatever  to  do  with  his  dis- 
charge ? — A.  Nothing,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  were  his  politics  formerly  t — A.  I  guess  he 
would  vote  most  any  way,  for  the  party  that  would  pay  bis  taxes. 

Q.  For  whom  did  you  vote  last  year  f — A.  I  voted  for  Butler. 

Q.  Yon  are  a  Butler  man  ? — A.  I  was  last  year. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  this  investigation  or  of  his  testify- 
ing here  at  the  time  that  he  was  discharged,  or  the  time  at  which  you 
resolved  to  discharge  him  last  Saturday  ?~-A.  I  knew  nothing  of  it  until 
I  saw,  yesterday  morning,  in  Chelsea,  about  some  men  there  in  Chelsea 
engage<l  in  different  business  being  here,  and  bringing  his  name  up  in 
connection  with  the  matter.  I  knew  nothing  of  his  testimony  until  I 
read  it  in  yesterday  morning's  paper. 

Q.  Then  neither  his  voting  nor  this^investigation  bad  anything  to  do 
with  the  discharge  of  that  man  from  employmeptf — A.  No,  sir;  not 
that  I  know  of.  I  have  six  or  seven  men  who  vote.  I  asked  those  men 
if  my  father  had  ever  said  anything  to  them  in  regard  to  their  voting. 
They  said  no.    It  is  very  funny  if  he  would  go  to  one  man  and  say  any- 
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tbiDg  and  not  say  anythiDg  to  any  of  the  rest  of  them,  when  they  are 
all  naturalized  citizens. 

• 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  this  Gray  voted  last  October  ! — ^A.  I  do  not.  I 
didn't  go  to  the  polls  to  see  him  throw  his  vote. 

Q.  You  did  not  discharge  him  nor  feel  much  provoked  at  him  for 
voting! — A.  If  1  had,  I  think  he  would  have  been  discharged  long  be- 
fore now. 

Q.  Is  your  father  much  accustomed  to  taking  part  in  political  affairs  ? 
— A.  No,  sir ;  he  has  always  had  so  much  business  to  attend  to  that  he 
has  left  political  affairs  alone.  He  has  always  had  plenty  of  chance  to 
get  into  office  if  he  pleased,  but  he  never  solicited  anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  There  are  how  many  members  of  your  firm  1^ — A.  Three. 

Q.  What  are  your  father's  sentiments  ! — A.  He  is  a  Republican. 

Q.  You  voted  for  Butler!  How  do  you  think  the  other  one  of  the 
firm  voted  f — A.  I  think  he  voted  for  Talbot.  He  is  now  on  his  vaca- 
tion ;  so  that  I  cannot  speak  for  him. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  what  your  father's  politics  are  ! — A.  I  cannot 
say — well,  yes,  sir ;  he  voted  the  Kepublican  ticket.  That's  what  he 
talks  on. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  he  did  not  say  this  that  has  been  testified 
to  as  having  been  said  by  him  ! — A.  It  don't  seem  hardly  possible. 

Q.  You  were  not  there  to  hear  it ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  only  judge  about  it ! — A.  I  only  judge  about  it. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  You  are  now  stopping  at  Wenham! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  go  to  Wen- 
ham  every  night.  I  went  to  Wenham  on  Saturday  night,  came  to  BosJ 
ton,  and  was  at  my  factory  yesterday  (Tuesday)  morning. 

Q.  At  what  time! — A.  Between  eight  and  nine  o'clock;  mj'  train 
gets  in  at  half  past  eight,  and  my  man  is  at  the  depot  to  meet  me. 

Q.  Then  you  got  back  to  j^our  factory  about  nine  o'clock  ! — A.  Some- 
where thereabout. 

Q.  You  were  not  at  Chelsea  nor  at  your  factory  from  Saturday  after- 
noon until  yesterday  morning  at  nine  o'clock  ? — A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  took  place  at  Chelsea  only  from  what  you 
have  been  told  ? — A.  Only  from  what  I  have  been  told. 

Q.  Just  how  this  discharge  took  place  on  Tuesday  morning  you  do 
not  know,  except  as  you  have  been  informed  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  all . 


Charles  Heywood  sworu  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Question.  Do  you  reside  in  Gardner  ! — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  president  of  the  national  bank  there!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  is  but  one  national  bank  there  ! — A.  Only  one. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  the  manufacturing  interests  of  the  town 
also  f — A.  1  have  been. 

Q.  Are  you  now  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  you  haye  made  an  examination  of  the  book* 
of  the  bank ;  and,  if  so,  whether  there  has  ever  been  any  pecuniary  trans- 
action between  the  bank  and  one  Warren  Newell. — A.  There  has  not 
been.    We  never  heard  the  name  until  yesterday. 
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Q  Do  you  know  of  auy  such  man  ? — A.  From  iuquirien  that  I  made 
ereniDg  I  am  satisfied  that  I  have  seen  a  man  by  the  name  of 

^Kell  though  I  did  uot  know  his  uame  at  the  time. 

Q.  What  was  his  occupatiou  ? — A.  He  wiis  a  carpeuter.    It  was  some 

i»e  last  year. 

i.  Did  you  make  inquiries  to  ascertain  where  he  was  boai*ding? — A. 

was  boarding  with  one  Perham. 

I.  Do  you  know  where  he  is  now  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

^  You  say  that  there  has  been  no  deposit  in  your  bank  for  this 

rei),  nor  any  transaction  whatever  between  him  and  the  bank  f — A. 

). 

.  The  witness,  Jonathan  A.  Perham,  states  that  he  lived  in  Ashburn- 

I,  voted  in  Gardner  last  fall ;  that  Jewell  boarded  with  him ;  that 

ell  came  in  and  threw  a  bundle  of  bank  bills  upon  the  table,  saying 

there  was  fifty  dollars  which  he  had  received  from  the  national  bank, 

that  he,  Perham,  could  have  ten  dollars  of  it  it'  he  wanted  it.     Can 

1  a  statement  as  that,  so  far  as  it  concerns  the  bank,  be  true  I — ^A. 

AS  no  foundation  at  all. 

.  Do  you  know  anything  about  where  Newell  now  is  f — A.  No,  sir. 

.  Do  you  know  anything  of  this  Mr.  Perham  ? — A.  I  knew  a  Perham. 

D't  know  his  given  name,  who  is  a  stone-cutter.    I  have  not  seen  him 

i  year  or  two  [)erhaps. 

.  What  is  his  standing  in  the  community  Y — A.  I  don't  ttiink  that 

one  knows  much  about  him. 

J.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  one  say  anything  as  to  whether  he  could 

lelieved  or  not  f — A.  I  heard 

T.  McDonald  objected.     [To  the  witness  :J  If  you  know  what  his 
racter  for  truth  and  veracity  is  in  the  neighborhood  in  which  he  lives, 
can  speak  of  it. 
he  Witness.  I  do  not. 

[r.  Blaib.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  has  any  character  or  not? 
t  answered.] 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

J.  You  are  not  very  well  acquainted  with  Mr.  Perham  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

}.  You  simply  know  the  fact  that  such  a  man  lived  there  about  that 

e!— A.  I  know  that  such  a  man  has  been  in  town ;  I  do  not  know 

it  be  has  been  a  resident. 

}.  You  did  not  know  that  such  a  man  had  been  in  town  until  you 

de  the  inquiry? — A..  No,  sir;  I  knew  him  to  be  at  work  there. 

5.  You  know  nothing  about  what  took  place  between  him  and  this 

tier  man  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  ascertained  that  Newell  boarded  at  Perham's  when  he 

48  there! — A.  That  tliere  was  a  man  by  the  name  of  Newell  who 

►ardeil  at  Perham's  some  time  last  year. 

Q.  Some  time'last  season  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 


Iters  Whitnet  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blaib  : 

Qaestion.  You  reside  in  Gardner,  and  are  one  of  the  overseers  of  the 

>orof  that  town! — Answer.  Yes,  sir 

Q.  You  were  such  last  year! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Albert  Sanderson! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  efifort  to  influence  or  control  his  vote  Is 
year  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  until  this  investigation  !  And,  if  so,  st| 
what  you  have  understood. — A.  An  article  came  out  in  the  Bosti 
Globe  last  winter  accusing  the  overseers  of  the  poor  of  chaogiog  I 
vote.    That  was  the  first  information  I  had  about  it. 

Q.  Was  there  any  truth  in  that  accusation  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there,  to  your  knowledge,  ^n>  conversation  with  Mr.  Saod( 
son  by  any  of  the  overseers  of  the  poor  in  regard  to  his  vote  at  ai 
time  f — A.  There  was  twice,  I  think,  while  he  and  I  were  having  soi 
business  together.  In  the  course  of  the  conversation  that  subject  cai 
up,  but  there  was  very  little  said  upon  it,  and  he  didn't  tell  me  for  wb< 
he  was  going  to  vote,  nor  did  I  ask  him. 

Q.  Who  is  Albert  Sanderson  f — A.  He  is  the  master  of  the  almsboa 

Q.  Is  he  a  man  of  character  and  independence,  or  otherwise!— 
We  considered  him  such,  or  we  shouldn't  have  him  there. 

Q.  Of  how  many  individuals  does  he  have  charge! — A.  There  i 
fifteen  or  sixteen  there  now,  I  believe. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  he  did  vote? — A.  He  told  me,  I  think,  on  i 
day  before  yesterday,  how  he  voted;  that  was  the  first  that  I  kn 
about  it. 

Q.  You  never  knew  until  then  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You,  never  asked  him  bow  he  designed  to  vote! — A.  No,  sir 
did  not  consider  that  that  was  any  of  my  business. 

Q.  Did  you  ever,  directly  or  indirectly,  try  to  influence  him  ?- 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  either  Mr.  Eaton  or  any  one  of  the  other  overseers  to  y 
knowledge  f — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  I  find  in  an  issue  of  the  Gardner  News  of  January  11th,  1879,  a  c 
tation  from  the  Boston  Globe,  with  a  statement  by  yourself  and  Mes 
Eaton  and  Wood,  overseers  of  the  poor  of  Gardner,  and  also  a  statem 
by  Mr.  Sanderson  in  reply.  Examine  the  article  which  I  now  show  } 
and  state  whether  you  recognize  that  which  appears  over  your  naiut 
an  article  which  you  wrote,  or  siuthorized  to  be  written  and  publisL 
and,  if  so,  whether  its  statements  are  true. — A.  (After  referring  to  oe 
paper  article.)  Yes ;  I  signed  and  authorized  that  statement. 

Q.  Do  you  recognize  the  statement  which  accompanies  it,  signed 
Mr.  Sanderson  f — A.  Yes ;  I  saw  that  in  the  paper. 

Q.  He  made  a  statement,  did  he? — A.  I  understood  so;  I  was 
present. 

Mr.  Blaib.  W^e  wish  to  put  in  the  statement  by  the  overseers  of 
poor  as  it  appears  in  the  newspaper,  and  pass  on. 

[The  newspaper  article  containing  the  comments  of  the  News  and 
statements  referred  to,  here  ordered  to  be  inserted,  is  as  follows:] 

SOME  BOLLDOZING  IN   GARDNER. 

[From  the  Boston  Glob«.] 

In  Gardner,  as  in  so  many  other  towns,  the  town  fnnctionaries  were  active  oppoo 
of  Gen.  Butler.  Albert  Sandernon  is  master  of  the  poor  farm  there,  and  daring 
campaign  be  was  an  enthusiastic  Butler  man.  He  contributed  to  the  Butler  campi 
fnnd,  and  did  what  he  could  to  induce  the  voters  of  the  town  tb  support  Gen.  Ba 
On  Saturday,  November  2,  the  overseers  of  the  poor  went  to  the  poor  farm  and  bi 
talk  with  Mr.  Sanderson  on  the  election.  What  they  said  to  him  has  not  transpi 
but  immediately  after  the  talk  Mr.  Sanderson  announced  that  he  was  an  anti-Ba 
mas.  The  inference  to  be  drawn  from  this  sudden  change  in  opinion  is  too  obvioD 
need  comment. 

The  above  is  given  by  the  Globe  as  among  the  two  hundred  oases  of  bul]dozin| 
Massachusetts  which  will  be  presented  to  the  Blaine  Congressional  Investigating  C 
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Tacant  clerkship  of  $1,000  a  year.  When  I  came  to  the  custom-house,  I  found  Mr. 
Chadwick  performing  the  same  duties  that  he  had  alwajs  performed,  the  dati<f8  of  a 
clerk,  but  that  his  salary  of  $800  was  charged  to  the  warehouse  proprietors  as  that 
of  a* storekeeper,  when  he  was  performing  noue  of  the  duties  of  a  storekeeper.  In  a 
short  time  the  superintendent  of  warehouses — who  actually  was  in  the  plan  in  the  first 
place — brought  in  a  recommendation  to  me  that  Mr.  Chadwick's  place  as  storekeeper 
be  abolished ;  but,  instead  of  that,  I  abolished  the  office  of  storekeeper  and  asked  the 
denartment  to  change  Mr.  Chadwick's  designation  from  **  a  storekeeper"  to  '*  a  clerk,'' 
as  ne  was  performing  the  duties  of  a  clerk.  That  is  the  explanation  as  to  Mr.  Chad- 
wick. 

A.  That  is  aboat  my  recollectioD,  bat  I  cao  give  more  of  the  troth 
as  to  that.  Mr.  Ham  was  appointed  upon  the  recommeDdation  of  Sen- 
ator Rollins,  of  New  Hampshire,  and  was  a  good  man.  Mr.  Chadwick 
was  an  old  man,  and,  to  be  honest  about  it,  was  kept  in  after  his  office 
was  abolished,  on  the  special  recommendation  of  General  Swift  (he 
was  Swift's  uncle,  I  think),  and  we  gave  him  something  that  he  could 
do  readily  and  provided  a  clerk  to  do  that  duty. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  the  case  of  A.  K.  Stover  I — A.  I  know  A.  R. 
Stover ;  he  was  my  chum  in  the  Army. 

Q.  What  was  his  record  as  a  soldier  f — A.  Very  good,  as  far  as  I 
know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  went  into  his  place  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  J.  31.  Clark  is  said  to  have  gone  in  in  his  place! — A.  I  dou^t  know 
him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whom  Mr.  Stover  was  for  last  year,  for  governor  T — 
A.  iVs,  air;  he  wjistor  General  Hutler. 

Q.  The  statt^iucMit  in  regard  to  Mr.  Stover  is  as  follows  [reading  from 
testimony  of  A.  W.  Beard]: 

We  had  not  then  got  to  the  gubernatorial  qnestion.  He  was  removed  for  ineffi- 
ciency, and,  on  th«^  report  of  Special  Ageut  Hiush,  of  New  York,  because  of  diohonetit 
conDectioD  with  the  sale  of  old  junk. 

Q.  He,  too,  waa  a  soldier,  was  he  f — A.  I  do  not  know.  It  made  no  diftereuce  as  to 
Lis  being  a  soldier,  if  he  was  inefficient. 

Q.  Certainly  not.  I  want  to  know  the  fact,  thongh.  Who  was  put  in  his  place! — 
A.  At  that  time  a  man  by  the  name  of  Clark  was  put  in  his  place. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  Mr.  Stover  ?— ^A.  Mr.  Brush  expressly 
came  to  me  before  I  went  to  Europe,  last  year,  and  said  something 
about  the  junk  business,  and  I  supposed  that  Mr.  Stover  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it,  and  was  entirely  exonerated.  I  never  heard  of  this  be- 
fore. Mr.  Brush,  I  supposed,  thought  he  was  doing  a  kindness  to  me, 
on  account  of  Stover  having  been  connected  with  me  while  in  the 
Army. 

Q."  While  he  was  in  the  employ  of  the  government  under  your  admin- 
istration, was  his  record  that  of  an  honest  man  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  unques- 
tionably that  of  an  honest  man. 

Q.  For. whom  was  he — for  Butler? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  for  Butler. 

Q.  C.  0.  Sewall — do  you  anything  about  him? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  ap- 
pointed him. 

Q.  What  was  his  record  f — A.  He  was  a  wounded  soldier. 

Q.  How  long  was  he  in  the  service? — A.  He  was  three  years  in  the 
Nineteenth  Massachusetts,  I  think.  [Reading:]  "  Soldier  in  the  Nine- 
teenth M»«*«'^'*husetts;  wouniled  in  the  groin;  ball  remains  there." 

Q.  What  were  his  political  proclivities?— A.  I  don't  know.  I  didn't 
see  him  last  year  until  after  his  discharge  from  the  custom-house. 

Q.  What  was  his  affiliation  between  tUe  ts>'o  wings  of  the  Republican 
party  here,  prior  to  that? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  who  got  his  place  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  this  Mr.  Sew- 
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all  came  to  me  after  be  was  discharged,  to  have  me  help  him  to  get  od 
the  police.    I  the  n  signed  some  papers  for  him,  and  he  told  me  about  it 
Q.  (By  Mr.  Platt.)  Who  got  his  place  f— A.  Mr.  Sidwell. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Sidwell  ? — A.  He  was  a  former  employ^  in  the  naval 
office  of  the  custom-house. 

Q.  What  was  his  connection,  if  he  had  any,  with  the  Republican  State 
committee! — A.  None.  His  father  has  charge  of  the  State  committee 
rooms,  as,  I  think,  a  janitor,  or  something  of  that  kind.  He  has  had 
charge  of  the  State  committee  rooms  for  some  years. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Sidwell  in  the  service! — A.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowl- 
edge. 

Q.  What  was  the  record  of  this  young  man,  Sidwell  !  Had  he  been  in 
the  custom-house  before  ! — A.  Sidwell,  when  he  was  there  before,  was  in 
the  habit  of  drinking  a  good  deah  They  made  a  good  deal  of  noise  in  the 
rotunda,  and  I  went  to  Mr.  Harriman  some  two  or  three  times  and 
stated  that  that  sort  of  business  must  be  stopped,  or  I  must  report  it  to 
the  department.  Governor  Harriman  did  not  want  to  discharge  him, 
but  finally  told  me,  I  think,  that  when  the  offices  were  abolished,  he 
would  let  him  go.  Sidwell's  father  came  to  me  subsequently  (I  saw  him 
here  to-day)  and  I  told  him  that  when  any  changes  occurred  I  would  very 
gladly  take  him  into  the  custom-house,  but  I  could  not  take  the  sou 
back. 

Q.  Was  Sidwell  a  Butler  man  ! — A.  I  do  not  know.  He  was  a  Re- 
publican. 

Q.  What  was  Mr.  Sewall  ? — A.  What  he  was  last  year,  I  do  not  know. 
He  has  always  been  friendly  to  General  Butler,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  John  N.  Kaufman  [or  Coffin]! — A.  He  was  the  gov- 
ernment truckman.  They  have  one  truckman  called  a  distiict  truckman 
who  does  all  tbe  bonded  trucking.  He  was  that  man  under  my  admin- 
istration. 

Q.  A  m<in  named  Johnson  has  been  put  in  his  place.  Do  you  know 
who  he  is! — A.  I  do  not  know  the  man. 

Q.  What  was  the  record  of  Mr.  Kaufman  [or  Coffin!  as  an  officer ! 
Was  he  in  the  service! — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  captain  or  one  of  our  Mas- 
sachusetts batteries,  I  think. 

Q.  Is  his  record  a  good  one,  so  far  as  you  know  !  Have  you  a  mem- 
orandum of  it ! — A.  1  have  not  Mr.  Coffin's  record.  He  is  a  government 
truckman,  and  I  did  not  put  him  in  with  the  officials,  but  I  happen  to 
know  about  hira.  He  is  one  of  our  best  soldiers,  they  say ;  at  any  rate 
he  served  in  the  Army. 

Q.  E.  K.  McMichael,  do  you  know  who  he  is  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Give  his  record  as  a  soldier  and  an  officer  in  the  department,  and 
his  political  status. — A.  Mr.  McMichael  was  superintendent  of  ware- 
houses. He  was  always  a  friend  of  General  Butler's — I  would  say  as 
long  as  General  Butler  was  a  candidate — as  far  as  I  know.  He  is  ratler 
an  active  man  in  political  matters.  He  was  a  very  good  officer  duriug 
my  administration,  so  much  so  that  at  one  time  when  it  was  said  there 
was  to  be  a  change,  every  warehouseman  in  the  port  with  whom  he  did 
business  waited  upon  me  and  used  some  influence  in  his  behalf.  I  sup 
pose  it  was  necessary  to  retain  him.  W^hat  his  record  was  after  I  left  I 
do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Major  Raymond,  who  got  McMichael's  place!— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  is  he  from! — A.  From  Worcester. 
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Q.  What  is  his  status  7«-A.  He  was  a  soldier,  la  first-class  officer  and 
i  good  man  in  every  way. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Hosea  Eaton  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  have  you  as  his  record  ?— A.  [Referring  to  book.]  He  was  in 
*bb  last  service,  I  do  not  know  in  what  regiment  he  was.  I  haven't  it 
lowD.  He  was  known  dnring  my  administration  as  ^^  the  Mexican  war 
Dan.^  He  was  in  the  Mexican  war,  and  served  in  some  position  daring 
;lie  last  war. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  As  provost-marshal  of  New  Hampshire,  was  it  not  ? — A.  Something 
ike  that,  perhaps  it  was. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Do  yoQ  know  of  his  being  in  the  last  war? — A.  No,  sir;  I  don't 
know  of  it  personally. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  his  status  was  in  this  State,  whom  he  was  for? — 
A.  Id  this  State  he  was  a  New  Hampshire  man. 

Q.  Was  he  for  Butler  or  against  him  f — A,  He  had  nothing  to  do  in 
^at  way  in  this  State.  I  knew  him  personally.  Personally  he  was  a 
^end  of  General  Butler's,  but  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  State  at 
all;  he  lived,  I  think,  in  Portland  or  Portsmouth. 

Q.  His  office  was  abolished. — A.  I  do  not  know  of  that  fact. 

Q.  In  the  customhouse,  when  you  abolished  an  office  in  which  a  com- 
petent and  faithful  officer  had  been  employed  and  when  another  employe 
iras  needed,  was  it  the  custom  to  dismiss  absolutely  the  officer  who  had 
been  employed  and  take  on  a  new  man,  or  put  that  officer  in  the  vacancy  I — 
A.  It  depended  very  much  upon  how  the  collector  thought.     * 

Q.  That  was  a  matter  that  rested  with  the  collector,  was  it  f — A. 
Upon  his  recommendation. 

Q.  If  the  collector  would  recommend  the  abolition  of  a  given  office, 
although  the  incumbent  of  that  office  was  a  soldier  and  a  meritorious 
officer,  the  creation  of  another  place  and  the  placing  in  that  other  place 
of  a  civilian,  his  recommendation  would  carry  it  through  the  department 
and  it  would  be  accomplished,  would  it  ? — A.  During  my  time,  it  was 
not  customary  to  state  generally  whether  the  officers  going  in  or  coming 
oat  were  civilians  or  soldiers.  It  was  not  the  general  rule  to  do  that. 
The  department  generally,  if  they  had  confidence  in  the  collector,  took 
the  collector's  recommendation,  no  matter  what  it  was.  If  he  recom- 
iDende<l  a  change,  the  change  was  made.  That  was  so  during  my  ad- 
ministration, and  I  presume  it  has  always  been  so. 

Q.  Do  you  kuow  John  M.  Griswold  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  He  was  a  captain 
in  my  own  regiment. 

Q.  What  were  his  qualifications  for  the  place  which  he  occupied  in 
the  custom-house ! — A.  He  was  certified  by  the  surveyor  to  have  been 
a  first  class  officer.  I  have  the  surveyor's  report  at  home,  I  think,  to 
that  effect. 

Q.  His  office  was  abolished  and  Mr.  Eaton's  was  abolishe<l.    What 

became  of  Mr.  Griswold  !— A.  It  is  pretty  hard  to  tell. 
Q.  Is  he  living  or  dead  ! — A.  He  shot  himself. 
Q.  How  long  after  his  removal  from  office? — A.  It  was  within  a  short 

time,  I  think.    I  do  not  know  how  long. 
Q.  Do  you  know  A.  K.  Russell !— A.  Yes,  sir, 
Q.  What  was  his  position,  qualifications,  and  character  ! — A.  He  was 

*o  inspector.    He  was  certified  by  the  surveyors  of  the  department  as 

^eing  a  very  good  officer.     I  had  trouble  enough  about  him.    I  ought  to 

lemeniljer  him. 
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Q.  What  was  the  trouble  f— A.  Before  I  knew  any  thing  about  btB] 
when  I  first  went  there,  I  abolished  several  offices^  and  among  tbM| 
Kassell's ;  and  I  had,  I  thonght,  all  the  Hoar  faction  that  there  was  is 
the  State  on  my  back  in  a  little  while,  and  he  went  back  veryqaick.     4 

Q.  You  put  him  back  ! — A.  I  put  him  back.  I  was  wrong,  and  tbefi 
were  right.  He  was  a  wounded  soldier,  and  I  ought  not  to  have  di^^ 
charged  him;  there  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  his  wound? — A.  I  think  thathi8l(#1 
was  oflf.  j 

Q.  Was  he  a  good  official  ! — A.  He  was  so  certified  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  among  the  employed  now  or  nott- 
A.  I  do  not ;  I  know  only  from  the  papers  that  he  is  not..  | 

Q.  He  is  a  somewhat  elderly  man.  The  collector  stated  that  he  waid 
ovef  sixty  3^ears  of  age  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  how  that  is,  but  I  shoold  s 
say  thflt  he  was  about  that  age.  i 

Q.  Do  you  know  his  status  politically! — A.  J  should  think, to asej 
the  phrase  that  is  used,  he  was  a  tolerably  good  Hoar  man. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Tlatt.)  A  good  what  ?-^A.  I  mean  in  a  political  sense. 

By  the  Chaieman  : 

Q.  I  find  bore  the  name  of  C.  C.  Bumper. — A.  It  should  be  Banopos. 

Q.  What  about  him  ? — A.  I  made  a  mistake  once,  and  removed  him, 
and  they  bumped  him  back  very  quick. 

Q.  For  the  same  reason  as  the  other  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  a  member 
of  Congress  who  put  him  back. 

Q.  He  is  back  now  ? — A.  He  is  back  now.  I  think  that  my  successor 
put  him  out,  and  went  through  the  same  ceremony  that  1  had  gone 
through. 

Q.  Was  his  record  also  Ihat  of  a  Massachusetts  soldier! — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  he  was  a  good  soldier,  and  I  guess  he  was  a  good  officer  [readinfjj: 
"  Served  in  the  Fourth  and  Thirty-second  Massachusetts  Infantry,  and 
was  a  captain." 

Q.  A  man  named  fladaway  got  his  place.  Do  you  kuow  who  Hada- 
way  is! — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  is  an  old  Sunday-school  teacher  of  mine.  I 
know  him  very  well. 

Q.  Is  he  a  civilian  ! — A.  He  is  a  civilian  ;  been  there  in  years  before; 
a  good  man,  an  important  man;  a  good  politician;  against  Butler 
always. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Andrew  Hall  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  is  he! — A.  He  is  a  good  politician  and  against  Butler. 

Q.  What  official  position  did  he  occupy  with  reference  to  the  Repub- 
lican organization  ! — A.  He  was  chairman  of  the  Kepublican  coiDOiit- 
tee  of  Boston. 

Q.  Was  ho  in,  under  you  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  J.  L.  B.  Pratt  is  back  in  office,  1  believe.  What  is  his  record!— 
A.  I  regarded  him  as  one  of  the  best  officers  that  we  had. 

Q.  He  was  a  soldier  also  ! — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  believe  that  he  was.  [After 
referring  to  the  book :]  He  was  a  private  in  the  Eleventh  MassacbusetU* 
Battery. 

Q.  Is  he  a  politician  ! — A.  First  class  one. 

Q.  Was  he  active  last  ye^ir  ! — A.  I  guess  he  was. 

Q.  For  whom  ?— A.  For  the  Republican  party. 

Q.  Was  he  for  Butler! — A.  He  couldn't  have  been  last  year,  if  lie 
really  was.    He  was  for  **  Talbot  and  reform.'' 

Q.  What  do  you  say  as  to  Silas  Sanborn  ! — A.  I  know  him  very  vrell. 

Q.  What  is  his  record  as  an  officer!*— A.  He  has  been  regarde<lfor 
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many  years  as  one  of  the  best  clerks  in  the  department;  so  they  told 
me  when  I  was  there,  and  so  I  fonnd  hiro. 

Q.  What  was  his  record  in  the  Army  f — A.  [After  referring  to  book.] 
The  regiment  in  which  be  was  is  not  stated  here.  He  was  in  the  Army* 
He  belongs  to  Post  113. 

Q.  Who  got  his  place  f — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Collector  Beard  answered  as  to  Sanborn,  that  his  office  had  been 
abolished.  He  also  answered  that  the  offices  of  one  Skinner  and  one 
Ham  had  been  abolished,  and  that  those  were  tbe  three  last  offices  abol- 
ished.   Do  yon  know  Mr.  Skinner  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  appointed  him. 

Q.  What  was  his  position  and  what  is  his  record  I — A.  He  was  first  a 
messenger,  afterwards  a  clerk  in  charge  of  the  stationery,  which  posi- 
tion, I  think,  he  held  when  I  left.  He  was  appointed  for  the  United 
States  Treasurer,  I  think.  * 

Q.  Do  yon  know  a  man  named  Jernegan  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  Sanborn  reappointed  to  the  cnstom-honse,  to  your  knowl- 
edge ? — A.  I  do  not  know  about  that,  nor  whether  he  is  out  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  Sanborn's  position  politically,  or  what  it  was 
last  year  ? — A.  No,  sir;  other  than  that  I  suppose  he  was  a  Bepublican. 
I  don't  know  about  his  status. 

Q.  J.  N.  Wright,  what  about  him  ? — A.  I  know  him.  He  was  a  very 
^ood  officer  in  bis  department ;  was  so  certified  to  me ;  a  very  intelli- 
gent roan. 

Q.  The  collector  states  that  he  was  not  removed  nor  reappointed  for 
political  cause,  and  I  believe  he  testified  that  Wright  is  in  the  custom- 
bouse  now. — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  not  seen  him  for  some  time,  for 
a  year. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  a  man  named  Robert  Bower? — A.  I 
know,  him.  He  is  from  Lawrence,  I  think.  A  soldier,  I  think,  in  the 
Fiftieth  Regiment  [reading  from  book  :]  "  Fiftieth  Regiment,  private." 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  Robert  Tarr  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  know  him 
Very  well. 

Q.  Is  he  a  Butler  man? — A.  Always  a  Butler  man. 

Q.  What  was  his  position  in  the  service  I — A.  He  was  an  inspector. 

Q.  What  was  his  position  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States! 
— A.  I  think  he  was  a  commander  of  a  gunboat  or  something  of  that 
kind. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  got  his  place  in  the  custom-house  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  AVhat  was  the  record  of  Captain  Tarr  as  an  officer  in  the  custom- 
house?—A.  While  I  was  there,  it  was  very  good.  He  stood  in  an  iso- 
lated position.  By  that  I  mean  this,  that  we  have  a  class  of  officers,  one 
or  two  officers,  or  did  have,  who  are  put  on  the  boats  running  to  the 
Provinces  and  Portland  or  which  stop  at  Portland  coming  back.  The 
pnrposeof  this  was  to  have  the  officers  examine  the  ^passengers'  baggage 
on  the  boats,  so  as  to  avoid  delay.  There  was  some  trouble  with  the 
officer  in  charge,  in  the  year  before  I  left,  and  I  directed  the  surveyor  to 
select  a  more  prudent  man  and  the  best  man  he  had  for  that  purpose. 
He  selected  Mr.  Tarr.  So  I  suppose  Mr.  Tarr  must  have  been  a  good 
officer. 

Q.  While  he  was  in  the  service  did  you  hear  of  any  complaints  in  ref- 
erence to  him  f — A.  Never,  save  once. 

Q.  What  was  thatt — A.  That  was  this:  A  gentleman  came  and  said 
that  Tarr  had  bought  a  barrel  of  whisky  and  had  not  paid  for  it,  but 
it  afterwards  turned  out  that  he  was  the  wrong  man,  but  that  he  had 
gone  sponsor  for  it  in  some  way;  but  there  was  no  charge  directly 
against  him  and  it  was  dismissed. 
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Q.  The  charge  was  dismissed  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  there  any  complaints,  while  he  was  in  the  employ  in  theci 
tom-house,  that  he  was  rude  to  ladies  or  gailty  of  any  improprieties 
A.  Ko,  sir;  he  is  quite  a  courteoas  man. 

Q.  Do  you  know  M.  B.  Lakeman  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whom  he  was  fort — A.  He  was  always  for  Genei 
Butler,  but  a  very  stanqh  Kepublican  singularly. 

Q.  What  is  his  record  as  a  soldier  f — A.  Senator  Blaine  told  me  thi 
he  was  one  of  the  best  soldiers  who  ever  went  from  the  State  of  Mail 
He  went  from  Augusta. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Captain  Hall  who  got  his  place  1 — A.  I  do  not. 
know  Captain  Whall. 

Q.  Is  Captain  Whall  a  competent  man  for  the  place  he  fills!— A. 
should  say  that  he  was ;  yes,  sir.  They  generally  fill  those  higher  plac 
by  promotion.  When  a  man  was  dismissed,  they  took  for  the  high( 
office  the  one  next  lower  officer  (at  leasts  that  was  my  notion)  and  pi 
the  lower  man  in  the  higher  position.  That  is  according  to  civilsem( 
ideas,  1  believe. 

Q.  Do  you  know  M.  O.  Hall  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  his  record  as  a  clerk  ? — A.  A  very  good  clerk. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Platt.)  In  that  case,  the  office  was  abolished  ?— A.  I  d( 
not  know  whether  it  was  or  not. 

By  the  Chaikman  : 

Q.  Yes,  the  collector  states  that  it  was.    What  is  Mr.  M.  O.  Halhj 
status  as  a  politician  in  the  State? — A.  He  was  always  a  RepublicaD.    I 

Q.  With  what  wing  of  the  party  did  he  go  last  year  f — A.  I  guess  he^ 
generally  voted  for  General  Butler,  if  General  Butler  was  a  candidate; 
I  should  say  so  from  what  I  know  of  him.    I  never  asked  him,  however. 

Q.  What  was  his  status  as  a  soldier  t — A.  I  think  he  was  in  the  Navj. 
[Referring  to  book.]    He  was  in  the  United  States  frigate  Sabine. 

Q.  While  you  were  in  the  custom-house,  were  you  in  the  habit  of  ap- 
pointing Democrats? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  appointed  Republicans,  did  you? — A.  Every  time,  as  loogas 
they  held  out. 

Q.  There  seem  to  be  plenty  of  them  in  Massachusetts  ? — A.  No  trouble 
about  that — they  overrun. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Q.  You  spoke  of  some  man  as  being  one  of  your  few  particular  friends ; 
who  was  that  ? — A.  I  had  in  mind  two :  Mr.  Mixter,  whom  I  have  known 
from  boyhood,  and  who  was  my  chief  clerk  years  ago,  and  Mr.  Stover, 
whom  I  slept  with  in  the  army.    It  was  one  of  those  two,  I  think. 

Q.  Mr.  Mixter,  you  say,  was  one  of  your  few  particular  friends  in  the 
custom  house  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  not  some  of  your,  particular  friends  been  retained  in  the 
custom-house  ? — A.  I  haven't  any  doubt  of  that. 

Q.  Take  Mr.  Allen   (who,  I  understand,  made  up  this  list  for  the  col- 

*  lector),  he  is  a  relative  of  yours ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  is  a  brother-inlaxr. 

Mr.  Allen  says  that  Mr.  Beard  treats  with  unvarying  kindness.    I  say 

to  him  that  Mr.  Beard  treats  me  withunvarying  kindness.    I  have  said 

that  he  has  done  so  publicly,  as  I  say  it  privately. 

Q.  He  has  done  so  publicly  as  well  as  privately  I — A.  Yes,  sir;  law 
very  glad  to  say  that  he  has.    I  hope  he  will  continue  it. 

Q.  Are  there  not  five  persons  in  the  custom-house  still  retained  bj 
Mr.  Beard   who  are  relatives  of  yours? — A.  I  do  not  know  the  number. 
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There  is  a  brother  of  mine;  there  are  my  two  brothersiu-law ;  those 
nake  three.    I  do  not  thiuk  that  there  are  any  more. 

Q.  An  ancle? — A.  Oh,  there  is  an  elderly  man  on  the  laborer's  roll ; 
'  forgot  him — my  uncle — at  $2  a  day.  He  is  the  one  whom  I  asked  Mr. 
Beard  to  retain,  the  only  one ;  and  Mr.  Beard  very  kindly  did  so. 

Q.  Have  you  not  a  coasiu  there  by  the  name  of  Parker  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  in  speaking  of  the  removal  of  Mr.  Mixter,  you  did  not  intend 

0  be  understood  as  meaning  that  he  was  removed  on  the  ground  that  he 
ras  a  friend  of  yours  f — A.  No,  sir ',  not  at  all.  I  simply  spoke  as  I  did 
>ecause — if  you  will  pardon  me  a  moment — my  relations  with  Mr. 
irlixter  have  been  very  peculiar.  He  was  originally  my  schoolmaster. 
'.  aofortunately  went  to  school  late  in  life.  I  took  him  away  from  a  very 
^ood  place  under  Mr.  Walker,  who  told  me  that  he  was  the  best  statis- 
ician  in  the  country  ;  and,  having  taken  him  away  from  a  good  place, 
[  wished  to  see  him  retained.  He  was  the  best  mathematician  in  the 
[customhouse,  by  all  odds;  no  doubt  about  that;  and  I  felt  personally 
responible  for  him. 

Q.  The  office  was  abolished,  but  he  was  not  obliged  to  go  out? — A. 
Yes,  sir ;  so  I  understood ;  the  office  was  abolished.    I  did  not  speak  as 

1  did  in  any  spirit  of  nnkiudness. 

Q.  No  ;  but  I  did  not  know  but  that  you  meant  to  intimate  that  he  had 
been  removed  or  that  the  office  had  been  abolished  because  he  was  a 
friend  of  yours! — A.  No;  I  did  not  think  that. 

Q.  It  was  a  little  more  fashionable,  when  you  were  collector,  for  the 
officers  of  the  custom-house  to  be  Butler  men  than  it  is  now  f — A.  I 
think  that  is  the  way  that  our  erring  humanity  tuns.  If  they  lie  as  fast  to 
my  successor  as  they  did  to  me,  some  of  them,  it  will  be  pretty  diffi- 
cult to  tell  how  they  are. 

Q.  We  are  all  erring  mortals.  The  officers  of  the  custom-house  knew 
that  you  were  a  strong  Butler  man  and  know  that  Mr.  Beard  is  not? — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  and  you  cannot  censure  him,  and  I  do  not.  It  is  not  a 
man's  disposition  to  quarrel  with  his  living. 

Q.  Who  are  the  friends  of  General  Butler,  as  you  understand  it  ? — A. 
L  think  there  are  a  great  many  men  there  who  were  originally  friends 
Df  General  Butler,  but  I  very  much  doubt  to-day  whether  you  would  find 
ft  single  man  there  who  is  in  favor  of  General  Butler. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  a  great  deal  of  complaint  is  made  against 
the  collector  by  ardent  Republicans,  because  he  keeps  Butler  men  in 
the  custom-house? — A.  Well,  sir,  whatever  he  does,  the  collector  will 
wish  he  had  done  the  other  thing,  judging  from  the  pressure. 

Q.  There  would  be  likely  to  be  a  great  deal  of  fault  found  with  him 
any  way? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  my  lot. 

Q.  You  do  not  desire  to  be  understood,  then,  as  making  any  criticisms 
apon  the  course  which  the  present  collector  has  pursued  in  the  way  of 
appointments  ? — A.  I  have  not  made  any  criticisms,  and  what  I  say  here 
of  him  in  the  way  of  testimony  I  would  say  in  the  kindest  spirit.  It 
would  have  been  very  indelicate  for  me  to  make  any  strictures  upon  his 
course.  The  only  criticism  I  would  make  would  be  that  I  would  have 
taken  the  civilians  and  left  the  soldiers ;  but  that  is  his  business.  I  do 
not  know  that  he  could  have  done  otherwise  than  he  did. 

Q.  You  would  not  keep  a  soldier  whose  character  would  not  be  just 
right,  because  he  was  a  soldier? — A.  I  would  not,  if  his  character  was 
not  right. 

Q.  i  suppose  that  you  must  have  appointed  civilians? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  perliaps  in  the  place  of  soldiers? — A.  I  think  that  I  never  ap- 
pointed a  civilian  in  the  place  of  a  soldier  without  cause,  save  in  two  in- 
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tiun  upon  that  of  tbe  officers  nbo  were  brought  in  immediate  coi 
with  these  outside  oflicers,  and  that  is  the  opiuiou  that  I  have  expre 
to-diij.  I  bad  au  examination  of  the  inside  ot&cers  aboat  once  iu  t 
montba  and  was  accustomed  to  personally  supervise  their  work.  A 
sncb  as  Mr.  Hinds,  for  instance,  1  regarded  as  one  of  tbe  very  best  o1 
in  the  building.  He  was  a  very  competent  man  during  my  admini 
tion.  I  donot  knowwbathe  was  subsequent  to  that.  Therefore  I »; 
trom  personal  knowledge  of  tbe  clerks  iuBide  und  from  tbe  knowledj 
Mr.  Underwood  of  the  clerks  outside. 

Q.  Do  yon  not  suppose  that  when  you  came  there  you  found  t1 
upon  examination,  men  who  were  thought  by  tbe  former  collector  t 
good  and  efficient  meo,  but  who,  upon  iuqairy,  you  thought  wen 
Just  the  men  you  wanted,  and  that  yon  let  them  go  aud  took  on  ol 
iu  their  places  f — A.  I  diucbarged  about  (150,000  worth  of  officis 
about  n  year,  so  that  there  must  have  been  some  change  in  the  me 

Q,  What  I  was  getting  at  is  this:  Will  not  every  new  collector,  i 
be  comes  to  make  an  esnniination,  acting  iu  perfect  good  faith,  be  1: 
to  get  tbe  idea  that  clerks  wbo  were  there  before  became,  and  who 
have  been  thought  by  bis  predecessor  to  be  the  very  best  men,  an 
perfectly  good  men  for  him  to  keep  there,  and  is  he  not  likely  to  i 
a  change  in  their  cases  T — A.  You  want  a  t>erfectly  frank  answpr  T 

Q.  Yes. — A.  Tbe  practice  i]j  this:  After  a  contest  for  tie  place,  e 
new  collector  wbo  takes  It  has  many  friends  to  oblige.  Those  fri 
insist  that  tbe  men  who  are  iu  are  incompetent,  or,  lor  some  reaso 
other,  must  go  cut,  and  that  sew  meu  must  come  ia,  and  throng! 
pressure  of— if  yoo  will  pardon  me — Senators  and  members  of 
gress,  tbe  collector  realizes  that  be  must  find  places  for  tbe  oew 
That  was  iu  the  days  when  civil  service  reform  was  not  quite  so 
fessed  as  it  is  now.  The  way  to  get  a  man  iu  was  to  turu  a  man  on 
tell  hiui  you  don't  want  him.  Yoa  do  not  assign  any  reason  ;  yoi 
not  in  those  days  ;  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  uow.  Another  way 
abolish  one  office  in  one  department,  leave  over  a  surplus  of  mom 
another  department,  and  put  three  men  in  there.  I  presume  that 
Beard  has  done  it.  I  know  that  I  did.  That  is  the  way  we  aosv 
theiwrflistmitand  cont.innpd.  and  even  enormous,  nressure  that  is  bro 
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good  officer^  I  do  not  see  how  any  pair  of  spectacles  changed  aboat  will 
change  the  character  or  qaalifications  of  the  officer. 

Q.  Bat,  depending  upon  the  opinion  of  the  sarvejor,  for  instance,  as 
yon  did,  or  upon  heads  of  departments,  is  tt  improbable  that  yon  would 
think  a  man  was  a  very  good  officer  as  to  whom  your  snccessor,  coming 
in  and  making  investigations  for  himself,  would  have  a  different  conclu- 
sion f — A.  If  any  successor  of  mine  came  to  a  different  conclusion  in 
regard  to  an  officer,  I  should  say  that  he  came  to  it  honesUy. 

Q.  Did  you  rely  upon  the  reports  made  to  you  by  the  surveyor  for  the 
standing  and  efficiency  of  the  men  in  his  department?— A.  !Not  alto- 
gether, but  mainly. 
Q.  Mr.  Hartwell  was  auditor  under  you  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Was  the  office  abolished  by  you  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Was  it  restored? — A.  Yes,  sir;  by  order  of  a  commission  which 
came  here. 

Q.  How  long  after  it  had  been  abolished  ? — A.  About  a  year  and  a 
half.  1  think  it  was  in  this  way :  As  I  have  told  you,  Mr.  Hartwell  was 
an  inefficient  man.  Mr.  Fiske,  the  present  deputy,  must  know  and  be  able 
to  testify  to  that;  the  condition  of  the  accounts  themselves  will  show 
it ;  the  condition  of  Judge  Bussell's  accounts  will  certainly  show  it.  My 
own  were  ready  for  settlement  in  two  months  after  I  went  out  of  office  ; 
Judge  Russell's  are  not  ready  for  settlement  yet.  And  by  reason  of  that 
fact  Mr.  Hartwell's  office  was  abolished  and  the  business  was  turned 
over  to  Mr.  Grant,  who  was  then  receiving  a  salary  of  $2,000  a  year.  A 
year  and  a  half  later,  when  it  was  ordered  here  by  Secretary  Sherman, 
the  commission  found  the  accounts  of  the  office,  as  they  were  pleased  to 
say,  in  such  admirable  condition  that,  while  they  cut  down  every  body  else, 
they,  of  their  own  motion,  made  a  recommendation  that  Mr.  Grant's 
salary  be  increased  to  $3,000,  and  that  he  be  paid,  I  think,  the  same 
salary  as  was  paid  the  auditor  in  the  New  York  or  the  Philadelphia 
custom  house. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hartwell  get  back  nnder  your  administration  i — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  But  the  office  of  auditor  was  restored  f — A.  The  duties  of  the 
office  always  existed  and  always  must  exist.  It  was  the  particular  sal- 
ary which  was  abolished  to  save  the  sum  of  $3,000;  that  was  the  abol- 
tshnient;  it  was  the  abolition  of  a  salary,  and  Mr.  Hartwell  M\  because 
he  was  behind  that  salar}'. 

Q.  What  was  Mr.  Hartwell's  salary  as  auditor  f — A.  §3,000. 
Q.  Mr.  Grant  took  his  place  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  at  $2,000,  if  1  remember 
I  ightly.    I  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  Hartwell  as  a  man  ;  I  pre- 
%uD9e  he  may  be  a  very  good  man ;  but,  as  an  officer,  he  was  a  failure. 

Q.  Mr.  Hartwell  was  an  officer  during  some  portion  of  the  time  while 
^'ou  were  collector  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  trouble  with  your  own  accounts  during  the  time 
Son  were  there? — A.  Mr.  Grant  straightened  the  accounts  all  out, 
broagbt  me  a  number  of  blanks,  found  a  number  of  papers  that  were 
missing,  and,  as  he  expressed  it,  thought  it  was  very  fortunate  that  Mr. 
fiartweli  went  out  as  he  did.  About  the  detail  of  the  accounts  I  do  not 
know ;  I  give  you  the  detail  of  the  reports  as  brought  to  me. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  speak  of  Judge  Bussell's  accounts,  and  to 
%tate  that  you  thought  they  had  not  been  settled.  You  do  not  know 
anything  personally  on  that  matter? — A.  The  last  time  I  saw  the  judge 
— I  think  it  was  some  time  in  the  winter — he  repeated  to  me  substan- 
tially what  I  have  now  told  you.    At  that  time  they  had  not  been  settled. 
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Whether  they  have  since  beeu  settled  or  not  I  do  not  know ;  I  think  not, 
however. 

Q.  Yon  dismissed  C.  C.  Burt? — A.  I  cannot  remember  now  whether 
it  was  an  absolute  dismissal  or  whether  he  went  out  at  the  time  they 
were  abolishing  the  offices;  but  the  reason  which  controlled  my  mind 
in  patting  him  in  the  one  or  the  other  category  was  the  practice  which 
I  stated  in  my  direct  testimony. 

Q.  Did  you  apprise  the  department  of  the  reason  T — A.  If  he  was  dis- 
missed, I  did ;  if  his  office  was  abolished,  I  did  not,  I  should  say.  I 
have  copies  of  the  letters  at  home  in  a  large  letter-book,  but  I  did  not 
bring  them  with  me.  Mr.  Collector  Beard  has  those  letters  down  there 
and  he  would  know  better  about  that  than  I  know. 

Q.  General  Butler  requested  you  to  put  a  man  in  his  place  t — A. 
There  was  a  man  in  the  custom-house  as  a  laborer  by  the  name  of  Grant. 
He  was  a  sort  of  a  humorist — a  very  good  sort  of  a  man.  As  General 
Butler  told  me  himself.  Grant  bothered  the  life  out  of  him  to  give  him 
(Grant)  promotion  and  place.  I  think  he  was  some  relative  of  General 
Butler's ;  I  do  not  know  about  that  however.  He  was  one  of  the  three 
men  whom  the  general  ever  asked  me  to  do  anything  for.  I  judge  that 
he  is  not  a  good  Butler  man  now,  because  he  abuses  me  as  thongh  I 
were  a  pickpocket,  they  say. 

Q.  General  Butler  requested  you  to  make  appointments? — A.  I  say 
to  you  as  Judge  Bussell  said  to  me,  that  General  Butler  asks  less,  re- 
ceives less,  and  is  a  better  man  to  get  along  with,  in  iwiiit  of  patronage, 
than  any  other  man  in  public  life. 

Q.  Yon  were  a  Butler  man? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  am  now, 

Q.  And  whether  he  asked  it  or  not  you  would  prefer  to  appoint  a 
Butler  man,  all  other  things  being  equal? — A.  I  would  not.  I  dis- 
charged more  Butler  men  than  anti-Butler  men  when  I  went  in  the  cus* 
tom-house,  because  they  were  the  least  efficient.  I  told  General  Butler 
about  it,  and  he  told  me  that  if  they  could  not  keep  up  their  end  of  the 
beam  to  let  them  make  the  most  of  it ;  he  could  not  help  it. 

Q.  Did  you  discharge  more  of  such  men  than  did  the  present  collector? 
— A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  You  speak  of  having  made  a  reduction  of  $150,000? — A.  I  say 
that  I  reduced  the  expenses  about  $150,000  while  I  was  there — some- 
where in  the  neighborhood  of  $130,000  or  $140,000— and  that  necessa- 
rily took  out  a  great  many  men. 

Q.  At  what  point  in  your  administration  was  that  reduction  made  ? — 
A.  It  was  in  the  first  year,  I  think. 

Q.  How  lonff  were  you  there? — A.  One  term  of  four  years. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  having  abolished  a  great  many  offices.  Did  you 
make  discharges  other  than  by  abolishing  offices  ? — A.  Did  I  dismiss 
men  ? 

Q.  Yes  ?— A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  And  probably  to  as  great  an  extent  in  a  year  and  a  half  as  the 
present  collector  has  ? — A.  I  wouldn't  be  surprised  if  that  were  so.  Do 
not  understand  me,  Mr.  Senator,  as  finding  any  fault  with  the  dis- 
charges of  Mr.  Beard,  or  as  being  disposed  to  make  any  criticism  ;  I  do 
not  care  to. 

Q.  Not  at  all.  I  was  just  following  out  the  line  of  the  question,  that 
very  many  of  these  discharges  must  depend  upon  the  discretion  of  the 
collector. — A.  They  must  depend  altogether  upon  the  discretion  of  the 
collector.    He  alone  is  responsible ;  he  must  be. 

Q.  And  as  long  as  Mr.  Beard  acts  in  good  faith,  he  is  not  to  be  criti- 
cised ? — A.  Not  by  his  predecessors,  certainly. 
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Q.  What  duties  was  Mr.  Hinds  performing  as  clerk  ! — A.  He  was  a 
clerk  in  the  wareboase  division. 

Q.  Did  that  reqaire  the  same  amount  of  ability  as  was  required  by  the 
auditor's  office  ? — A.  I  should  say  that  it  did  not  require  the  same  class 
of  ability.  Now,  I  have  not  read  the  testimony  of  my  predecessor.  I 
think  that  somebody  stated  here  that  Mr.  Hinds  was  not  a  man  of  good 
character.  I  think  that  if  my  successor  said  that  of  brother  Hinds,  he 
must  be  mistaken,  and  I  say  this,  because  the  young  man  is  out  of  em- 
ployment, has  gone  to  California  to  make  a  living  for  his  family,  and  it 
might  damage  him  if  that  thing  came  out.  because  that  isuot  true.  He 
is  a  man  of  good  character,  and  he  was  a  faithful  soldier  and  a  good  clerk. 
I  think  there  must  be  some  mistake  about  that.  I  have  not  read  the 
testimony,  but  I  think  that  friend  Beard  was  mistaken,  if  he  so  stated. 
I  say  that  in  justice  to  Mr.  Hinds,  because  it  ought  to  be  said. 

Q.  You  think  that  Mr.  Hartwell  was  not  competent  as  an  auditor. 
Did  you  not  think  that  he  was  competent  to  perform  the  duties  of  Mr. 
Hinds  f — A.  I  do  not  want  to  get  any  of  my  appointees  who  are  under 
my  successor  into  trouble,  but  I  tbink  that  they  would  tell  you,  as  they 
told  me,  that  he  muddled  the  accounts  so  that  he  could  not  straighten 
them  out  for  a  week. 

Q.  As  a  clerk? — A.  Yea,  sir;  I  judge  that  he  would  have  done  so.  I 
^ot  that  direct  from  the  customhouse.  I  could  not  say  who  told  me  so. 
Mr.  Hartwell  is  a  good,  honest  man  ;  I  have  no  doubt.  He  was  a  grad- 
uate, or  was  formerly  a  tutor  over  at  Harvard— that  is  no  disgrace  to 
him,  of  course — and  was  a  lawyer.  He  is  that  kind  of  a  man.  He  is  not 
fitted  for  the  clerical  duty  that  Mr.  Hinds  could  do ;  it  is  not  his  fault. 
God  did  not  make  him  that  way.  He  might  preside  over  the  destinies 
of  the  nation  with  a  great  deal  of  ability,  but  that  particular  duty  he 
cannot  do.     It  is  not  in  him  unless  he  has  grown  since  I  saw  him  last. 

Q.  You  speak  of  him A.  Just  as  an  officer.    He  is  a  good, 

straightforward  man  ;  a  good  Eepnblican. 

Q.  You  speak  of  him  from  your  knowledge  of  him  while  you  were 
there T — A.  I  speak  of  him  from  my  knowledge  of  him  while  I  was 
there. 

Q.  If  Mr.  Beard  thinks  that  he  was  a  good,  honest  clerk,  that  is  Mr. 
Beard's  business  t — A.  That  is  Mr.  Beard's  business  entirely.  He  may 
have  been  to  school,  and  become  first-class  in  penmanship.  I  justify  my 
action.  It  will  be  for  Mr.  Beard  when  the  next  tribunal  comes  around, 
to  justify  his.  Mr.  Beard,  as  I  said  before,  has  treated  me  with  a  good 
deal  of  kindness.  I  have  no  fault  to  find.  I  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  criticism  except  such  as  I  make  on  the  stump  publicly,  and  there  I 
have  a  right  to  make  it. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Permit  me  a  question  oi'  two.  When  were  you  appointed  C3l- 
lectori— A.  On  February  28,  1874. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  hold  the  office  ? — A.  Jast  four  years,  until  April 
1, 1878. 

Q.  You  stated  something  in  your  testimony  as  to  (he  practice  under 
civil  service  and  intimated  that  there  may  have  been  a  different  practice 
of  which  yon  had  some  knowledge. — A.  A  different  practice  since? 

Q.  Yes! — A.  I  should  have  said  a  different  profession  since.  The 
practice  is  the  same  only  a  little  more  so. 

Q.  What  was  the  practice  prior  to  the  adoption  of  civil  service  in  re- 
lation to  appointments,  removals,  and  methods? — A.  If  a  Senator  came 
down,  wanted  to  see  the  collector  and  said  that  he  wanted  Mr.  Jones  to 
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I  ions  and  we  were  to  nppuint  a  committee  of  three  to  examine  tlie 
■  lidate  lor  a  t>lace.  Wbile  tliey  were  gutting  tbe  matter  in  readiae 
itct,  tbe  programme  was  tal>ea  away. 

Q.  It  vanished  like  a  dream  T — A.  It  did. 

Q,  Then  there  was  no  change  of  practice! — A.  So,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  merely  a  theoretical  "  spurt ''  I — A.  That  waa  all. 

Q.  When  waa  the  first  real,  tangible  thing  tttat  affected  the  condo 
the  collector! — A.  There  never  was  any. 

Q.  Were  civil  service  rales  promulgated  subsequently  duriiiK 
term  t— A.  Just  before  I  left  the  department,  I  visited  Wasbliigton, 
the  np)>oiutmeut  clerk,  Ueneral  Smith,  nod  went  iu  with  bim  to 
Sherman.  This  was  after  my  successor  had  been  ap[)ointed.  I  at 
to  Mr.  Sherman  that  there  were  a  great  many  good  men  in  tbe  oas 
bouse  here,  some  being  friends  of  mine,  and  that  I  hoped  they  w 
not  be  removed  without  cause,  where^ipon  Mr.  Sherman  said  that  a 
rule  had  been  turned  over  and  no  man  would  be  discharged  wtc 
good  and  sufficient  reasons  given.  I  told  all  my  friends  here  aui 
about  A  month  they  rested  iu  peace  and  happiness. 

Q.  That  was  after  the  appointment  of  your  successor  l^A.  Yes ; 
that  was  not  peculiar  to  that,  or  ximply  because  my  successor  had 
Appointed.  I  had  had  two  or  three  spurts  of  the  same  kind,  but 
had  not  lasted  long. 

Q.  I  got  the  impression  from  your  testimony  that  some  time  du 
the  period  for  which  j  ou  held  the  office  there  was  a  change  of  the  | 
tice  of  the  office  iu  that  respect.  It  was  merely  a  change  iu  the  tb 
»ud  not  in  the  practice  of  the  otSoe !— A.  No,  sir ;  there  was  no  cba 
There  was  this  abolition  of  offices  that  I  have  referred  to.  The 
discharge  of  officers  that  I  made  was  in  June,  187'!,  after  the 
month  that  I  was  there.  You  will  remember  that  there  waa  c 
little.distnrbance,  about  tbe  time  that  I  came  in,  and  that  mo 
the  members  of  Congress  from  the  State,  of  our  party,  were  againat 
Those  changes  were  not  made  by  Mr.  Kichardson,  and  did  not  o 
until  Mr.  Bristow  came  in.  I  went  down  to  Washington  iu  Jane 
stated  the  matter  to  Mr.  Bristow.  Then  Mr.  Bristow  gave  me  the 
that  no  man  should  be  removed  or  his  office  abolished  without  good 
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tbeezperienoeof  the  prerioas  removal  before  me,  I  wrote  him  a  private 
letter  that  it  wae  otterly  useless  for  me  to  abolish  and  cat  down  to  the 
lowest  mill,  unless  the  collector's  judgment  was  to  be  taken.  They 
wanted  to  cut  down  fifteen  per  cent.,  I  think,  because  some  of  the  ap- 
propriations had  given  out.  He  wrote  me  that  if  I  would  cut  down  ac- 
cording to  the  previous  desire,  he  would  not  allow  any  pressure  to  have 
any  man  put  back,  no  matter  what  or  who  he  was.  Mr.  Bristow  adhered 
to  that  in  all  instances  save  one,  that  of  a  lady  who  lived  up  here  in 
Worcester.  The  Advertiser  was  interested  in  her  case,  as  also  were 
aome  other  influences,  and  Mr.  Bristow  wrote  me  a  personal  letter  to 
take  her  back,  and  I  fixed  up  her  case.  All  the  other  changes  that 
were  put  down  were  approved.  When  Mr.  Hayes  came  in  there  was 
more  of  the  same. 

Q.  There  was  at  some  time,  however,  a  promulgation  of  the  rule  that 
removals  should  not  be  made  without  cause.  That  was  by  Secretary 
Sherman,  as  I  understand  you,  and  was  subsequent  to  the  time  when 
yon  ceased  to  hold  the  office? — A.  Mr.  Sherman  told  me  that  himself 
at  Washington.     I  do  not  think  there  was  any  promulgation  about  it. 

Q.  And  you  asked  that  that  rule  might  be  applied  by  the  Secretary 
and  the  collector  in  order  to  secure  the  retention  of  certain  friends  of 
.vonrs  whom  yon  mentioned  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not.  I  simply  said  to 
Mr.  Sherman  in  a  casual  way,  as  many  would,  "There  are  a  great  many 
j^ood  men  in  the  Boston  custom-bouse.  I  know  the  enormous  pressure 
brought  to  bear  upon  a  collector;  any  new  man  who  comes  in  must 
have  friends  who  will  insist  upon  being  gratified,  and  I  hope  that,  as 
far  as  is  consistent  and  right,  good  men  will  be  retained,  and  not  dis- 
missed simply  because  they  may  have  been  identified  with  General  But- 
ler or  with  me.''    Mr.  Sherman  made  answer  as  I  have  state<l. 

Q.  Your  term  was  not  such  a  very  lengthy  one,  but  yon  had  a  fair 
share  of  experience  and  can  probably  express  an  opinion  as  to  whether 
it  is  possible  to  adopt  any  difierent  or  better  rules  in  the  practical  ad- 
ministration of  the  office  than  existed  w  hen  you  were  in  possession  of 
it.  Is  this  rule  that  removals  shall  be  only  for  cause,  that  is,  for  de- 
linquency or  incompetency  of  the  incumbent,  a  good  rule  or  is  the  offi- 
cial discretion  of  the  collector  the  better  rule  to  be  adopted  in  all 
cases  ? — A.  There  is  only  one  rule  that  will  ever  make  any  difference  in 
the  practice,  and  that  is  to  take  the  public  official  out  of  politics — to 
make  him  responsible  in  his  office  precisely  as  you  would  a  merchant. 
Let  him  employ  and  discharge  men  upon  fitness  and  capacity  or  the 
want  of  them  alone.  That  is  all  that  you  can  do,  but  as  long  as  the 
office  is  iu  politics  yon  cannot  have  that  rule. 

Q.  Has  your  experience  or  reflection  on  the  subject  suggested  any 
method  whereby  this  office  can  be  taken  out  of  politics? — A.  I  suggest 
that,  but  not  as"  a  theory  of  my  own.  I  do  not  belii've  that  it  ever  can 
be  done,  because  the  public  sentiment  of  this  country  is  not  educated 
up  to  that  standard.  The  new  party  that  comes  in  will  sweep  out  every 
office-holder,  and,  until  you  can  educate  juiblic  sentiment  up  to  that 
standard,  you  cannot  change  the  system  which  has  governed  for  half  a 
century. 

Q.  So  that  whatever  may  be  the  reform  or  the  pretense  of  reform,  you 
think  that  the  system  will  remain  as  it  has  been  f — A.  As  a  life-insiir- 
auce  man  says,  *' Judging  from  past  experience,  I  should  say*  it  would." 

Q.  You  cannot  then,  according  to  your  experience,  practically  carry 
out  the  rule  that  removals  shall  be  made  only  for  cause  f — A.  Not  as 
long  as  the  man  who  makes  removals  is  ap[M>inted  through  political  in- 
fluence. 


Q.  From  what  you  bave  said,  I  sii[)i)ose  you  mean  to  be  under 
tbHt  the  present  collector  bua  fajthfully  and  conscientiously  dti 
beat  to  carry  out  tbis  idea  of  civil  serviue  reform  T — A.  I  think  thi 
present  collector,  a|}pointed  as  be  was — as  I  should  say  for  mysel 
pointed  as  I  was — bas  done,  perhaps,  all  that  he  could  do.  The  pre> 
as  bo  knows,  is  enormous.  I  bave  said  to  every  friend,  as  I  liavi 
to  yon  gentlemen  (I  uni  tbe  last  miin  to  make  a  reflectiou  and  I 
the  enormous  pressure  brou^bt  to  bear  upon  bim,  and  I  have  not  a 
to  say  upon  it),  that  if  I  had  ^ot  to  say  anything  I  should  only  say 
I  have  said  here  in  regard  to  soldiers. 

Q.  You  have  not,  perhaps,  observed  tbe  testimony  of  collector  B 
—A.  I  have  not  read  bis  testimony. 

Q.  Of  tbe  appointments  that  he  bas  made,  a  very  large  propc 
are  from  nmong  those  who  have  rendered  service  in  tbe  army  t- 
haven't  any  fault  to  find,  and  I  bave  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Beard  bas 
as  well  as  he  could  do. 

Q.  In  regard  to  soldiers,  you  would  not  consider  it  any  object! 
tbe  official  action  of  a  collector  that,  of  two  soldiers  equally  cumpi 
when  be  is  making  a  removal,  he  should  select  one  out  of  otSce  w 
thought  would  be  a  more  efficient  public  servant,  to  take  the  pli 
the  one  removed  ! — A.  On  the  basis  of  the  way  in  which  paitl 
things,  no  ;  ou  the  basis  of  right,  yes. 

Q.  I  say  that  of  two  men  with  records  of  equal  service  in  tbe  A 
one  in  ottice  and  one  out,  if  tbe  one  out  was  likely  to  discbarge  tbe  t 
of  the  office  better  fur  tbe  public,  you  would  not  blame  the  collect 
making  the  removal  and  the'ap|>ointmeDt  I — A.  If  tbe  oue  in  offici 
doing  his  duty,  I  do  not  thiuk  I  would  discharge  him. 

Q.  We  will  suppose  this  case:  Here  is  a  soldier  unemployed  wl 
compared  with  tbe  soldier  in  tbe  office,  is  equally  efficient  and  c< 
tent,  and  bas  never  had  any  reward ;  tbe  other  is  likely  to  be  discb 
by  ihe  collector.  Would  yon  not  think  that  the  collector  did  his 
iu  giving  the  unrewarded  soldier  an  opportunity  f — A.  That  is  the 
ciple  that  governs.     It  that  is  the  principle  that  is  to  govern,  all  : 

Q.  The  general  rule,  yon  say,  is  that  a  suklier  is  to  be.preferre* 
civilian:  but  if,  in  making  those  apriointmenls,  the  collector  selec 
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Alanson  W.  Beabd  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Platt  : 

Qaestion.  It  is  impossible,  in  the  limited  time  remaining  before  the 
adjonrnment  of  the  committee,  to  go  over  again  the  list  ot  those  of  yoar 
officials  to  whom  reference  has  been  made,  bat  I  would  like  jou  to  state 
more  particularly  than  yoa  stated  when  on  the  stand  before,  in  regard  to 
Mr.  Hinds  and  Mr.  Hartwell,  and  especially  in  regard  to  Mr.  Hartwell's 
competency  to  fill  the  place  which  he  now  occupies. — Answer.  I  stated 
yesterday,  in  regard  to  Mr.  Hinds,  that  I  considered  I  had  put  a  man  of 
more  experience,  one  more  capable,  and  one  whom  I  considered  to  be  of 
more  reliable  character  than  he,  in  his  place.  I  mentioned  that  a  col- 
lector should  have  around  him  men  in  whom  he  had  confidence,  men  of 
reliable  character,  and  that  I  did  not  consider  that  Mr.  Hinds  was  that 
kind  of  a  man,  certainly  not  toward  me.  With  regard  to  Mr.  Hartvrell, 
his  former  connection  with  the  custom  house,  and  his  accounts,  I  will 
say  that  those  accounts  are  now  closed,  and  I  can  speak  with  knowledge 
on  that  point. 

Q.  That  is,  Collector  RusselPs  accounts! — A.  Yes,  sir.    In  the  first 
place,  Mr.  Hartwell's  office  was  abolished  in  namo.    Mr.  Grant,  the  pres- 
ent auditor,  was  given  the  duties  of  Mr.  Hinds,  with  an  advance  of  sal- 
ary, if  I  recollect  right,  and  that  salary  was  afterwards  increased  to 
#3,000,  which  is  the  same  salary  that  Mr.  Hartwell  previously  had. 
When  I  came  to  the  custom-house  I  fouud  Mr.  Grant  as  auditor,  and  a 
very  capable  and  efficient  auditor  too,  at  the  same  salary  which  Mr. 
Hartwell  was  receiving  when   he  was  removed.    I  am  informed  that 
there  never  has  been  any  trouble  with  the  accounts  of  my  immediate 
predecessor,  either  under  Mr.  Hartwell's  administration  or  under  Mr. 
Grant's.    The  accounts  of  Collector  Bussell  related  to  a  time  when  there 
^ere  certaia  moieties  and   when  there  was  much  more  discussion  and 
doubt  as  to  what  belonged  to  the  collector  than  there  is  at  present.   The 
collector  now  has  a  stated  salary,  and  nothing  else,  and  his  accounts  are 
very  simple.    At  that  time  there  were  shares  in  seizures  and  other  ac- 
coants  with  which  I  am  not  conversant;  and  the  accounts  of  Collector 
Ilussell  ran  through  a  time  when,  I  think,  Mr.  Fiske,  the  present  chief 
deputy,  was  auditor.    The  accounts  are  mixed  between  Mr.  Hartwell 
and  Mr.  Fiske,  and  the  responsibility  would  be  perhaps  as  much  with 
the  one  as  with  the  other  in  regard  to  any  inaccuracy  in  them.    Those 
accounts  have  been  thoroughly  investisrated  by  the  special  agents  of  the 
department  and  settled,  having  been  found  correct,  with  the  exception 
of  a  small  balance  of  some  $300,  which  was  an  item  of  discussion  be- 
tween the  department  and  Collector  Russell  as  to  whether  it  belonged 
to  bim  or  not.    It  was  finally  ruled  that  it  belonged  to  the  department. 
I  say  this  in  justice  to  Mr.  Hartwell,  because  of  his  character  and  effi- 
ciency as  an  officer  having  been  spoken  of  by  the  last  witness.    That  is 
the  way  in  which  the  matter  stands  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment to  day,  and  I  have  received  official  notice  that  the  accounts 
of  Collector  liussell  are  adjusted,  with  a  balance  of  some  $300  due. 

Q.  Take  Mr.  Hartwell  as  a  clerk  since  yon  appointed  him.  What  do 
yoa  say  as  to  his  services  and  proved  capacity  for  that  position t — A. 
Mr.  Hartwell  is  the  clerk  in  what  is  called  the  warehouse  division.  The 
present  deputy  collector  in  charge  of  that  division  is  the  same  whom  I 
found  in  charge  of  that  division,  and  who  was  deputy  collector  under 
Hay  predecessor.  That  gentleman  informs  me  that  the  change  that  I 
made  in  that  instance  has  resulted  in  a  very  great  improvement  in  the 
Service. 
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Q.  Is  there  incapacity  od  the  part  of  Mr.  Hartwell  to  perfoin  the  da- 
ties  of  the  office  which  he  holds f — A.  I  should  consider  that,  instead 
of  his  being  incapacitated,  he  has  a  capacity  for  a  niach  more  difficult 
and  responsible  office  than  that  which  he  now  holds. 

Mr.  Platt.  With  regard  to  these  other  cases,  I  do  not  think  it  worth 
while,  with  our  limited  time,  to  go  over  them.  I  wanted  to  call  your 
attention  to  Mr.  Hartwell  particularly,  because  I  thought  it  was  due  to 
him  and  you  that  I  should  do  so. 


Charles  H.  Searles  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live? — Answer.  At  Millbury. 

Q.  Have  you  lived  in  Sutton? — A.  I  always  lived  there  previous  to 
1878. 

Q.  Were  you  assessor  of  that  town  Ia—A.  I  was. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Chase  an  assessor  on  the  board  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  ydu  had  any  conversation  with  him  in  regard  to 
the  valuation  of  the  Manchaug  corporation's  property  ? — A.  I  had. 

Q.  What  was  it  ! — A.  We  had  some  conversation  in  regard  to  valpa- 
tion. 

Q.  When  you  were  both  acting  as  assessors  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  had 
then  some  conversation  in  regard  to  the  valuation.  He  wished  to  have 
the  assessment  reduced,  and  I  thought  that  it  ought  not  to  be  re- 
duced. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  ? — A.  It  is  so  long  ago  that  I  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  he  not  complain  of  the  valuation  being  too  high  ! — A.  He  did. 

Q.  Did  he  not  threaten  to  oppose  your  re  election  if  you  did  not  agree 
with  him  ? — A.  We  had  some  pretty  warm  words,  and  I  so  under- 
stood it. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Platt.)  When  was  that!— A.  That  was  in  1874,  I  think. 
I  have  not  been  assessor  since  1S74. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Y^ou  understood  him  to  say  that  he  would  oppose  your  reelection 
if  you  would  not  agree  with  him  in  the  valuation! — A.  I  so  under- 
stood it. 

Q.  Were  you  elected  again  ? — A.  I  have  never  been  a  candidate 
since. 

By  M  r.  Platt  : 

Q.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  feeling  up  there  between  some  citizens  and 
the  corporation  in  relation  to  the  taxation  of  the  property  of  the  corpo- 
ration, is  there  not! — A.  I  think  there  is. 

Q.  The  company  want  to  get  it  down  as  low  as  they  can,  and  the 
citizens  want  to  get  it  as  high  as  they  can,  I  suppose  ! — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Q.  Were  you  chairman  of  the  board  ? — A.  I  was  chairiDan  of  the 
board  of  assessors  in  1874. 

Q.  Mr.  Chase  was  one,  who  was  the  other  member! — A.  Mr.  Dodge. 

Q.  Do  you  or  not  think  that  at  that  time  ydu  made  a  fair  valuation 
of  the  property  and  assessed  it  as  it  ought  to  be  assessed  ! — A.  I  took 
my  oath  that  I  had  assessed  that  property  at  its  full  and  fair  valuation 
acconJing  to  my  best  knowledge  and  belief. 


^1 
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Q.  Tea  did  not  tell  a  lie,  did  yoa  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  intend  to. 

Renewing  the  matter  all  the  way  back  to  1874,  have  yoa  any  donbt 

yoa  made  a  fair  and  just  taluationf — A.  Jason  Waters,  a  year  ago 

spring,  before  I  left  town,  came  to  me  to  know  if  I  would  allow  my 

to  b^  used  as  a  candids^te  for  the  office  of  assessor.    I  refused  to 

it  to  be  used.    He  was  very  anxious  to  have  the  valuation  of  that 

raised.    I  told  him,  "  Were  I  assessor,  I  could  not  consistently 

the  valuation  of  that  property  one  mill.'' 

Q,  Your  judgment  would  not  permit  it ! — A.  No,  sir;  I  am  a  farmer 

id  do  not  know  the  value  of  manufacturing  property,  but  in  1874  I  eu- 

^vored  to  obtain  information  on  that  point.    I  then  took  pains  to  ^nd 

It  bow  the  mills  in  Bhode  Island — the  Albion,  Lonsdale,  Ash  ton,  and 

)r  large  mills — ^were  valued  in  that  State.    In  Massachusetts,  I  went 

the  towns  of  Northbridge,  Grafton,  and  Millbury  and  obtained  firom 

the  valuation  of  the  mills  in  those  towns,  and  then  referred 


the  valuation  in  Man^iaug  Village. 

Q.  Of  the  mill  proper! — A.  Yes;  of  the  mill  proper.  I  call  that 
lang  Village,  for  it  is  essentially  the  village.  The  valuation  in 
mehang  stood  higher  than  the  average  of  the  other  three  towns  I 
re  mentioned.  It  did  n^stand  as  high  as  the  mills  in  Bhode  Island ; 
vadnalion  there  averaged  ^15  per  spindle.  The  valuation  in  Man- 
lang  Villagestood  at #12.74  per  spindle,  if  my  memory  serves  me  right, 
le  reason  why  I  thought  that  that  was  a  fair  valuation  was  this: 
le  property  was  situated  several  miles  from  a  railroad  station,  and,  to 
with,  I  agreed  with  the  other  assessors  that  there  should  be  an  al- 
^wance  made  of  $2  per  spindle  for  the  difference  in  location.  And 
[then  there  is  the  capital,  to  the  amount,  I  believe,  of  $350,000,  or  a  lit- 
|tie  more,  which  we  did  not  take  into  account  in  the  assessment  of  the 
tax  or  valuation  of  the  property. 

By  Mr.  McDonald  : 

Q.  The  point  of  the  controversy  between  Chase  and  you  was  that  he 
wanted  it  reduced  still  lower? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  wanted  it  reduced  still 
lower.    It  had  not  been  reduced  at  that  time. 

Q.  He  wanted  it  put  at  a  still  lower  figure  I — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  wanted 
it  put  at  $400,000.  The  valuation  was  $500,000.  We  had  some  sharp 
words;  both  of  us  got  pretty  well  excited,  and  I  believe  he  told  me  that 
I  never  should  hold  the  office  of  assessor*if  he  could  prevent  it,  and  I 
know  that  I  gave  him  to  understand  that  I  never  should  assist  him  to 
the  oflBce  again ;  and  I  believe  I  never  have. 

Q.  You  have  both  kept  your  agreement? — A.  I  believe  we  have,  but 
I  never  allowed  my  name  to  be  used. 

Q.  He  wanted  it  at  $400,000,  and  you  fixed  it  at  $500,000  !— A.  We 
redace<l  the  valuation  somewhat  that  year. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  the  valuation  has  remained  substantially  the 
same  ever  since  f — A.  I  do  not  know  what  the  valuation  is  at  present, 
^t  I  would  say  this,  that  Mr.  Chase  and  I  agreed,  after  our  sharp  words 
and  after,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  some  profane  language  had  been  used 

Q.  He  did  not  swear,  did  he? — A.  I  should  not  want  to  say  that  he 

'  not.  Some  days  after  the  one  on  which  the  sharp  words  occurred, 
.^6  a^p'eed  to  leave  it  to  the  selectmen  as  arbitrators,  not  that  I  thought 
Jt  was  any  of  their  business,  but  we  so  agreed.  Mr.  Chase  was  not 
present  at  the  meeting  of  the  arbitrators^  but  Mr.  Dexter,  for  the  mill, 
^as  present,  and  I  was  present;  he  and  I  making  the  statement — I  for 
one  side  and  Mr.  Dexter  for  the  other. 

30  BOS 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  At  what  was  it  finally  fixed  ! — A.  It  was  finally  fixed,  by  leavii 
to  those  selectmen  to  state  what  it  should  be,  at  $480,000.  Mr.  De 
showed  that  they  had  the  spindles  but  they  had  not  the  looms,  c 
least  had  not  all  the  machinery  but  only  part  of  the  machinery, 
therefore  we  thought  it  but  jost  to  take  off  $20,000  from  the  valaal 


Amos  Batchelder  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Blair  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ! — ^Answer.  Eight  miles  from  Mancl 
Village,  on  one  of  the  farms. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  you  have  been  on  the  board  of  assesso! 
that  town ;  and,  if  so,  for  how  long. — ^A.  I  took  Mr.  Searle's  place, 
have  been  on  the  board  ever  since. 

Q.  What  has  been  the  valuation  of  this  mill  property  in  ques* 
from  that  time,  and  what  is  it  at  present? — ^A.  It  essentially  rema 
the  same.  Of  course  the  valuation  of  stock  would  vary  in  diffe 
years,  but  essentially  the  valuation  of  the  mills,  the  real  estate,  and 
part  has  remained  the  same  as  it  was  when  I  came  on  the  board. 

Q.  What  is  it  nowt— A.  It  is  somewhere  from  $450,000  to  $480 

On  motion  of  Mr.  McDonald,  the  committee  adjourned  to  mec 
the  call  of  the  chairman. 
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ERRATA. 

In  testimony  of  M.  J.  McCaffertv  (p.  177)  the  place  spoken  of  as  that  at  which  the 
Manufacturers*  meeting  was  held  should  read  ^^  Worcester''  instead  of  ^'Webster." 

In  testimony  of  F.  M.  Draper  (p.  179)  ^'Webster  County"  should  read  ''Worcester 
County." 

In  testimony  of  Philip  L.  Moen  (p.  315)  "Webster"  should  read  '* Worcester." 


H  CONOBESS.  (  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

2d  Session.       )  (  No.  498. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  20,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


r.  Withers,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3261.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  the  bill  (H.  E.  3261)  granting  a 
ension  to  Elizabeth  Dougherty  was  referred,  find  on  examination  that 
^e  applicant  is  the  widow  of  Charles  Dougherty,  late  sergeant  Com- 
lony  C,  Sixty-ninth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteers;  that  said 
Sergeant  Dougherty  died  at  Germantown  Hospital  April  20,  1864,  in 
soBsequence  of  an  injury  received  by  falling  or  being  thrown  from  a 
railroad  train ;  that  the  widow's  claim  for  pension  was  rejected  "  for 
the  reason  that  the  claimant's  husband  was  not  in  the  line  of  duty  when 
he  received  his  fatal  injuries."  From  this  decision  an  appeal  was  taken 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  affirmed  the  rejection,  and  appli- 
cation is  made  to  Congress  for  relief  by  special  act. 

The  evidence  in  the  case  is  decidedly  contradictory.    The  strongest 
testimony  in  behalf  of  the  claimant  is  that  of  Patrick  Desmond,  a  ser- 

Ct,  who  states  that  the  deceased,  having  returned  from  veteran  fur- 
^h  to  Chester,  was,  in  company  with  him,  Desmond,  sent  to  Phila- 
delphia to  gather  up  stragglers,  and  while  in  the  act  of  getting  on  the 
care  for  this  duty  was  seized  by  one  of  the  provost  guard  and  fell,  or  was 
thrown,  to  the  ground,  sustaining  fatal  injuries  frx>m  the  passage  of  the 
cars  over  his  body.  Michael  Brady  corroborates  this  statement,  and 
Lieutenant  Taggart  deposes  that  he  has  personal  knowledge  of  the  cir- 
cumstance, time,  and  place  of  the  injury. 

Unfortunately,  however,  it  is  proven  by  the  papers  in  the  office  of  the 
Adjutant-General  that  Lieutenant  Taggart  was  himself  absent  without 
leaTe  at  the  very  date  when  he  thus  deposes  as  to  his  personal  knowl- 
edge of  the  facts.  Sergeant  Desmond's  testimony,  as  quoted  above,  is 
also  much  weakened  by  the  fact  that  in  a  previous  statement,  made  a 
few  months  after  the  occurrence,  when  no  question  of  pension  was  pend- 
ing, and  while  the  circumstances  were  all  of  recent  date,  he  says  that 
tbe  soldier  was  on  a  pass  to  visit  his  family;  and  this  is  corroborated  by 
lieutenant  Stewart,  the  adjutant  of  the  One  hundred  and  tenth  Pennsyl- 
vania Regiment. 

Sergeant  Desmond's  last  statement,  that  both  he  and  Dougherty  re- 
vived a  pass  fit)m  some  lieutenant  to  go  to  Philadelphia  and  pick  up 
stragglers,  cannot  be  reliable,  as  Colonel  Gregory,  of  the  Ninety-lirst 
'Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  was  in  command,  to  whom  Sergeant  Desmond 
J^ported,  and,  being  in  command,  no  lieutenant  could  have  given  a  pass 
*^the  purpose  indicated,  as  an  order  to  arrest  the  stragglers  would  have 
*^^  the  authority  given.    Again,  Desmond  states  that  Dougherty  him- 


2  ELIZABETH   DOUGHERTY. 

self  had  a  pass  and  was  in  the  act  of  showing  it  when  the  train  m 
off  and  the  accident  occurred,  bat  Taggart  and  Brady  contradict 
for  they  say  that  Desmond  alone  had  the  authority  to  go  to  Philade 
and  that  Dougherty's  permission  was  on  the  pass  held  by  Desmom 

But  the  testimony  of  both  Taggart  and  Brady  is  entitled  to  Uttle 
sideration,  since  the  records  prove  that  the  first  information  rec< 
by  the  captain  of  the  company  to  which  Dougherty  belonged  o 
death  of  said  soldier,  some  months  after  the  occurrence,  was  from 
geant  Desmond,  One  hundred  and  fifteenth  Regiment,  Taggart 
Brady  up  to  that  time  not  knowing  enough  about  the  matter  to  r 
the  facts  to  their  captain. 

In  support  of  the  claim,  it  is  shown  in  evidence  that  the  decease 
dier  wa«  faithful  and  efficient,  serving  with  gallantry  and  distinctic 
three  years  and  then  re-enlisting  in  tbe  veteran  corps.  These  facts 
prompted  the  committee  to  give  to  the  dependent  family  of  the  » 
the  benefit  of  the  doubt,  and  to  recommend  for  their  reUef  the  pa 
of  the  bill  with  an  amendment. 


(30N6BESS,  \  SENATE.  (  Rbpobt 

2d  Session,       ]  \  No.  499. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Apkil  20,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


[r.  Withers,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bills  H.  R.  11  and  S.  1452.] 

The  Cofnmittee  on  Pennons j  to  whom  tcere  referred  Mils  (8. 1452  and  H,  R. 
11)  granting  a  pension  to  Agnes  Fairly,  have  carefully  examined  thesame^ 
and  report  a^  follmcs : 

David  Fairly,  deceased,  was  an  officer  in  the  late  war.  He  did  his 
'Whole  duty,  and  was  frequently  commended  by  his  superior  officers  for 
gallantry  on  the  field  of  battle  and  good  conduct  in  camp.  He  was 
,  mounded  in  one  of  the  battles  in  Virginia,  in  consequence  of  which  he 
loBt  one  of  his  arms.  He  returned  to  his  command  in  forty  days  after 
Iiis  arm  had  been  cut  off  and  served  his  country  faithfully  to  the  close  of 
the  war.  After  the  war  had  closed  he  received  the  appointment  of  first 
Beatenant  in  the  Seventh  Cavalry  Eegiment.  On  the  22d  day  of  March^ 
1867,  he  was  granted  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days,  and  while  absent 
from  his  command  on  such  leave  he  lost  his  life,  by  falling  off  of  the 
cars  while  in  motion  en  route  from  Washington  to  Philadelphia.  The 
coroner^s  inquisition  relieved  the  railroad  company  and  its  employes 
of  all  blame  in  connection  with  hi^  death.  His  widow^  the  said  Agnes 
Fairly,  who  new  resides  in  Scotland,  and  is  the  subject  of  a  foreign 
government,  made  application  in  due  form  for  a  pension,  which  was  re- 
jected on  the  ground  that  her  said  late  husband,  when  killed,  was  not 
in  the  line  of  his  duty.  This  decision  is  in  conformity  to  the  uniform 
ruling  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

The  committee  believe,  if  the  law  is  right,  she  is  not  entitled  to  a  pen- 
sion ;  if  the  law  is  unjust,  then  it  ought  to  be  repealed  or  amended  so  as 
to  operate  on  all  alike.    All  private  legislation  is  vicious,  and  should 
li^^er  be  resorted  to  except  in  extreme  cases  where  great  injustice  would 
otherwise  be  done. 


ONOBESSy )  SENATE.  j  Eepobt 

tewiofi.        I  (1^0.  600. 


rsr  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  20, 1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


[THEBS,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1806.] 

monittee  on  Pensions,  to  wh^ym  was  referred  the  bill  (JJ.  R.  1806) 
ting  a  pension  to  Michael  Lingen/elter,  have  carefully  examined  the 
,  and  report  as  follows : 

claimant  enlisted  in  Company  L,  Nineteenth  Pennsylvania  Cav- 
1  the  12th  of  October,  1862,  and  was  honorably  discharged  on  the 
'  November,  1865.  His  application  for  pension  was  rejected  by 
nmissioner  of  Pensions  for  want  of  testimony  of  comrades  who 
resent  when  claimant  was  injured.  He  claims  that  while  in  the 
duty  as  a  scout  his  horse  fell  and  threw  him  on  the  pummel  of 
die,  thereby  causing  a  rupture  to  the  left  side,  which  disabled 
►m  doing  further  miHtary  duty,  and  he  was  sent  to  the  hospital  at 
lis,  and  thence  to  the  Veteran  Reserve  Corps,  Company  I,  Six- 
Beginient.  His  comrade,  Joseph  Walter,  who  was  with  him 
le  received  the  injury,  and  the  only  person  present,  died  before  he 
application  for  pension. 

rsd  affidavits  from  the  members  of  his  company  and  others  aver 
le  claimant's  statements  are  true,  and  that  he  was  well  before  the 
Dated  as  to  date  of  injury,  was  so  injured,  and  that  the  disability 
lists.  The  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
he  following  amendments :  Strike  out  all  after  the  word  cavalry, 
&  7,  all  of  lines  8^  9, 10, 11,  to  and  including  the  word  being  in  line 
^r  word  duty,  m  line  14,  add  the  following:  "subject,  however, 
I  laws  governing  the  rate  of  disability.'' 


:  Congress,  )  SENATE.  f  REPOBr 

i  Session.        )  \  l^o.  501. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  20,  I880.--Ordered  to  be  printed. 


WiTHEBS,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fot 

lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3264.] 

Committee  an  Pensions^  to  whom  wa^  referred  the  bill  {H,  R.  3264) 
imting  a  pension  to  Abner  Hoopes^  have  care/ully  examined  the  8am€j 
d  report  as  foliates : 

le  testimony  on  file  shows  that  the  claimant  sensed  faithfully  in  the 
war  in  Company  A,  First  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volunte^,  from 
anber  10, 1861,  for  nearly  three  years.  He  claims  that  on  the  march 
I  the  WUdemess  to  Petersburgh,  Ya.,  he  contracted  a  cold,  resulting 
)inal  disease,  all  of  which  is  supported  by  the  affidavit  of  the  adju- 
of  the  regiment  in  which  he  served.  The  adjutant  states  that  the 
186  rendered  the  claimant  entirely  helpless,  requiring  the  constant 
ition  of  a  nurse.  The  records  do  not  corroborate  his  allegations, 
show  that  he  was  on  duty  with  the  ammunition  train  and  with  his 
[xany  frt)m  June,  1864,  until  he  was  discharged  by  reason  of  the  ex- 
Idon  of  the  term  for  which  he  was  enlisted.  There  is  no  medical 
ence  of  treatment  for  the  alleged  disease  while  in  the  service,  nor  of 
xistence  prior  to  1871,  and  the  claimant  declares  his  inability  to 
ish  medical  evidence  prior  to  that  time,  as  the  two  physicians  who 
uded  him  immediately  after  his  return  are  dead.  On  the  other  hand 
abundance  of  testimony  is  given  by  his  neighbors  tending  to  show 
i  he  was  so  disabled  on  his  return  from  the  Army,  and  that  his  disa- 
ty  still  continues.  These  facts  are  further  sustained  by  the  testi- 
Eiy  of  several  of  his  comrades,  who  testify  that  his  disability  was 
sasioned  by  ezx>osture  in  service. 

Ihe  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  House  bill  3264 
ith  amendment. 


( 


CoNaBESS, )  SENATE.  (  Repobt 

Session.       f  \  No.  502. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  20,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


LATT,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

ommittee  on  Pensiom^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  P.  P. 
^e  and  others,  praying  for  the  passage  of  a  special  a^ct  granting  an 
ease  of  pension  to  WUliam  Young,  have  carefully  examined  the  same, 
report : 

petition  alleges  that  said  William  Young  is  tlie  survivor  of  three 
having  served  as  a  drummer  in  the  war  of  1812.  as  a  private  in 
exican  war,  and  in  the  late  war  as  private  in  Company  K,  One 
ed  and  sixteenth  Illinois  Volunteers,  from  which  he  was  honor- 
ischarged,  January  12, 1863,  upon  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability ; 
e  has  been  pensioned  as  a  survivor  of  the  war  of  1812,  at  the  rate 
•  month,  commencing  March  9, 1878 ;  "  that  he  is  now  advanced  in 
and  is  not  able  to  earn  a  livelihood  by  his  labor";  and  the 
mers  pray  that  his  pension  may  be  increased  to  an  amount  which 
?nder  his  declining  years  comfortable. 

evidence  of  his  service  in  the  Mexican  war  or  in  the  late  war  is 
ced.  but  is  presumed  to  be  correctly  alleged.  No  evidence  is  sub- 
i  otner  than  the  allegations  of  the  petition  above  quoted  to  show 
ctent  of  his  present  disability  or  his  present  necessities. 
\m  the  fact  that  he  has  made  no  application  to  the  Pension  Bureau 
pensioned  on  account  of  disease  or  disability  contracted  or  incurred 
g  his  service  in  the  late  war,  it  is  presumed  that  he  is  not  pension- 
apon  that  ground. 

e  question  that  seems  to  be  presented  is.  whether  a  person  now  en- 
i%  a  pension  as  a  survivor  of  the  war  or  1812  is  entitled  to  an  in- 
8e  of  pension  solely  because  he  also  served  in  the  Mexican  war  and 
lie  late  war. 

"he  committee  cannot  recommend  the  increase  upon  that  ground 
BC?  and  ask  that  they  may  be  discharged  from  the  further  considera 
1  of  the  petition. 


a  Congress,  >  SENATE.  i  Ebpoet 

*d  Session.       ]  \  No.  503. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  20, 1880.  — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


WiTHEBS,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  4759.] 

he  Committee  on  Pensions  having  examined  the  bill  (H.  E.  4759) 
nting  increase  of  pension  to  EichaMson  K.  Baird,  together  with  the 
ition  of  said  Baird  and  the  papers  filed  in  the  Pension  Office,  find 
t  the  petitioner  is  now  receiving  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $4  per 
ith  for  partial  dea&ess.  He  claims  an  increase  on  the  ground  of 
reasing  disability.  As  the  provisions  of  existing  law  authorize  the 
rment  of  a  x>ension  of  $13  per  month  for  total  des^ess,  and  the  regu- 
ions  of  the  bureau  have  determined  on  a  scale  of  pensions  rated  ac- 
;ding  to  the  disability  found  to  exist,  ranging  from  $1  per  month  up, 
d  as  the  Pension  Bureau  is  fuUy  competent  to  determine  the  degree  of 
sability  actually  existing  in  the  case,  and  the  proper  pension  therefor, 
e  committee  recommend  that  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  and 
fitition  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


tiB  COKGBBSS,  )  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  504. 


IN  THK  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  20,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


tr.  Edmunds,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  submitted  the 

following 

KEPORT: 

the  Committee  on  the  Judiciuryy  ichich  was  instructed  by  a  resolution  of 
the  Senate  passed  on  the  IQth  of  June,  1879,  to  "  inquire,  a>scertain,  and 
report  which  of  the  Pacific  Railroads  are  discriminating  against  the  United 
States  in  favor  of  private  shippers  ;  how  long  such  discriminations  have 
hem  made  by  each  company  ;  the  extent  of  such  discriminations ;  and 

.  ^kat  further  legislation,  if  any,  is  necessary  to  protect  the  United  States 
t«  reference  to  the  same,^  respectfully  reports  : 

That,  in  obedience  to  said  resolution,  it  has  considered  the  subject 
W  found,  in  general,  that  the  supposed  discriminations  had  con- 
feted,  usually,  in  the  company  requiring  the  United  States  to  pay 
fr  its  transportation  the  rates  pro\aded  by  its  general  tariff  applicable 
^  all  shippers,  as  a  rule ;  but  that  it  has  carried  similar  freights  for 
Scalar  shippers  under  special  contracts,  providing  that  the  particu- 
f  shipper,  under  the  special  contract,  should  give  to  the  railroad  com- 
ply all  its  business  between  the  points  proposed.  In  such  a  case  the 
Hipany  claims  that  it  makes  no  unjust  or  unequal  discrimination. 
!rhe  provisions  of  the  charters  and  laws  applicable  to  the  railway  com- 
buies  which  have  received  aid  from  the  United  States  are  quite  vari- 
i«,  but  have  a  general  similarity.  It  is  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of 
is  rei)ort  to  cite  the  two  principal  ones. 

That  applying  to  the  Union  Pacific,  Central  Pacific,  Kansas  Pacific, 
antral  Branch  Union  Pacific,  Sioux  City  and  Pacific,  and  Denver  Pa- 
Bc,  is  as  follows : 

That  *  *  *  said  company  shaU  at  all  times  transmit  dispatches  over  said  tele- 
^h  line,  and  transport  mails,  troops,  and  munitions  of  war,  supplies  and  public 
Elves  npon  said  railroad  for  the  government,  when  required  to  do  so  by  any  depart- 
ent  tl^reof,  and  that  the  government  shaU  at  all  times  have  the  preference  in  the 
ie  of  the  same  for  aU  the  purposes  aforesaid  (at  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of  compen- 
^00  not  to  exceed  the  amounts  paid  by  private  parties  for  the  same  kind  of  serv- 
>e).    (12  Stat.,  p.  45«,  sec.  6.) 

The  provision  applying  to  the  Southern  Pacific,  Northern  Pacific,  At- 
Mitic  and  Pacific,  Saint  Louis  and  San  Francisco  roads,  is  as  follows : 

Tliat  the  said  company  shall  not  charge  the  government  higher  rates  than  they  do 
Individuals  for  like  transportation  and  telegraph  service. 

Iliat  Mid  •  •  *  railroad,  or  any  part  thereof  shall  be  a  post-route  and  military 
^^^^  sabject  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  for  postal,  military,  naval,  and  all  other 
r<>^ernment  service,  and  also  subject  to  such  regulations  as  Congress  may  impose  re- 
*»icting  the  charges  for  such  governmmt  transportation.  (14  Stat.,  p.  295,  sec.  5, 
^«»dp.^,  sec.  11.) 
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The  provisions  relating  to  most  if  not  all  the  other  roads,  will  be  found 
brought  together  in  the  report  of  the  Auditor  of  Eailroad  Accounts  for 
the  year  1879,  pp.  212,  213. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  provisions  above  quoted  that  the  rights  of  the 
United  States  and  the  duties  of  the  companies  are  fixed  by  definite  pro- 
visions of  law^hich  are,  in  substance,  that  transportation  is  to  be  fur- 
nished to  the  United  States  at  reasonable  rates,  and  not  exceeding  the 
amounts  paid  by  private  parties  for  the  same  kind  of  service.    These  pro- 
visions are,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  substantially  what  the  common 
law  is  in  relation  to  all  common  carriers.    If,  as  it  appears  from  some  of 
the  papers  attached  to  this  rei>ort,  some  persons  have,  on  some  of  these 
roads,  obtained  freights  at  less  rates  than  the  United  States  and  general 
shippers,  the  question  whether  that  entitles  the  United  States  to  have 
its  freights  between  the  same  points  at  the  same  special  rate,  is,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  committee,  principally  a  judicial  one,  which,  in  case  of 
dispute,  can  readily  be  determined  according  to  the  circumstances  of 
each  particular  case  by  resort  to  the  judicial  tribunals.    The  law  seems 
to  be  adequate  to  the  protection  of  all  the  just  rights  of  the  United 
States.    The  only  difficulty  in  a  given  case  is  the  ordinary  business  and 
judicial  one  of  applying  the  law  to  the  particular  circumstances.    The 
committee  is  not  aware  that  any  legislation  is  necessary  to  accomplish 
this  end.    If  the  Executive  Department  of  the  government  is  of  opinion 
that  unwarranted  discriminations  are  for  any  cause  made  against  the 
United  States,  it  is  its  duty,  through  the  proper  channels  in  the  adjust- 
ment of  the  accounts  of  the  companies  for  transportation,  to  insist  upon 
the  proper  reduction,  and  a  correction  of  the  wrong ;  and,  if  in  such  a  case 
any  railroad  company  thinks  the  claim  of  the  United  States  unwarranted, 
it  has  only  to  commence  a  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for  the  recovery 
of  such  sums  as  may  have  been  thus  disallowed.    In  such  case  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  that  court,  or  of  the  Supreme  Court,  on  appeal,  to  determine 
each  case  on  its  own  merits. 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  if  any  wrong  of  the  kind  mentioned  in  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate  has  been  or  shall  be  committed  against  the 
interests  of  the  United  States,  complete  means  of  redress  are  already  in 
possession  of  the  Executive  Department  of  the  governments 

If  any  serious  case  should  occur,  such  as  is  mentioned  in  the  papers 
hereto  attached,  of  a  refusal  by  any  company  to  transport  freight  for 
any  reason  not  legally  justifiable,  the  ordinary  remedy  of  private  persons 
in  such  a  case,  by  suit  at  law,  is  open  to  the  United  States  through  the 
action  of  the  Executive  Department;  and  also,  in  a  suitable  case,  more 
stringent  and  decisive  proceedings  for  a  forfeiture  of  all  rights  derived 
by  such  company  from  the  United  States,  including  its  charter,  if  it 
have  one,  on  the  ground  of  a  disregard  of  its  charter  obligations. 

The  committee  is  of  opinion  that  under  the  circumstances  no  legislative 
step  is  at  present  advisable  touching  the  matter  mentioned  in  the  reso- 
lution. They  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  a  further  execution 
of  the  order  of  the  Senate. 

Papers  attached. 

Letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  of  the  15th  April,  1879,  addressed  to 
the  President  of  the  Senate,  with  accompanying  papers,  being  Executive 
Document  No.  14,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  first  session. 
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[S.  Ex.  Doc.  No.  14,  Forty-sixth  CoBgress,  first  season.] 

Letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Wary  communioaUfig,  in  answer  to  a  Senate  resolution  of  April 
7,  1879.  information  in  relation  to  discriminatione  by  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Comjpany  in 
ike  rates  of  freights  to  private  shippers  as  against  the  United  States, 

War  Department, 
Washington  City,  April  15,  1879. 

The  Secretary  of  War  has  the  honor  to  transmit  to  the  United  States  Senate  the  in" 
closed  report,  dated  the  12th  instant,  and  accompanying  papers,  from  the  Qoarter- 
master-General,  in  response  to  Senate  resolution  dated  the  7th  instant,  directing  copies 
to  be  famished  of  any  and  all  reports  made  by  the  Qaartermaster-Greneral  about  the 
month  of  October,  1878,  and  prior  and  subsequent  to  that  date,  of  any  discrimination 
made  by  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company  in  favor  of  private  shippers  as  against 
the  United  States,  and  all  correspondence  relating  thereto. 

GEO.  W.  McCRARY, 

Secretary  of  War, 
The  President 

Of  the  United  States  Senate. 


War  Department, 
Quartermaster-General's  Office, 

Washington^  D,  C,  AprU  19,  1879. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  resolution  of  the  United  States  Senate 
of  April  7,  1879,  "that  the  Secretary  of  War  be  directed  to  fiimish  to  the  Senate  any 
and  all  reports  made  to  him  by  the  Quartermaster- General  of  the  United  States  Army, 
about  the  month  of  October,  in  the  year  1878,  and  prior  and  sub9e<|uent  to  that  date, 
of  any  discrimination  made  by  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company  in  favor  of  private 
ahippers  as  against  the  United  States,  and  all  correspondence  relating  thereto.'^and  to 
inclose  herewith  copies  of  the  report  of  this  office,  dated  October  8,  1878,  and  accom- 
panying papers  on  the  subject ;  also  copies  of  report  of  this  office,  dated  September  17, 
1878,  and  accompanying  papers,  relating  to  a  similar  charge  made  against  the  North- 
ern Pacific  Railroad  Company;  which  I  recommend  for  transmittal  to  the  Senate  in 
response  to  its  resolution. 

No  other  report  of  the  character  stated  is  found  of  record  in  this  office. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

M.  C.  MEIGS, 
Quartermaster- General f  Bvt.  Major-General,  U,  S.  A. 

Tire  Hon.  the  Secretary  of  War. 


Quartermaster-General's  Office, 

October  3,  1878. 

A  system  is  in  operation  between  railroad  companies  and  intermediates  bv  which 
transcontinental  freight  is  transported  for  private  shippers  at  prices  less  than  the 
Quartermaster's  Department  pays  for  the  same  service. 

llie  Pacific  Railroads  are  involved  in  this;  their  acts  of  incorporation  require  that 
the  rates  to  be  paid  to  them  by  the  United  States  '^  shall  not  exceed  the  rates  paid  by 
private  parties  for  the  same  kind  of  service.'^ 

Private  shippers  pay  cash  to  the  intermediates;  the  Quartermaster's  Dapartment  is 
hampered  by  prohibitory  laws  in  settlements  with  land-grant  and  the  Pacific  Raii- 
voads,  hence  the  difficulty  and  the  apparent  evasion  of  law  on  the  part  of  the  Pacific 
^ilroads. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Quartermaster-General  for  instructions. 

HENRY  C.  HODGES, 
Deputy  Quartermaster-General,  U,  S,  A, 

Remarks  of  the  Quartermaster-General. 

We  lately  reported  on  charge  by  some  Pacific  Railroad  against  United  States  at 
greater  rates  than  charged  citizens,  in  violation  of  their  fundamental  law. 

Report  this  case  in  the  same  way. 

The  Treasury  should  have  full  information  and  deduct,  in  settlement  under  the  law, 
^r  all  credits  to  the  Pacific  Railroads,  whatever  appears  to  be  excessive  and  illegal 
<^harges,  f.  e.,  greater  than  charged  to  other  persons. 
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The  Secretary  of  the  Traamry  i»  trustee  for  the  Pacific  Riilroals,  and  has  the  matter 
and  the  power  in  his  hands. 
The  only  difficulty  will  be  to  get  necessary  information  in  each  case. 

M. 
Quartermaster-General's  Office, 

ApHl  10,  1879. 
A  true  copy. 

HENRY  C.  HODGES, 
Deputy  Quartermaster-Generaly  U,  S,  A, 


War  Department, 
Quartermaster-General's  Office, 

Washington y  D,  C,  September  17,  1878. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  communications  received  at  this  office 
from  the  vice-president  and  the  general  manager  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad, 
admitting  that  that  railroad  company  is  in  the  habit  of  making  cheaper  rates  with 
individuals  than  with  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  the  terms  of  the  law  of 
July  2,  1864  (13  Stat.,  365),  which  seems  to  forbid  such  action. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  railroad  is  in  the  wron^.  But  it  is  a  question  of  great 
importance  and  should  be  settled  only  after  full  consideration  of  the  law. 

All  the  accounts  heretofore  allowed  are  on  record,  and  the  case  should  be  fully 
investigated,  and  the  railroad  should  be  charged  with  any  illegal  excess  in  the  rates 
charged  and  allowed  and  paid. 

For  this  purpose  these  papers  should  be  seen  by  the  Third  Auditor  and  Second 
Comptroller  and  by  the  Auditor  of  Railroad  Accounts  (Chap.  316,  45th  Congress,  8d 
session,  p.  169,  Statutes  of  1877-187b). 

The  final  decision  for  the  United  States,  I  presume,  will  rest  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  who  has  special  duties  in  connection  with  the  Pacific  Railroads  and 
land-grant  railroads. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

M.  C.  MEIGS. 
Quarternuuter-Generalf  Brevet  Major-Oeneral,  U.  S,  Army. 

The  Hon.  the  Secretary  of  War. 


War  Department, 
Quartermaster-Gexeral's  Office, 

Waehingtonf  D,  C,  September  3,  1878. 

Sir  :  I  inclose  for  your  examination  a  communication  from  the  Subsistence  Denart- 
ment  reporting  information  received  by  that  department  to  the  effect  that  the  Northern 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  is  contracting  with  private  parties  for  transportation  at 
less  rates  than  the  charges  for  like  transportation  furnished  the  United  States. 

As  such  action  on  the  part  of  the  railroad  company  seems  to  be  a  violation  of  the 
law  of  July  2,  1864,  providing  that  "  the  said  company  shall  not  charge  the  govern- 
ment higher  rates  than  they  do  individuals  for  like  transportation,^  I  invite  your 
attention  to  the  matter,  with  request  that  you  take  measures  to  correct  any  infringO' 
ment  of  the  law,  and  to  secure  to  the  Quartermaster's  Department  as  low  rates  as  any 
that  are  made  with  private  parties. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 
Acting  Quartermaater-Generalj  Brevet  Major-General^  U,  S,  Arm]/' 

Mr.  C.  B.  Wright, 

President  Northern  Pacific  Bailroad,  New  Torlc  City, 


New  York,  September  4, 1878. 

Sir  :  In  the  absence  of  Mr.  Charles  B.  Wright,  president  of  the  Northern  Pacifi^^ 
Railroad  Company,  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  favor  of  3d  instant  i^ 
him  with  copy  of  commnnication  from  Subsistence  Department  relative  to  charges^" 
com  from  Duluth  to  Bismarck,  and  suggesting  a  seeming  violation  of  the  law  of  Ji^y 
2,  1864,  providing  that  "the  said  company  shall  not  charge  the  government  higb*' 
rates  than  they  do  individuals  for  like  transportation."  . 

The  contracts  of  this  company  with  Leopold  and  Austrian,  owners  of  the  line  oi 


PACIFIC    RAILROADS.  5 

steamers  between  Chicago  and  Dulnth,  are  made  at  the  office  of  our  general  manager 
at  Saint  Paul,  and  not  having  copies  at  hand  for  reference,  I  cannot  now  say  whetuer 
or  not  it  has  been  correctly  stated  to  you  that  they  pay  us  fifty  cents  a  hundred  on 
com  from  Duluth  to  Bismarck,  while  the  government  is  charged  a  higher  rate. 

I,  however,  know  in  a  general  way  that  we  have  contracts  in  existence  that  open 
the  question  which  you  now  present,  and,  for  the  purpose  of  a  reply,  I  may  assume  tnat 
General  Morgan  states  the  case  correctly. 

We  have  to  say,  in  reply,  that  this  matter  has  been  carefully  considered  heretofore 
bv  the  company,  and  we  believe  the  law  has  not  been  violated.  Our  established  rates 
01  fare  and  freight  are  preciselv  the  same  for  the  government  as  for  individuals,  '*  for 
like  transportation.''  Where  business  is  brought  to  us  without  limitation  or  restric- 
tions, except  such  as  lie  upon  us  under  the  law,  all  parties  are  treated  alike,  and  the- 
government  pays  neither  more  nor  less  than  individuals.  But  when  special  contracts 
for  transportation  are  asked  for  between  competing  points,  the  question  of  ^'  like  trans- 
portation "  is  materially  aftected  by  the  condiHona  of  such  contracts. 

In  all  of  the  special  contracts  between  our  company  and  individuals  that  have  come 
to  my  notice — and  I  have  no  doubt  that  of  Leopold  and  Austrian's  is  similar — a  pro- 
vision is  inserted  that  the  individual  contractor  shall  send  over  our  road  all  of  his  bu- 
siness to  the  point  of  destination  named.  This  is  the  basis  and  groundwork  of  the 
reduction  made  from  regular  established  rates,  without  which  the  contract  cannot  be 
made.    The  government  does  not  offer  this  inducement. 

It  advertises  for  proposals  to  transport  a  give^  quantity  of  freight  to  Bismarck^ 
and  onl^  assigns  to  us  so  much  of  it  as  it  deems  for  its  interest  to  do.  It  may  and 
does  assign  to  us  a  fractional  part  only,  and  sends  other  parts  by  way  of  the  Missouri 
River. 

Hence  it  is  not  to  us,  in  comparison  with  the  individual  business,  ''like  transporta- 
tion," and  in  our  opinion  cannot  be  claimed  to  rate  at  any  less  than  regularly  estab- 
lished public  rates,  unless  specially  contracted  for,  and  we  think  cannot  be  compared 
with  any  individual  contract,  unless  placed  under  the  same  condition. 
kespectfuUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEORGE  STARK, 

Vive- President 

True  copy.   ' 

CHAS.  H.  TOMPKINS, 
Deputy  Quartermaster-General y  U,  S.  A, 

General  Stewart  Van  Vuet, 

Quartermasier-Generaly  U,  S,  J.,  Wiuhington,  D,  C, 


Quartermaster-General's  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  b,  1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  copies  of  correspondence  between  this  office  and 
the  depot  quartermaster  New  York  City,  showing  a  system  in  operation  by  which 
transcontinental  freight  is  transported  for  private  shippers  at  prices  less  than  the  Quar- 
termaster's Department  is  charged  for  the  same  service. 

The  Union  and  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Companies  are  involved  in  this.  Their  acts 
of  incorporation  require  that  the  rates  to  be  paid  to  them  by  the  United  States  ''  shall 
not  exceed  the  rates  paid  by  private  parties  for  the  same  kind  of  service." 

Private  shippers  pay  cash  to  the  authorized  agents  or  intermediates  of  the  railroad 
companies  whose  lines  form  the  through  connection  to  the  Pacific  coast. 

The  Quartermaster's  Department  can  only  legally  pay  a  small  portion  of  the  freight 
money  tfi  cashy  as  explained  in  the  correspondence ;  hence  the  difficulty  and  the  ap- 
parent evasion  of  law  on  the  part  of  the  Pacific  Railroads. 

On  Sep^  ember  17,  1878,  I  reported  to  the  Secretary  of  War  a  charge  made  by  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  against  the  United  States  at  greater  rates  than 
charged  citizens  as  a  violation  of  their  fundamental  law,  and  in  that  case  I  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  papers  should  be  seen  by  the  Third  Auditor  and  Second  Comp- 
troller of  the  Treasury  and  by  the  Auditor  of  Railroad  Accounts.  (Chap.  316,  Forty- 
fifth  Congress,  second  session,  p.  169,  statutes  of  1877-78. )  The  facts  developed  in  the 
inclosed  correspondence  shoula.  I  think,  take  the  same  course. 

The  Treasury  should  have  full  information,  and  deduct  in  settlement  under  the  law 
for  all  credits  to^the  Pacific  Railroads  whatever  appears  to  be  excessive  and  illegal 
charges,  t.  e.,  greater  than  charged  to  other  persons. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  assigUee  of  the  Pacific  Railroads  and  has  the  matter 
and  the  power  in  his  hands.  The  only  difficulty  will  be  to  get  necessary  information 
in  each  case. 

Very  r.  spectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

M.  C.  MEIGS, 
Quartermaster-General,  Bvt,  MaJ,  Gen.,  V.  S.  Army» 

To  the  Hon.  the  Secretary  of  War. 


Tsr^ 


corporations. 

Bat  certilicatea  of  service  are  issned  for  land-grant  transportation  (see  par.  7 
O.  No.  107,  A.  G.  O.,  of  1875), on  which  legal  se^lements  will  no  doubt  erentni 
made  when  the  questions  at  issue  are  finally  determined  by  competent  anthoril 

And  the  earnings  of  the  bonded  Pacific  Bailroads  by  military  tn^nsDorlatic 
applied  bv  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  indebtedness  of  those  railroadB  < 
count  of  the  interest  paid  by  the  United  States  on  bonds  issued  in  their  behalt  ' 
l^nd-grant  and  bonded  roaos  are  the  beneficiaries  of  the  United  States.  By  sect 
of  the  act  of  July  1,  1862,  Incorporating  the  Pacific  Railroad  Companies,  it  is  pro 
that  they  shall  'transport  mails,  troops,  munitions  of  war,  supplies  and  public  i 
upoa  said  railroad  for  the  government  whenever  required  to  do  so  by  any  deparl 
thereof,  and  that  the  government  shall  at  all  times  have  the  preference  in  the  i 
the  same  for  all  the  purposes  aforesaid  (at  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of  eompeiM 
not  to  exceed  the  rates  paid  by  private  parties  for  the  same  kiml  of  service),'* 

There  is  nothing  in  law  or  orders  prohibiting  the  issue  by  the  Quartermaster 

Sartment  of  one  bill  of  lading  through  from  New  York,  Chicago,  or  any  other  pei 
an  Francisco,  Yuma,  or  other  point  on  the  Pacific  slope,  wnen  the  interests  < 
United  States  are  subserved  thereby. 

As  a  convenience,  and  at  the  request  of  the  railroad  companies,  separate  bills  c 
ingare  issued  for  the  service  required  of  the  Pacific  Railroads,  but  this  practice  n 
waived  whenever  desired,  and  a  through  bill,  with  proper  notations  as  to  mode  ( 
tlement,  may  be  issued;  certificates  of  service,  showing  the  value  thereof,  to  be 
to  the  bonded  and  land-grant  railroads,  as  provided  in  existing  orders. 

How,  in  view  of  these  facts,  can  these  organizations  legally  refuse  govern 
freight  at  as  low  rates  as  they  offer  private  shippers f 

You  are  requested  to  ascertain  from  the  ''California  Fast  Freight  Line,"  and  i 
to  this  office,  whether  under  the  mode  of  settlement  above  indicated  it  will  i 
government  freight  or  discriminate  against  the  United  States  in  shipments  and  ch 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant. 
By  order  of  the  Quartermaster-Greneral. 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 
Asst.  Quartermaster-General,  Bet,  MaJ,  Generalf  U.  S,  At 

Col.    L.    C.   E ASTON, 

Depot  Quartermaster^  Nett  York  City, 

[let  indoneraent.] 

Depot  Quartrrm\ster'8  Office, 

Neic  York  City,  Jiiae  10,  D 

nr«.nA  nf\r\%r  i*A<r«'k<\iiif  AiIItt  iftk^AfttxA  4-^\  "Mf     V.     Vlawltkxr     rrAnai>n.1  AOjaf-Am  AfTATif  'TloJii 
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ieved  that  this  plan,  if  adopted,  would  meet  all  necessary  requirements, 
ar  care  should  be  taken  to  prevent  loss  of  the  *'  original'  bills  of  lading  on 
ments  are  made. 

L.  C.  EASTON, 
Colonel  and  As^Utant  QuArUrmasier-Qeneralj  U,  8,  A,^ 

Depot  Quarierma9ter, 


[Form  No.  17. — QiuurteniuuBter's  Department,  U.  S.  A.] 
Original. — Bill  of  lading. 

New  York  City,  187-,  fh)m  Col.  L.  C.  Easton,  depot  quartermaster, 

ties  Aimy,  the  following  articles  and  packages  of  public  property  specified 
tents  and  value  unknown),  in  apparent  good  order  and  condition,  to  be  for- 
the  California  Fast  Freight  Line  and  connecting  lines,  from  New  York  City 
icisco,  CaL,  there  to  be  delivered  in  Uke  good  order  and  condition  unto  the 
iermaster,  United  States  Army.  Freight  to  be  paid  on  the  original  bill  of 
le  California  Fast  Freight  Line  by  the  disbursing  quartermaster,  United 
y,  at  New  York  City,  and  at  the  rates  hereinafter  stated. 

•res  are  en  route  from to  — . 

n  duplicate. ) 


Agent  for 


Depot  Quartermaster's  Office, 

JVeic  ForJb  City,  187- . 

that  I  have  shipped  this  day,  by  the  California  Fast  Freight  Line,  the  stores 
I  this  bill  of  lading,  and  that  the  weight  is  five  hundred  (500)  pounds. 

Quartermaster,  United  States  Army, 


u. 

No. 

PackagM,&c. 

Conteuta. 

Weight. 

Rate  and  class. 

termast«T, 
Lmco,  CaL 

2 

Two  boxes.. 

aothing... 

LhM. 
500 

Through  rate.  New  York  City  to  San 
Francisco,  Cal.,  $6  per  100  pounds, 
Ist  class. 

Proportions. 

Per  100 
pounds. 

New  York  City  to  Mississippi  River, 

payable  in 'cash  to  C.  F.  line. 
Mississippi  River  to  Missouri  River 

(Iowa  lines.) 
Bridge  J^ouncil  Blnfifs  to  Omaha . . . 
Union  PaciHc  Railroad 


Central  Pacific  Railroad 


'  Land-grant  railroad,  pay  • 
mentprohibited  by  law. 
"^    Certificates  of  same  to 
be  issued. 


California  Fast  Freight  Line, 
[  Via  Chicago  and  Northwestern ,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific, 

Chicago,  Burlington  and  Quincy  Railroads,  in  connection  with 

Union  and  Central  Pacific  Railroads'], 

General  Eastern  Agency,  319  Broadway, 

New  York,  September  25,  1878. 
Easton, 
and  A.  Q.  M,  Gen%  U.  8.  A.,  Depot  Quartermaster : 

R :  Referring  to  the  inclosed  correspondence  relative  to  issuing  a  through 
ng  to  the  Pacific  coast  for  government  freight,  the  matter  having  been  sud- 
•he  proper  authorities  representing  the  Iowa  and  Pacific  Railroads,  I  am  in- 
.  reply  to  state  that  they  decline  to  transport  government  freight  on  through 
ng  for  the  reason  that  each  road  desires  to  keep  its  account  separately  with 
ment,  which  could  not  be  done  if  a  through  bill  of  lading  was  issued  by 
'  the  roads  interested, 
jectfully,  yours, 

E.  HAWLEY. 


« 
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[1st  indorsement.] 

Depot  Quartermaster's  Office, 
New  York  City,  September  26, 1878. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Quarter  mas  ter-Oeneral  of  the  Arm^,  in  reply  to  hi 
oommanication  to  this  office,  dated  May  20,  1878,  a  copy  of  which  is  inclosed. 

From  this  letter  of  the  general  eastern  agent  ''California  Fast  Freight  Line,"  sn 
the  length  of  time  taken  in  sending  a  reply,  it  would  appear  that  these  railroad  com- 
panies are  anything  but  disposed  to  give  the  matter  favorable  consideration. 

L.  C.  EASTON, 
Col,  and  A,  Q,  M.  Gen,,  U,  S.  A,,  Depot  Qmartenna$Ur. 


; 


True  copy. 


Quartermaster-Generai^'s  Office, 

April  8, 1879. 

HENRY  C.  HODGES, 
Deputy  Quartermasler-Generalf  U,  8,  ± 


CoNGKESS,  \  SENATE.  (  Heport 

I  Session.        J  )  l^o.  505. 


US'  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  21,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


r.  Pryob,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPOllT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1203.] 

{  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1203)  based 
\pon  the  memorial  of  Margaret  B.  Franks  j  praying  for  compensation  for 
miperty  tnkenfor  the  use  of  American  troops  at  Green  Bay,  Wisconsin^ 
n  the  years  1816  a7id  1817,  having  considered  the  same,  report  : 

rhat  as  appears  from  the  memorial  of  the  said  Margaret  B.  Franks 
d  accompanying  papers,  one  Jacob  Franks,  a  resident  of  Green  Bay, 
d  within  the  Northwest  territory,  and  now  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin, 
r  many  years  before  and  for  many  years  after  the  treaty  known  as  the 
fay  Treaty,"  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  and  by 
id  treaty  transferred  to  the  United  States,  the  same  at  and  before  said 
eaty  being  domain  belonging  to  the  British  Govenmient,  the  said 
icoi)  Franks  preferring  to  remain  a  subject  of  Great  Britain,  and  at  the 
ne  of  the  said  '*  Jay  Treaty"  being  the  owner  of  a  considerable  estate, 
nsisting  of  farms,  merchandise,  cattle,  and  other  personal  effects,  as- 
gned  and  transferred  the  same  to  his  nephew,  John  Lowe,  who  was 
en  the  most  opulent  business  man  at  Green  Bay,  possessing  and  culti- 
iting  several  well  stocked  farms,  and  carrying  on  an  extensive  Indian 
ade,  in  all  of  which  Frankly  still  held  an  interest  as  his  patron  and 
editor,  and,  as  alleged,  became  the  owner  of  the  supplies  for  which 
dmpensation is  claimed;  that  after  the  said  treaty  the  United  States 
itablished  a  post  at  Green  Bay,  with  a  garrison  known  as  Fort  Craw- 
ord;  that  in  the  years  1816  and  1817,  the  United  States,  by  its  troops, 
ook  possession  of  the  said  post  at  Green  Bay,  with  Fort  Crawford ;  that 
he  advent  of  said  troops  at  Fort  Crawford  was  an  era  in  that  country ; 
hat  the  i)08t  at  that  place  was  far  away  from  supplies ;  that  provisions 
md  supplies  were  scarce  and  high  and  had  to  be  heavily  drawn  upon  to 
wpply  the  citizens  and  soldiers ;  that  not  only  quartermaster  supplies 
^ere  taken  and  used  by  said  troops,  made  up  of  beef-cattle,  corn,  oats, 
ind  hay,  but  that  work-oxen,  horses,  wagons,  lumber,  and  labor  were 
^shed  by  said  Lowe  and  others  to  the  amount  as  shown  in  the  peti- 
aon  of  $3,576.41  tl,  consisting  of  three  several  bills  of  particulars ;  one 
U,754.66|;  one  for  $1,143.75;  and  one  for  $678.00;  running  through  both 
Fears,  1816  and  1817.  Five  hundred  and  sixty-two  dollars  and  fifty 
pents  of  the  $1,143.75  account  was  made,  a«  appears  from  the  account 
t^lf,  with  one  Lewis  Grigson,  but  set  up  in  the  memorial  as  belonging 
^  ttie  said  Jacob  Franks.  For  a  better  understanding  of  this  report 
''eference  is  made  to  said  accounts  and  other  papers  constituting  the 
Ue. 


Tuat  Tuonias  l>.  j-ratiKS  was  tue  son  aua  neir  ot  jacoD  rTauKStao 
the  said  Thomas  Lowe  became  the  sole  party  interested  ia  said  bc» 
Tb&t  the  memorialist,  the  said  Margaret  B.  Franks,  was  thewi 
sole  representative  of  the  said  Thomas  L.  Franks,  deceased,  bi 
not  stated  when  either  the  said  Jacob  or  Thomas  L.  Fntnks  died, 
alleged  that  the  said  John  Lowe  died  in  the  year  1846.  It  is  i 
that  the  said  Thomas  L.  Franks,  failing  to  secure  a  settlement 
said  account  during  previous  years  at  the  War  Department,  in  it 
1840,  presented  bis  claim  to  Congress,  but  that  no  rcjKUt  was  eve 
for  or  against  the  claim,  as  is  alleged,  supposed  to  be  on  account 
want  of  properly  shaped  papers,  and  also  because,  as  they  sup)X)E 
General  McComb  refused  to  allow  said  accounts  on  the  ^t)undst 
charges  were  unusually  high. 

Attached  to  the  account  for  $1,73-1.62^  is  a  paper  writing  hav 
appearance  of  an  old  paper,  dated  "Maekun,  13th  August, 
Please  pay  to  Mr.  Jacob  Franks  or  his  order  the  sum  of  sevente< 
dred  and  fifty-four  dollars  and  sixty-six  and  two-third  cents,  being  i 
amount  of  my  account  with  the  United  States  herewith.  Signo 
Lowe."  This  memorial,  upon  which  the  present  bill  seems  to  be 
was  presented  to  Congress  as  per  indorsement  of  reference  Ma 
1871,  and  bill  No.  983  referred  April  17,  1872,  with  one  report 
Davis,  of  West  Virginia,  date«l  April  17, 1872,  fiivorably  to  the 
ance  of  the  account  for  $l,754.ti6g  and  excluding  the  other  two  fo 
of  proof. 

But  upon  a  close  inspection  of  this  claim  it  will  be  seen  that  tl 
inal  accounts  were  not  forwarded  to  the  War  Department  as  a 
but  are  now  with  the  papers  and  were  not  consumed  by  fire  or  otl 
destroyed,  and  upon  examination  it  will  be  found  that  the  accoi 
$1,754.6G§  embraces  all  that  was  claimed  by  the  said  Lowe  as 
him,  and  for  which  he  executed  the  order  payable  to  Jacob  Frai 
the  i7th  day  of  Augnst,  1817,  in  which  he  says  it  is  tlie  full  amon 
the  United  States  is  indebted  to  him,  Lowe.  The  account  for  $1 
is  made  up  of  two  accounts — one  for  $581.25  for  beef  taken  bj 
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3nflicts  and  discrepancies,  together  with  fifty-three  years'  con- 
lay,  is  enoagh,  in  connection  with  the  want  of  any  evidence 
that  the  i)etitioner  is  the  owner  of  the  claim  or  of  having  any 
tever  to  collect,  recover,  or  receive  the  same  in  her  own  right, 
(vas  a  subsisting  claim  against  the  government,  to  compel  its 
and  it  may  be  that  the  evidence  of  payments  was  burned  up 
>apers  of  Fort  Crawford,  as  alleged  by  petitioner.  The  com- 
erefore  report  adversely  to  the  same  and  that  the  same  be 
*d^  and  that  the  bill  and  petition  be  indefinitely  postponed  and 
ittee  be  discharged  from  farther  consideration  of  the  same. 


Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepoet 

I  Session.        ]  \  ^o.  506. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  21,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


cMiLLAN,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  757.  ] 

ymmittee  on  Claims^  to  xchom  was  referred  tlie  hill  (S.  757)  for  the 
f  of  Gallus  Kerehner^  have  consideredt  he  same,  and  respectfully  sub- 
the  folJotcing  report : 

t  was  brought  in  the  Court  of  Claims  by  the  claimant,  Kirchner, 
St  the  United  States  upon  the  contract  out  of  which  his  alleged 
arises,  and  the  matter  was  fully  considered  and  determined  by 
court,  and  the  claimant  received  by  the  judgment  of  the  court 
7.50.  The  court  was  divided  in  opinion,  and,  from  the  examination 
5  case  as  submitted  to  us,  there  is  at  least  great  doubt  in  our  minds 
tier  he  should  have  received  anything  at  all  under  his  contract. 
ihner  v.  United  States,  7  Nott  &  Huntington,  579  et  seq.) 
the  second  session  of  the  Fort^^-third  Congress  the  claim  was  again 
e  the  Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims,  who  re- 
d  to  the  Senate  (R.  676)  recommending  that  the  whole  matter  be 
•ed  to  the  Court  of  Claims,  &c.  No  action  was  taken  by  the  Senate 
the  bill  reported  by  the  committee. 

the  first  session  of  the  Forty-fourth  Congress  the  claimant  pre- 
d  his  petition  and  accomx)anying  papers  to  the  Senate  for  the  allow- 
of  the  same  claim,  and  the  matter  wfis  fully  considered  by  the  Com- 
?e  on  Claims  of  the  Senate,  to  whom  the  claim  was  referred.  The 
Qittee  submitted  to  the  Senate  the  following  adverse  report  (S.  R. 


oiMiiii/f€e  on  Claims,  to  whom  icere  referred  the  peiitioii  and  accompanying  papers  of 

Galium  Kerchner^  submit  the  following  report : 

tnorialist,  by  his  contract  of  July  21,  1864,  agreed  to  deliver  stone,  at  a  price 
)d  therein,  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  the  arsenal  building  at  Indianapolis, 
For  this  stone,  as  well  as  that  delivered  on  a  prior  contract  (not  necessary  to  here 
to),  he  received  from  the  government  !|7,144.70.  In  1870  he  brought  liis  suit 
e  Court  of  Claims,  and  by  the  judgment  of  a  majority  of  said  court;  (two  judges 
ntinfl;)  he  was  allowed  the  further  sum  of  81, '^7. 50.  He  now  asks  to  be  allowed 
5<)..50  for  stone  used  in  various  buildings  on  the  arsenal-grounds,  and  also  $18,390 
I  compensation  for  stone  used  in  the  main  building,  or  that  his  case  may  be  recom- 
)d  to  the  Court  of  Claims  for  readjudicatiou. 

the  last  session  your  committee  reported  a  bill  allowing  claimant  to  go  to  the 
t  of  Claims.  That  in  this  we  were  in  error,  we  now  entertain  no  doubt. 
e  case  was  very  fully  heard  before  the  Court  of  Claims.  Testimony  was  taken, 
due  notice,  at  great  length,  and  this,  after  full  argument,  was  subuiitted  to  the 
.  The  case  did  not  go  off  on  any  c|ue8tiou  of  jurisdiction.  There  was  no  want 
portunity  to  be  heard  upon  the  merits.  Three  of  the  judges  found  (as  we  think 
r  against  the  weight  of  evidence  and  the  law  of  the  case)  that  claimant  should  be 
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allowed  $1,377.50  over  and  above  the  amount  already  paid,  and  that,  too,  the 
had  execut-ed  receipts  in  full  for  the  stone  delivered.  There  was  testimonj  t 
to  show  that  he  had  been  paid  for  every  foot  of  stone  delivered  according  to  tl 
terms  of  his  contract.  It  is  true  there  was  also  evidence  that  he,  by  reason  of 
tivity,  did  not  very  well  understand  our  language,  nor  perhaps  act  with  the 
business  sagacity  in  making  his  contract,  and  that  he  protested  that  more  was 
him  at  the  time  he  signed  the  last  voucher.  But  it  also  appears  that  at  the  ver 
his  attorney  told  him  he  would  not  be  estopped  from  claiming  more,  the  ch 
only  pretended  that  there  was  *' somewhere  near  $5,000  owing  over  and  abo^ 
amount  he  was  then  receipting  for.''  At  another  time  his  attorney  said  he  1 
doubt  *'  that  there  was  six  or  seven  thousand  dollars  yet  due  claimant.'' 

But  without  referring  more  at  length  to  this  evidence,  which  ia  very  volum 
and  which. was  all  before  the  court  (and  if  not  there,  as  far  as  we  ca.n  see^  it  was 
ant's  fault),  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  court  seems  to  have  duly  considered  th 
in  all  its  aspects,  and  to  have  reached  a  conclusion  which,  in  our  opinion,  wat 
as  fair  and  just  to  claimant  as  he  could  reasonably  expect.  But,  if  the  court  ei 
its  judgment,  we  can  only  rejieat  what  we  have  frequently  had  occasion  to  say  c 
this  session  and  heretofore,  that  it  is  not  within  our  province,  nor  any  part  of  oui 
nor,  indeed,  within  our  legitimate  power,  to  revise  and  review  these  judgments, 
is  but  another  instance  where  a  party  has  had  his  day  in  court,  has  had  full  opi 
nity  to  present  his  case  on  its  merits,  has  not  been  as  successful  as  he  hoped  ( 
we,  perhaps,  might,  for  the  argument,  admit,  as  he  should  have  been),  and  do\ 
Congress  to  review  the  judgment  of  the  court  or  give  him  a  new  trial;  and  tha 
though  he  claimed  but  $12,754.50  in  his  former  action  before  the  court ;  and  t 
he  and  his  attorney  had  not,  at  the  time  of  settlement,  pret-ended  that  there  was 
over  $7,000,  he  now  insists  that  he  should  have  the  case  reopened,  so  that  he  no 
cover  over  $50,000,  or  more  than  seven  times  the  amount  he  was  paid,  and  for 
he  executed  receipts  under  his  original  contracts.  It  seems  to  us  about  time  thifi 
was  concluded.  If  not,  there  is  no  tellinc  how  much  the  government  may  be 
for  in  the  end.  Claimant  may  have  maae  an  unfortunate  contract,  but  of  tl 
court  fully  inquired.  It  is  possibly  true  that  the  judgment  was  to  his  prejudic 
it  is  a  bare  possibility),  and  yet,  under  well-recognized  and  well-settled  rule 
rules  which  cannot  be  too  often  repeated,  nor  too  stoutly  adhered  to,  for  the  ii 
of  the  government  and  the  due  execution  of  contracts),  we  feci  constrained  to  i 
mend,  and  do  recommend,  that  this  claim  be  rejected,  and  that  the  Senate,  by  it 
so  order. 

At  the  first  session  of  the  Forty-fifth  Congress  the  claim  wa« 
before  the  Senate,  and  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  were  rel 
the  petition  and  accompanying  papers  of  the  claimant,  made  the  f( 
ing  report  thereon,  which  wa«  adopted  (S.  K.  10) : 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S,  91)  for  the  relief  of 

Kerch  nery  respectfully  report  as  follows: 

The  petition,  and  papers  accompanying  the  same,  of  GaUus  Kerchuer  were  n 
by  the  Senate  to  this  committee  at  the  first  session  of  the  Forty-fourth  Congress 
committee,  having  fully  considered  the  claim  of  the  petitioner  at  that  time,  sub 
their  report  thereon  in  writing,  by  which  the  committee  recommended  that  the 
be  rejected,  and  that  the  Senate,  by  its  vote,  so  order  (Forty-fourth  Cong.,  1st  si 
R.  433),  which  report  was  adopted  and  the  claim  was  rejected. 

Rule  58  of  the  standing  rule^  of  the  Senate  provides  as  follows :  *^  WTienever  a 
is  presented  to  the  Senate  an<l  referred  to  a  committee,  and  the  committee  repoi 
the^claim  ought  not  to  be  allowed,  and  the  report  shall  have  been  agreed  to  I 
Senate,  it  shall  not  be  in  onler  to  move  to  take  the  papers  from  the  files  for  tb 
pose  of  referring  them  at  a  subsequent  session,  unless  the  claimant  shaU  pre 
memorial  for  that  purpose,  stating  that  new  evidence  has  been  discovered  8in< 
report,  and  setting  forth  the  new  evidence  in  the  memorial." 

The  memorial  in  this  case  is  merely  an  argument  for  a  rehearing  of  the  ca» 
contains  no  statement  that  any  evidence  has  been  discovered  since  the  report  < 
committee,  and  no  additional  evidence  whatever  is  submitted. 

The  present  case  is  perhaps  a  good  illustration  of  the  beneficial  operation  < 
rule. 

Your  committee  report  back  the  petition  mentioned,  and  asked  to  be  disch 
from  its  further  consideration. 

The  bill  now  before  the  Senate  (S.  757)  was,  upon  its  introdue 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  by  that  comffii 
referred  to  the  Secretsiry  of  Wav^  who  returned  the  same  to  the  com 
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h  accompanying  papers.  Whereupon  the  Committee  on  Military 
s  reported  the  bill  and  accompanying  papers  to  the  Senate,  and 
to  be  discharged  from  its  farther  consideration;  which  was  agreed 
1  the  bill  and  accompanying  papers  were  referred  to  the  Commit- 
Glaims.  The  evidence  offered  does  not  sustain  the  claim  of  the 
jit ;  and,  from  all  the  facts,  we  are  of  opinion  that  the  claimant  has 
and  upon  which  to  base  a  claim  against  the  government.  We, 
>re,  recommend  that  the  claim  be  not  allowed,  and  that  the  bill  be 
litely  postjwned. 


tarn  tk>NaRESs,  >  SENATE.  4  Report 

2d  Session.        ]  \  No.  507. 


IN  TEE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  21,  1880, — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Ilr.  Groo:me,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompauy  biU  S.  1249.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1249) 
to  amend  an  act  entitled  '^An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Sophia  Brooke 
•Taylor,  wdow  of  the  late  Major  Francis  Taylor,"  respectfully  report, 
that  the  said  Sophia  Brooke  Taylor  is  the  daughter  of  an  Ex-Chief  Jus- 
tice of  the  United  States,  and  is  in  very  reduced  circumstances,  and  has 
a  grown  son,  whose  condition  is  such  that  he  is  wholly  unfit  to  earn  a 
livelihood,  and  is  dependent  on  her  for  support. 

For  the  reasons  stated  your  committee  regard  the  case  of  Mrs.  Taylor 
.as  an  exceptional  one,  and  report  back  favorably  the  bill  referred  to 
them,  with  an  amendment  increasing  the  pension  allowed  to  her  from 
$25  to  $50  per  month,  instead  of  allowing  her  the  arrears  provided  for 
bv  the  bill  as  referred  to  them. 


n 
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'^ssion.         I  \  No.  508. 


rN^  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  21,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


•''erry,  from  the  Committer  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  867.] 

\mnHittee  an  Xaval  Affairs^  to  tvhom  teas  referred  the  bill  {8.  867) 
the  relief  of  Joseph  0,  AyreSj  a  surgeon  in  the  United  States  Navyy 
ort : 

at  petitioner  prays  compensation  from  Congress  for  the  reason  that 
not  credited  in  his  present  rank  in  the  regular  Navy  with  his  sea 
ce  in  the  volunteer  Navy,  he  being  debarred  from  such  credit  for 
reason  that  an  interval  elapsed  between  his  discharge  from  the 
Qteer  Navy  and  his  appointment  in  the  regular  Navy.  It  appears 
he  was  undergoing  examination  for  admission  to  the  Medical  Corps 
le  Navy  at  the  date  his  discharge  took  effect.  A  brief  statement  of 
dates  pertaining  to  his  naval  record  is  as  follows : 

seph  G.  Ayres  was  appointed  an  acting  assistant  surgeon  in  the  volunteer  Navy, 

mber  17,  1864. 

ly  24,  1866,  he  was  informed  by  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery 

ilation  to  an  examination  by  the  medical  board  then  in  session  for  admission  to 

ical  Cor])8  of  the  Navy. 

Q^ust  7,  1866,  a  permit  to  appear  before  said  board  was  issued  to  him. 

eptember  24,  1866,  he  appeared  before  the  board  for  the  reciuired  examination. 

eptember  24,  1866,  an  honorable  discharge  from  the  volunteer  service  was  issued 

urn. 

eptember  28,  1866,  he  completed  his  examination  as  assistant  surgeon  for  the  regu- 

Navy. 

•ctober  8, 1866,  he  was  appointed  an  assistant  surgeon  in  the  regular  Navy. 

^y  18,  1869,  he  completed  three  years*  sea  service  as  an  assistant  surgeon  of  the 

ontwr  and  regular  service. 

ctober  12,  lfc(X>,  promoted  to  passed  assistant  surgeon,  regular  Navy. 

'he  reply  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  the  request  of  the  commit- 
for  information  in  this  case  is  given  herewith : 

Navy  Department, 
Washington,  April  14,  1880. 

iR:  Id  reply  to  your  communication  of  the  22d  ultimo,  inclosing  a  copy  of  Senate 
fJ67,  "for  the  relief  of  Joseph  G.  Ayres,  a  surgeon  in  the  United  States  Navy," 
requesting  information  as  to  the  naval  record  of  Dr.  Ayres;  the  amount  of  money 
'  would  be  required  to  be  appropriated  if  the  said  bill  should  become  a  law ; 
ther  similar  cases  exist,  within  the  knowledge  of  the  department,  and  in  relation 
be  equity  and  propriety  of  granting  the  relief  as  proposed  in  the  said  bill,  I  have 
honor  to  transmit  a  statement  of  the  services  of  Dr.  Ayres,  showine  the  date  of 
iri^nal  entry  into  the  service  as  an  acting  assistant  surgeou,  his  discnarge  there- 
h  and  his  appointment  in  the  regular  service,  with  date  of  promotion  to  passed 
rtant  surgeon ;  and  to  inclose  a  copy  of  a  letter  addi*essed  to  Dr  Ayrcp,  from  the 
e»u  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  inquiring  as  to  his  desire  to  apjx'ar  for  examination 
idmimiou  into  the  Medical  Corps  of  the  Navy,  with  a  copy  of  his  reply  thereto  ;  a 
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copy  of  depart luout's  letter  to  hiui,  by  which  he  was  placed  on  leave  for  discharge ;  a 
copy  of  the  permit  issued  to  him  to  appear  before  the  medical  board  for  examination 
for  assistant  snrgeou :  and  a  copy  of  the  honorable  discharge  issued  to  him,  under 
date  of  September  24,  lt<66. 

It  appears  from  these  papers  that  Dr.  Ayres  originally  entered  the  service  as  an  act- 
ing assistant  surgeon  in  the  volunteer  Navy  December  17,  1864,  and  served  as  such 
until  being  placed  on  leave  for  discharge ;  that  he  was  honorably  discharged  from  the 
said  service,  as  an  acting  assistant  surgeon,  on  the  24th  of  September,  It^  ;  that  he 
was  examined  and  found  qualitied  for  admission  into  the  regular  Navy  as  an  assistant 
surgeon,  and  was  so  appointed  on  the  t<th  of  October,  1866. 

The  act  of  Congress  under  which  Dr.  Ajtcs  claims  (Revised  Statutes,  section  1412), 
provides  that  "  officers  who  have  been,  or  may  be,  transferred  from  the  volunteer 
service  to  the  regular  Navy  shall  be  credited  with  the  sea  service  performed  by  them 
as  volunteer  officers,  and  shall  receive  all  the  benefits  of  such  duty  in  the  same  manner 
as  if  they  had  been  doing  such  service  in  the  regular  Navy." 

The  construction  given  by  the  department  to  this  law  was  submitted  to  the  honor- 
able Attorney-General,  and  from  his  opinion  thereon  I  make  the  following  extract* : 

»  #  »  «i  According  to  the  construction  now  given  by  the  department  to  this  law. 
an  officer  must  have  been  in  the  volunteer  Navy  at  the  tinie  of  his  appointment  in  the 
regular  Navy  to  entitle  him  to  credit  for  his  volunteer  service,  and  that  if  he  had 
been  mustered  out,  and  was  not  an  officer  in  the  volunteer  Navy,  however  brief  the 
interval,  before  his  appointment  in  the  regular  Navy,  the  credit  is  not  allowed. 

"I  concur  in  this  construction.  When  an  officer  is  transfeiTcd  from  the  volunteer 
naval  ser\'ice  to  the  regular  Navy,  he  is  taken  out  or  removed  from  one  to  the  other ; 
and  in  no  sense  can  he  be  said  to  be  an  officer  transferred,  when  he  is  a  private  citizen 
at  the  time  of  his  appointment.  I  do  not  think  it  makes  any  difference  whether  a 
long  or  short  time  elapsed  after  the  appointee  asking  for  credit  was  mustered  out  of 
the  volunteer  ser\'ice;  for  if  he  was  mustered  out  at  all  he  could  not  be  transferred.'' 
(Opinions,  vol.  14,  p.  142.) 

There  are  a  large  number  of  officers  in  the  regular  Navy,  both  of  the  line  and  of  the 
staff  cori)s,  who  serv'cd  in  the  volunteer  naval  service,  and  various  intervals  elapsed  be- 
tween the  dates  of  their  discharge  from  the  volunteer  service  and  their  appointment 
in  the  regular  Navy,  ranging  from  one  day  to  a  month  or  a  year ;  and  no  matter  how 
short  the  interval,  they  are  debarred  from  the  benefits  of  said  law,  which  benefits  were 
accorded  only  to  such  officers  as  were  in  the  volunteer  service  at  the  time  of  their  ap- 
pointment or  transfer  to  the  regular  Navy. 

The  department  does  not  know  of  any  case  precisely  similar  to  that  of  Dr.  Ayres, 
who  was  under  examination  for  the  regular  Navy  at  the  time  his  honorable  dischaive 
was  prepared  at  the  department,  having  appeared  before  the  medical  board  on  the 
same  day  of  its  date,  and  which  discharge  he  had  not  then  received.     He  was  found 

?ualified  four  daj^s  after  the  date  of  said  discharge,  but  was  not  appointed  in  the  regu- 
ar  Navy  until  October  8,  1866. 

In  answer  to  your  inipiirv  as  to  the  amount  of  money  which  would  be  required  to  be 
appropriated  if  said  bill  should  become  a  law,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  sum  is 
stated  by  the  Fourth  Auditor  to  be  ^03.94. 

There  appears  to  be  some  equity  in  the  claim  of  Dr.  Ayres,  from  the  fact  that  he  had 
received  a  permit  to  appear  for  the  re(|uired  examination  for  admission  into  the  regu- 
lar Navy,  and  appeared  for  such  examination  before  being  actually  mustered  out,  and 
that  his  examination  was  in  progress  at  the  time  he  probably  received  his  discharge. 
Very  respectfully, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Xavy. 
Hon.  T.  W.  Fekry, 

Committee  on  Xaval  Affairs^  United  States  Senate. 

The  circumstances  connected  with  this  case  undoubtedly  make  it  one 
of  hardship  to  Surgeon  Ayres. 

Had  he  conjectured  that  the  law  of  March  2,  1867,  would  be  enacted, 
he  would  doubtless  have  made  special  efforts  to  complete  his  examina- 
tion before  his  discharge  took  effect,  and  very  likely,  as  he  recites  in  his 
petition,  the  department  would  have  withheld  his  discharge  uatil  the 
result  of  his  examination  was  known,  had  the  law  then  been  in  exist- 
ence. 

The  petitioner  lays  stress  on  the  fact  that  his  examination  was  actually 
in  progress  on  the  day  his  discharge  was  dated.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered, however,  that  an  examination,  even  when  resulting  favorably, 
did  not  entitle  the  candidate  to  an  immediate  appointment.    The  Ian- 


/^ 
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guage  used  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  of  August  7, 1866, 
was,  "  if  found  qualified  you  will  receive  an  appointment  as  an  assist- 
ant surgeon  when  your  services  shall  be  required." 

The  section  of  the  law  which  applies  to  this  case,  and  to  which  refer- 
ence is  made,  reads  as  follows  : 

Section  1412  Revised  Statutes,  page  249 — 

Officers  who  have  been  or  may  be  transferred  from  the  volunteer  service  to  the 
regular  Navy  shall  be  credited  with  the  sea-service  performed  by  them  as  vol- 
unteer officers,  and  shall  receive  all  the  benefits  of  such  duty  in  the  same  manner  as 
if  they  had  been  during  such  service  in  the  regular  Navy. 

Somewhat  analogous  sections  in  reference  to  privileges  gained  by 
length  of  service  in  the  Army  are  found  in  section  1219  of  the  Eevised 
Statutes,  as  follows : 

Sec.  1219.  In  fixing  relative  rank  between  officers  of  the  same  grade  and  date  of 
appointment  and  commissions,  the  time  which  each  may  have  actually  served  as  a 
commissioned  officer  of  the  United  States,  whether  continuously  or  at  different  periods, 
shall  be  taken  into  account.  And  in  computing  such  time,  no  distinction  shaU  be 
made  between  service  as  a  commissioned  officer  in  the  regular  Army  and  service  since 
the  19th  of  April,  1861,  in  the  volunteer  forces,  whether  under  appointment  or  com- 
mission from  the  President  or  from  the  governor  of  a  State. 

And  section  1262,  as  follows : 

There  shall  be  allowed  and  paid  to  each  commissioned  officer  below  the  rank  of  brig- 
adier-general, including  chaplains  and  others  having  assimilated  rank  or  pay,  10  per 
centum  of  their  current  pay  for  each  term  of  five  years'  service. 

In  the  case  of  longevity  pay  or  rank  in  the  regular  Army,  the  stat- 
utes provide  that  it  shall  make  no  difference  whether  the  service  in  the 
volunteer  forces  shall  have  been  '^continuously  or  at  different  periods.'^ 
Section  1412,  herein  quoted,  uses  the  term  "transferred,"  and  your 
committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  full  significance  of  the  word  must 
have  been  intended,  as  the  provision  in  relation  to  Army  service  referred 
to  as  above  was  enacted  on  the  same  day. 

Your  committee  also  have  the  concurrence  of  the  opinion  of  the  At- 
torney-General, as  given  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
herein,  as  to  the  legal  effect  and  intendment  of  the  law,  and  that  it 
made  no  difference  whether  a  long  or  a  short  time  elapsed  between 
an  officer's  discharge  from  the  volunteer  service  and  his  appointment 
in  the  regular  service. 

They  therefore  conclude  that  all  officers  honorably  discharged  from 
the  volunteer  Navy  and  afterwards  appointed  in  tiie  regular  Navy, 
"Without  reference  to  the  length  of  the  intervening  time  they  may  have 
l)een  in  civil  life,  have  an  equal  claim  to  relief  with  the  case  under  con- 
sideration. 

If  the  law  as  originally  framed  does  injustice,  all  who  were  injured 
«hould  have  the  benefit  of  remedial  legislation,  and,  if  such  is  the  case, 
"•he  relief  should  be  granted  by  genersQ  and  not  special  enactment. 
Your  committee  report  back  the  bill  adversely. 


I 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  21,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


r.  Pbyob,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

fte  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  John 
Pattee,  ashing  for  compensation  <is  lieutenant-colonel  of  cavalry  from 
May  17,  1866,  to  June  22,  1866,  huve  considered  the  same,  and  report : 

That  from  the  i)etition  of  the  said  Pattee  and  accompanying  papers  it 
ipp^u^  that  he,  the  said  Pattee,  was  mustered  into  the  military  service 
4  the  United  States  as  captain  of  A  Company,  Fourteenth  Iowa  Vol- 
mteer  Infantry,  on  the  23d  day  of  October,  1861 ;  and  on  the  30th-day 
rf  the  same  month  marched  to  Fort  Bandall,  Dakota,  in  command  of 
9(>mpanies  A,  B,  and  C  of  that  regiment.  That  during  the  summer  of 
1862  the  three  companies  aforesaid,  constituting  his  then  command,  were 
^nsferred  to  the  Forty-first  Iowa  Infantry,  and  that  he,  Pattee,  was 
ippointed  and  commissioned  a  major  in  said  regiment  on  the  1st  of  Sep- 
kember,  1862 ;  that  in  April,  1863,  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa, 
nnder  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  by  the  consolidation  of  the  said 
three  comjmnies.  A,  B,  and  C,  with  other  troops,  made  up  a  regiment 
and  designated  it  the  Seventh  Iowa  Volunteer  Cavalry,  appointing  him, 
^e  said  Pattee,  lieutenant-colonel  therein,  and  on  the  15th  day  of  May, 
1863,  mustered  the  same  regiment  into  the  United  States  service,  but 
tliat  he,  Pattee,  for  the  want  of  a  mustering-in  oflBcer  at  that  post,  was 
not  mustered  into  service  until  some  time  in  October,  1863,  in  fact,  but 
that  the  oflScer  recited  in  the  Army  books  that  he  was  mustered  into 
the  service  to  date  from  the  3d  of  June,  1863,  when  it  should  have  been, 
«8  alleged  by  the  petitioner,  the  15th  of  May,  1863.  The  petitioner  al- 
teges  that  from  the  date  of  his  commission,  15th  of  May,  1863,  he  was  in 
^mmand  of  from  four  to  eight  companies  on  the  Indian  frontier,  and 
charged  with  important  and  responsible  duties  to  July  20, 1863,  when, 
by  onler  of  Major-General  Pope,  commanding  Department  of  the  North- 
•^est,  he,  Pattee,  was  assigned  to  the  command  of  the  first  military  dis- 
Wct;  that  he,  Pattee,  wa«  paid  up  for  his  services  as  major  to  the  30th 
»f  Jmie,  1863. 

At  this  point  of  his  service  he  now,  but  not  then,  insists  upon  and  sets 
ttp  a  claim  to  the  difference  in  pay  between  a  major  of  infantry  and  a  lieu- 
tenant-colonel of  cavalry  from  the  15th  of  May  to  the  30th  of  June,  or,  ac- 
cording to  the  date  of  his  mustering-in,  from  the  3d  day  of  June  to  the 
^h  day  of  June — ^that  is  to  say,  46  days  in  the  first  shape  of  the  claim 
and  28  days  in  the  latter. 

Also  that  the  first  and  second  battalions  of  the  Seventh  Iowa  Cavalry — 
i>i  which  the  petitioner,  before  he  was  assigned  to  the  first  military  dis- 
^ct  aforesaid,  was  in  command  as  lieutenant-colonel — never  served 
^  said  district  one  aforesaid,  and  that  the  said  two  battalions  of  the 
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said  Seventh  Iowa  Cavalry  were  mustered  out  of  service  the  17th  day 
of  May,  1866 ;  and  that  the  third  battalion  with  which  he,  Pattee,  was 
on  duty  was  mustered  out  of  service  at  Sioux  City,  June  22, 1866 ;  that 
at  the  time  the  first  and  second  battalions  aforesaid  were  mustered  out 
of  service  he,  Pattee,  was  five  hundred  miles  distant,  in  command  of 
Fort  Sully,  Dakota  Territory,  then  garrisoned  by  tixx)ps  of  the  Fourth 
United  States  Volunteers  and  of  the  Fiftieth  Wisconsin  Volunteer  In- 
fantry, and  he,  the  said  Pattee,  was  relieved  of  his  said  command  at 
Fort  Sully,  8th  day  of  June,  1866,  by  Colonel  Andrews.  At  this  i)oint, 
the  said  Pattee  admits  that  he  settled  up  with  the  government  to  the 
17th  May,  1866,  at  which  time  the  first  and  second  battalions  of  the 
Seventh  Iowa  Cavalry  were  mustered  out  of  the  service,  but  insists  that 
he  was  on  duty,  notwithstanding  his  regimfent  was  reduced  below  six  com- 
panies, up  to  June  22, 1866,  when  the  third  battalion  was  mustered  out, 
and  claims  that  he  is  entitled  to  pay  for  the  time  between  the  17th  May, 
to.the  22d  June,  1866,  as  lieutenant-colonel,  a  period  of  thirty-six  days. 
Petitioner  also  claims  comi>ensation  for  traveling  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
the  place  of  mustering  out,  to  Iowa  City,  in  Iowa,  where  he  was  mustered 
into  service  and  his  home,  a  distance  of  three  hundred  and  sixty-five 
miles.  These  statements  being  taken  as  true,  the  committee  are  unable 
to  discover  any  reason  why  the  prayer  of  the  i)etitioner  should  be 
granted.  Case  presented  shows  two  payments  to  have  been  made 
from  time  to  time ;  the  first,  as  it  is  fair  to  presume,  upon  a  settlement 
and  balance  struck,  and  the  amount  due  the  petitioner  for  services 
rendered  the  government  ascertained  and  paid  up  to  the  3d  June,  1863, 
without  any  objection  on  the  part  of  the  petitioner,  showing  an  in- 
timation from  any  source,  as  far  as  the  petition  or  e\idence  discloses, 
of  dissatisfaction  as  to  payment  in  full  of  all  demands  in  any  capacity 
in  which  the  petitioner  as  an  officer  or  otherwise  had  rendered  service. 
The  second  settlement  made  was  on  the  17th  day  of  May,  1866,  which, 
according  to  the  statements  of  the  petitioner,  was  intended  as  final,  and 
must  have  been  so  regarded  by  all  parties  concerned^  and  thus  it  re- 
mained until  the  said  Pattee  asserted  a  further  claim  m  the  sha^ie  of  a 
petition  to  Congress,  and  presented  the  9th  day  of  February,  1880,  being 
a  repose  of  fourteen  years,  lacking  about  a  month — entirely  too  ancient, 
without  some  special  and  prominent  explanation,  to  justify  an  allow- 
ance, if  for  no  other  reason  than  the  antiquity  of  the  claim,  based  upon 
the  equitable  grounds  and  reasons  for  the  non-allowance  of  stale  de- 
mands. The  petitioner  alleges  in  his  petition  that,  as  a  military  officer 
in  an  Indian  country  and  a  long  way  from  home  and  white  settlements, 
he  was  charged  with  important  and  responsible  duties.  To  this  it  may 
be  replied  that  the  life  of  a  soldier  is  to  be  regarded  as  one  of  importance 
and  responsibility,  and  that  when  one  seeks  and  accepts  as  a  volunteer 
a  soldier's  position  he  takes  it  cum  onere.  That  while  the  committee 
have  every  desire  to  compensate  the  soldier  patriot  for  all  services  ren- 
dered, they  cannot  do  so,  however,  at  the  sacrifice  of  every  rule  of  safety 
and  protection  to  the  government  and  tax-payers.  The  committee, 
therefore,  report  adversely  to  and  recommend  that  the  claim  of  the  said 
Pattee  be  disallowed,  and  that  his  petition  be  indefinitely  postponed, 
and  the  committee  discharged  from  any  further  consideration  of  the 
same. 


j^ 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  21,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


3Ir.  Gboom£,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  followiDg 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial  of 

Henrietta  Wilson,  widow  of  the  late  Henry  Wilson  (who  served  in  the 

"«rar  of  1812,  Black  Hawk,  Florida,  and  Mexican  campaigns,  and  per- 

ibrmed  forty-eight  years  of  continuous  service),  asking  for  an  increase 

of  pension,  report  that  the  only  pension  to  which  she  is  entitled  under 

existing  law  is  a  x)ension  of  $8  a  month,  under  the  act  of  March  9, 1878. 

As  she  is  already  receiving  a  pension  at  that  monthly  rate,  they  ask  to 

be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  her  memorial. 


'm 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  21,  1830.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


tfr.  Teller,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1476.] 

!Wke  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {8. 1476)  jor  the 
rdief  of  the  heirs  of  William  Seldetij  deceased^  late  United  States  marshal 
for  ike  District  of  Columbia^  respectfully  submit  the  following  report : 

The  act  of  Congress,  approved  3d  March,  1873,  for  the  relief  of  William 
Gelden,  late  United  States  marshal  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  author- 
luDg  the  adjustment  of  his  a^^counts,  evidently  was  intended  to  embrace 
'those  aooonnts  for  his  entire  term  of  office.  The  facts  and  nature  of  the 
case,  as  shown  by  the  report  to  which  the  act  was  sequent,  preclude  as 
irrational  any  other  assumption. 

Indeed,  as  conclusive  of  Uiis,  the  act  specified  the  sum,  $11,220,  which 

the  aooousting  officers  of  the  Treasury  certified  would  be  due  for  said 

entire  term ;  and  they  furnished  the  official  statement  of  the  transac- 

tons  upon  which  the  report  was  based ;  said  statement  enumerating 

Ibe  dates  on  which  the  marshal's  several  accounts  were  rendered. 

It  is  very  apparent  that  his  first  account,  or  any  subsequent  account, 
eonld  not  have  been  rendered  until  after  the  period  had  elapsed  which 
the  account  covered. 

His  first  account  was  received  30th  July,  1858,  and  comprised  the  in- 

^iral  from  the  date  of  his  oath  of  office  and  entrance  upon  his  duties 

on  31st  March,  1858.  to  30th  June,  1858,  a  period  of  three  months. 

The  act  as  worded,  however,  recited  ^^from  30th  July,  1858,''  the  data 

^hen  the  first  account  was  presented,  instead  of  from  31st  March,  1858,. 

^  date  when  it  commenced — certainly  an  error  5  but  an  error  which 

^  Comptroller,  construing  the  literal  text  of  the  act,  did  not  feel  au- 

^^rized  to  correct,  and  he  accordingly  stated  an  account  in  favor  of 

^e  braeficiary  in  the  sum  of  $10,096.82  instead  of  for  $11,220,  the  sum 

^tipropriated  by  the  act,  thereby  excluding  the  whole  time  prior  to  30th 

^Uly,  1858,  making  a  diflference  of  $1,123.28. 

And  with  reference  to  this  difference  between  the  sum  appropriated 
^d  the  sum  allowed  by  him,  the  Comptroller  certifies,  18th  February, 
lS7a— 

Said  allowance  was  made  for  the  time  specified  in  the  act,  and  did  not  include  the 
^^riod  from  the  marshal's  appointment  to  and  including  29th  July,  1858. 

The  object  of  the  bill  under  consideration  is  therefore  to  rectify  a 
Manifest  error.  It  appropriates  no  additional  amount  of  money  over 
^e  amount  appropriated  in  the  act  of  1873. 


2  HEIRS   OF   WILLIAM   SELDEN. 

To  fiilly  explain  this  case,  we  quote  the  House  report  heretofo 
ferred  to,  and  which  was  adopted  by  the  Senate  without  ameudmc 

[S.  Report  No.  418,  Forty-second  Congress,  third  session,  f 

JV^e  committee  to  whom  uas  referred  the  petition  of  William  Selden,  late  United  States  i 
of  the  District  of  Columbiaf  asking  an  additional  allowance  at  the  hands  of  Coa^i 
his  maintenance  and  support  of  public  prisoners  confined  in  the  jail  of  said  Districtj 
fully  submit  thefolhncing  report : 

The  petitioner's  account,  duly  certified  and  allowed  by  the  Jud^e  of  the  c] 
eourt  of  the  District  of  ColumDia,  was  rendered  at  the  rate  of  thirty-four  ce 
diem  fop  the  maintenance  and  support  of  each  public  prisoner  confined  in  the  I 
jail  between  the  30th  day  of  July,  1858^  and  the  17th  day  of  May,  1861,  mak 
aggregate  sum  of  $29,342.56.  Upon  this  account  he  was  aUowed  and  paid 
accounting-officers  at  the  Treasury  at  the  rate  of  twcn ti^-one  cents  per  diem,  i 
an  aggregat<e  of  $18, 122. 46.  The  petitioner  claims  the  difi&rence  between  these  ac 
which  is  the  sum  of  $11,220. 10. 

By  act  of  Congress  24th  September,  1789,  section  27  (1  Stat.,  87),  a  manl 
authorized  in  and  for  each  judicial  district  of  the  United  »States.  By  act  of  C< 
May  8,  1792,  section  4  (1  /d.,  227),  the  marshal  was  authorized  to  include  in  his  f 
his  expenses  ''  for  the  maintenance  of  prisoners  confined  in  jail  for  any  c 
ofi*ense ;"  and  it  was  further  provided  that  the  account,  **  having  been  examii 
certified  by  the  court  or  one  of  the  judges  "  thereof  in  which  the  service  had  be 
dered,  should  be  *'  passed  in  the  usual  manner,  and  the  amount  thereof  paid  oa 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  the  marshal. '^ 

With  entire  unanimity,  the  legislative,  executive,  and  judicial  departments 
government  have  united  in  the  opinion  that  by  the  true  construction  of  the  last 
mentioned  enactment  ^^  the  certificate  of  the  judge^  upon  the  examination  of  the  m 
aocountSf  was  conclusivCf  and  that  the  items  therein  were  not  to  be  examinedin  any  mt 
iheoffictrs  of  the  Treasury  Department,*^ — (1  Opin.,  443;  5  /d.,  191 :  Sen.  Doc.,  ] 
29th  Cong.,  393 ;  Rep.  H.  R.  2d  sess.  30th  Cong.,  132;  U.  S.  vs.  Smith,  1  Woodsc 

By  act  of  Confess  27th  February,  1801,  sections  7  and  9  (2  Stat.,  106),  the  i 
of  the  District  ot  Columbia  was  placed,  both  in  respect  to  his  duties  and  compel 
on  the  same  footing  with  the  marshal  of  the  United  States  for  the  judicial  dii 
Maryland. 

Your  committee  are  aware  that  the  operation  of  the  fourth  section  of  the  act 
gress  of  May  8,  1792,  was  modified,  to  some  extent,  by  the  first  section  of  th 
Congress  of  August  16,  1856  (11  Stat.,  49) ;  but  that  siich  modification  had  no  i 
tion  to  the  District  of  Columbia  is  incontestably  demonstrated,  in  their  opi 
well  by  the  peculiar  phraseology  of  such  first  section  and  iU  evident  contra 
the  language  employed  in  the  eighth  section  of  the  act  of  1856,  as  by  the  fideli 
which  the  ^gislature  seem  to  have  adhered  to  the  scope  of  the  first  section  of 
of  Congress  of  26th  February,  1853  (10  Stat.,  161),  as  amended  by  act  of  Con 
March  2,  1855  (Id,,  671),  after  their  attention  had  been  specially  and  directly  c 
the  subject. 

Your  committee  are  constrained,  therefore,  to  the  conclusion  that  the  accoi 
sen  ted  by  the  petitioner  to  the  accounting-officers  of  the  Treaaury  was  not  n 
inable  by  them  upon  its  merits. 

Your  committee  deem  it  proper  to  further  report  that  the  sum  of  thirty-foi 
per  diem  for  the  maintenance  and  support  of  each  public  prisoner,  as  claimec 
petitioner,  was  in  itself  but  a  fair  and  reasonable  compensation ;  that^,  with< 
known  exception,  his  predecessors  in  office,  from  the  year  1816,  had  at  that  n 
allowed  and  paid  at  the  Treasury ;  and  that,  without  any  change  in  the  law  wl 
the  immediate  successor  in  office  of  Mr.  Selden  was  allowed  and  paid  for  tl 
description  of  service,  at  the  rat«  of  thirty-six  cents  per  diem — the  case  of  the  pc 
furnishing  the  solitary  example,  in  a  period  of  forty  years,  of  a  final  settlemer 
accounts  of  the  marshal  of  the  District  of  Columbia  on  the  basis  of  anv  less  all 
than  thirty-four  cents  a  day  for  the  maintenance  and  supi>ort  of  a  public  priso 
fined  in  jail. 

It  may  be  added  that,  since  1861,  the  custody  of  public  prisoners  in  the  Di 
Columbia  has  ceased  to  belong  to  the  marshal,  and,  under  existing  laws,  can 
no  ground  for  future  claim  against  the  government. 

l^on  a  full  and  careful  examination  of  the  subject,  your  committee  are  unani 
of  the  opinion  that  the  claim  of  the  petitioner  is  valid  and  obligatory  upon  t 
emment,  and  that  it  should  be  fully  discharged. 

lu  these  conclusions  your  committee  concur,  and  recommend  tl 
sage  of  the  bill  (8. 1470)  herewith  reported. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  21,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


■.r.  McPherson,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bUl  H.  R.  3534.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
I B.  K.  3534)  to  authorize  and  equip  an  expedition  to  the  Arctic  Seas, 
XTi)ort  the  same  back,  and  ask  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  Senate 
^lereou. 

The  committee  having  adopted  the  House  report  as  expressive  of  its 
"^riews,  herewith  submit  the  same  to  the  Senate. 

[H.  Report  Xo.  453,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  second  session.] 

The  Committeo  on  Xaval  Affairs  re])ort  back  to  the  House  the  hill  (H.  R.  3534)  "to 
authorize  and  equip  an  expedition  to  the  Arctic  Seas,"  with  a  recommendation  that  it 
<lo  pass. 

In  suhniittin;^  this  recommendation,  the  committee  refer  to  and  accept  the  reasons 
wt  forth  in  a  former  report  made  by  them,  to  wit,  Report  No.  89,  second  session  Forty- 
?nxth  Congress. 

[H.  Report  No.  89,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  second  session.] 

0 

Mr.  WniTTHORNE,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  following 
report  (to  accomi»any  bill  H.  R.  3534): 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  House  bill  No.  1823,  **to 
talhorize  and  equip  an  expedition  to  the  Arctic  Seas,"  having  had  the  same  under 
consideration,  have  directed  the  same  to  bi^  reported  back  to  the  House  with  a  substi- 
tute therefor,  and  thereupon  do  recommend  the  adoption  and  passage  of  the  substitute 
herewith  snbniittcd. 

In  making  this  report  the  committee  respectfully  state  and  report  that  the  object  of 
the  bill,  as  is  shown  by  its  terms,  is  to  authorize  a  temporary  station  to  be  selected 
vithinthe  Arctic  Circle,  for  the  purpose  of  making  scientific  discoveries,  explorations, 
and  observations,  obtaining  all  possible  facts  and  knowledge  in  relation  to  the  mag- 
netic currents  of  the  earth,  the  influence  of  ice-floes  therefrom  upon  the  winds  and 
seasons  and  upon  the  currents  of  the  ocean,  as  well  as  other  matters  incidental  thereto, 
developing  and  discovering  at  the  same  time  other  and  now  whale-fisheries,  now  so 
material  in  many  resjiects  to  this  country.     It  is,  again,  the  object  of  this  bill  that 
this  expedition,  having  such  scientific  observations  in  view,  shall  be  regularly  made 
for  a  j^eries  of  yearj,  under  such  restrictions  of  military  discipline  as  will  insure  regu- 
larity and  accuracy,  and  give  the  fullest  possible  return  for  the  necessary  expenditure ; 
and,  again,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  either  the  goveniments  directly,  or  scientific  corps 
Qnder  their  authority,  of  Germany,  Holland,  Norway,  Sweden,  Austria,  Denmark,  and 
^(u»ia,  have  concarrently  agreed  to  establish  similar  stations,  w  ith  like  object,  during 
?he  year  1880,  it  is  believed  that  the  interests  and  policy  of  our  people  concur  in  de- 
fdanding  that  the  United  States  should  co-operate  in  the  grand  efforts  to  be  thus  made 
in  the  solution  of  the  mysteries  and  secrets  of  the  North  Polar  Seas,  upon  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  scientists,  depends  so  much  that  affects  the  health  and  wealth  of  the 
liaTian  race. 

This  subject  has  for  many  years,  and  especially  during  this  century,  engrossed  a 
'Very  larj^e  share  of  the  attention  of  the  scientific  world.     The  enthusiasm  of  those 
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who  have  venturoil  so  much,  in  a  region  where  nanght  of  individual  profit  could  li 
an  inducement,  and  the  sole  motive  could  only  be  ^*the  good  of  mankind,"  is  worn 
of  our  highest  regard  and  admiration. 

Congress  has  at  diH'erent  times  and  in  different  ways  given  the  sanction  andenoo 
agenieiit  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  expeditions  and  explorationa* 
this  region,  and  always,  as  your  committee  believe,  with  the  approbation  of  the 
and  lately,  with  singular  niianimitVy  to  the  expedition  fitted  out  by  a  distio^L 
wealthy,  and  liberal  citizen  of  the  United  Stated,  Mr.  Bennett,  whose  vessel,  theJeiM 
nette,  now  under  command  of  Commander  De  Long,  of  the  Unit-ed  States  Navy,  i^| 
ing  under  the  national  flag  by  authority  of  Congress,  is  penetrating  this  ice-boan 
region  by  way  of  Behring's  Strait ;  and  no  well-informed  citizen  but  hopes  with  pri^ 
that  success  shall  mark  the  venture,  and  that  in  it«  beneficent  results  to  scieure  ti^ 
humantty  the  generous  liberality  of  the  owner  of  the  Jeannette  shall  findlmdeeen^ 
reward. 

Your  connnittee,  aware  of  the  deep  interest  felt  in  these  explorations,  and  parties 
larly  that  which  has  been  manifested  in  the  plan  known  to  the  American  public  « 
the  ''  Howgate  plan,''  as  is  manifest  in  the  petitions  and  memorials  from  8cienti€ 
and  commercial  bodies  of  all  parts  of  the  country  sent  to  this  and  preceding  (km 
gressen,  and  desiring  that  its  friends  should  briefly  explain  its  history,  purposes,  an 
expected  results,  sought,  by  addressing  them  the  following  queries,  to  elicit  this  infiat 
mation  and  so  to  preheat  it  to  the  House,  and  which  they  here  now  present 

On  behalf  of  the  committee,  it  wa«  requested  that  it  should  be  shown — 

I.  Chronologically  a  brief  of  the  various  expeditions  to  the  Polar  Seas,  and  nndfl 
what  auspices  made. 

II.  A  brief  of  the  alleged  scientific  results  of  these  expeditions,  and  references. 

III.  What  are  the  expected  and  hoped  for  results  from  the  proposed  expeditioiv 
scientific  and  economic. 

IV.  The  special  reasons,  &c.,  for  the  i>lan  proposed  by  the  bill  H.  R.  No.  1823. 
To  which  answer  was  made  a§  follows  : 

I. — Chronological. 

RUSSIA. 

1^*20. — Two  expeditious  were  sent  out  by  the  Russian  Government  in  l^^^J^coo- 
mauded  by  Admiral  von  Wraugell  and  Lieutenant  Aujou,  to  explore  the  regions  nortli 
of  Siberia. 

ENGLAND. 

The  following  exjieditions  were  sent  out  by  the  British  Government  in  the  jreiw 
namt'd : 

IdlH. — Captains  Ross  and  Parry,  in  1818,  to  discover  the  northwest  passage,  an^ 
Captain  Buchan  and  Lieutenant  (afterward  Sir  John)  Franklin,  in  the  same  year, 
with  a  thoroughly  equipped  expedition,  to  reach  the  Pole. 

1819. — Captain  Parry,  in  lbl9,  was  sent  to  explore  the  regions  north  of  Hudsoni 
Bay. 

1820. — Sir  John  Franklin  sent  out  on  a  land  expedition  in  1820  to  explore  thenotti 
coast  of  America. 

1821. — Captain  Parry  sent  in  1821  to  explore  the  regions  north  of  and  around  Hod 
eon's  Bay. 

1824. — Captain  Parry  was  sent  again  in  1824.  Captain  Lyon  sent  out  in  1824,  vii 
Hudson's  Strait.  Sir  John  Franklin  made  a  second  land  expedition  in  18^,  via  tli< 
Mackenzie  River. 

1825. — Captain  Beechey  was  sent  in  1825,  via  Cape  Horn  and  Behring's  Strait. 

1827. — Captain  Parry  was  sent  in  1827  to  rdach  the  Polo,  via  Spitzbergen. 

1833. — Lieutenant  Back,  in  1833,  was  sent  in  command  of  an  overland  expeditio 
through  the  Hudson's  Bay  territory. 

183b. — Captain  Back  was  sent  in  1836  to  complete  the  survey  of  i>ortioDS  of  tl 
coast  line  north  of  Hudson's  Bay. 

1845. — Sir  John  Franklin  was  sent  out  in  1845  to  search  for  the  northwest  passap 

1847. — In  1847  the  British  Government  sent  out  throe  expeditions  in  search  of  S 
John  Franklin. 

1850. — In  1850  three  other  search  expeditions  were  sent  out  by  the  British  Goven 
ment. 

1852. — In  1852  Sir  Edward  Belcher  was  sent  out  in  command  of  five  vessels  to  ware 
for  Sir  John  Franklin.  In  1852  Captain  Inglefield  was  also  sent  out  to  search  for  Sj 
John  Franklin. 

1875. — In  1875  Ca]>tain8  Nares  and  Stephenson  were  sent  out  to  reach  the  Pole,  vi 
Smith's  Sound.     This  was  one  of  the  best  equipjwd  exiieditions  of  modem  times. 
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GERMANY. 

,^S9.--In  1869  tlu*  Gennan  Government  sent  out  an  expedition  in  eommand  of  Cap« 
us  KoUlewey  and  Hegeniann,  towanls  the  North  Pole. 

AUSTRIA. 

1^2.— Austria  sent  out  an  expedition  in  1872  in  command  of  Lieutenants  Weyprecht 
id  Payer,  to  reach  tlie  Pole  via  Nova  Zembla. 

UNITED   .STATES. 

I^l.— The  United  States  sent  out  Captain  Hall,  in  the  Polaris,  via  Smith's  Sound, 

I  \m. 

*These  comprise  tlie  principal  governmental  Arctic  expeditions  during  the  present 
SBtury. 

Dnring  the  same  period  a  large  number  of  private  expeditions  have  been  fitted  out 
1  this  and  most  of  the  northern  countries  of  Enn)pe. 

"The  expeditions  of  De  Haven,  Kane,  Hayes,  and  Hall,  from  the  United  States,  and 
bow  of  Professor  Nordenskjold,  from  Sweden,  received  some  slight  aid  from  their  gov- 
s^meutB,  but  their  cost  has  been  borne  principally  by  private  citizens. 

for  detailed  accounts,  st^e  the  published  naratives  of  the  several  expeditions.  For 
'^Hef  acconnt  of  work  done  before  1857,  sec  a  small  work  by  Epes  Sargent,  called 
'  -Arctic  Adventures." 

^  See,  also,  for  this,  the  preliminary  chaptera  of  the  **  Narrative  of  the  Second  Arctic 
^ipedition  maile  by  C.  F.  Hall,  18H4- 69,"  prepared  by  Professor  Nourse,  United  States 
^avy,  nuder  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

II. — Some  geographical  and  scientific  results  of  past  Arctic  voyages. 

J'  The  discovery*  and  survey  of  the  vast  territory  lying  north  of  the  American  con- 
^Dfiit  Ix'tween  the  sixtieth  and  eighty-third  degrees  of  north  latitude,  and  longitude 
^  to  170-  west  of  Greenwich. 

f  The  discovery  of  Francis  Joseph  Land  and  WrangelPs  Land,  north  of  Europe  and 
'■•a,  and  the  survey  of  the  northern  coast  lines  of  these  continents. 

3.  The  discovery  of  the  magnetic  pole,  which  has  proved  so  valuable  to  commerce 
Id  navigation. 

4.  The  discovery  of  new  whaling  grounds,  notably  by  Captain  Hall,  in  Cumberland 
Uf  and  adjacent  waters,  by  which  millions  of  dollars  were  added  to  the  commerce  of 
e  Uniteil  States. 

>.  New  species  of  birds,  of  animals,  and  of  fishes  have  been  discovered,  some  of  them 

commercial  as  well  as  scientific  value. 

».  New  minerals  of  value  have  been  found,  some  of  which  do  not  exist  elsewhere. 

'.  Interesting  studies  in  ethnography  and  kindred  sciences  have  been  made. 

{.  Dor  knowledge  of  magnetism,  electricity,  meteorology,  and  of  ocean  currents  has 

»n  greatly  increased  by  observations  made  within  the  Arctic  regions. 

Jee,  skUo,  the  narrative  of  Professor  Nourae,  before  referred  to. 

III. — The  expeotei  anJ  hopel-for  resuliSj  scientific^  philosophic^  and  economic. 

[Tie  following  brief  quotations  from  Professor  Henry,  the  late  distinguished  hea<l  of 
Smithscmian  Institution  and  president  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences ;  from 
ifeasor  Loomis,  the  distinguished  meteorologist  of  Yale  College ;  from  the  late  Pro- 
wr  Manry,  formerly  at  the  head  of  the  Naval  Observatory  of  the  United  States ; 
m  Admiral  Sherard  Osborne,  of  the  British  navy,  and  from  Sir  John  Barrow,  for- 
rly  secretary  of  the  British  board  of  admiralty,  set  forth  the  advantages  to  be  de- 
ed from  Polar  exploration  in  plain  terms. 

[Letter  of  President  Joseph  Henry,  LL.  D.J 

Smithsonian  Institution, 

Washingfony  January  31,  1871. 

;ir:  Your  letter  of  tho  30th  instant,  asking  my  opinion  as  to  the  plan  of  Captain 
wgate  for  explorations  in  the  Arctic  regions,  and  its  utility  in  regard  to  scientific 
i  commercial  results,  has  been  received,  and  I  have  the  honor  to  give  you  the  fol- 
ring  reply : 

•""rom  my  connection  with  the  Smithsonian  Institution  and  the  National  Academy 
Sciences,  I  am,  of  course,  interested  in  every  proposition  which  has  for  its  object 
5  extension  of  scientific  knowledge,  and,  therefore,  I  am  predisposed  to  advocate 
f  rational  plan  for  exploration  and  continued  observations  within  the  Arctic  Circle. 
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Mucli  Ijiljor  has  been  expended  on  this  subject,  especially  with  a  view  to  reach  the 
Pole  ;  yet  many  problems  connected  with  physical  geography  and  science  in  general 
remain  unsolved. 

1.  With  regard  to  a  better  determination  of  the  figure  of  the  earth,  pendulum  ex- 
periments are  re(|uired  in  the  i-egion  in  question. 

2.  The  magnetism  of  the  earth  requires  for  its  better  elucidation  a  larger  number 
and  more  continued  observations  than  have  yet  be^n  made. 

3.  To  complete  our  knowledge  of  the  tides  of  the  ocean,  a  scries  of  observations 
should  be  made  for  at  least  an  entire  year. 

4.  For  completing  our  knowledge  of  the  winds  of  the  globe,  the  results  of  a  larger 
series  of  observations  than  those  we  now  ppssess  are  necessary,  and  also  additional 
observations  on  temperature. 

5.  The  whole  field  of  natural  history  could  be  enriched  by  collections  in  the  line  of 
botany,  mineralogy,  geology,  &,c.,  and  facts  of  interest  obtained  with  regard  to  the 
influence  of  extreme  cold  on  animal  and  vegetable  life. 

All  of  the  above-mentioned  branches  of  science  are  indirectly  connected  with  the 
well-being  of  man,  and  tend  not  only  to  enlarge  his  sphere  of  mental  pleasures,  but 
to  promote  the  application  of  science  to  the  arts  of  life. 

As  to  the  special  plan  of  Captain  Howgate,  that  of  establishing  a  colony  of  ex- 
plorers and  observers,  to  be  continued  for  several  j'ears,  I  think  favorably. 

The  observations  which  have  previously  been  made  in  the  Arctic  regions  have 
usually  been  of  a  fragmentary  charaeter,  and  not  sufficient  in  any  one  case  to  estab- 
lish the  changes  of  the  observed  phenomena  during  an  entire  year,  whereas  to  obtain 
even  an  approximation  to  the  general  law  of  changes  a  number  of  years  are  required. 

It  may  be  proper  to  state,  in  behalf  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences,  that  should 
Congress  make  the  necessary  appropriation  for  this  enterprise,  the  Academy  will 
cheerfully  give  a  series  of  directions  as  to  the  details  of  the  investigations  to  be  made, 
and  the  best  methods  to  be  employed. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOSEPH  HENRY, 

•  Secretary  Smithsonian  Institution^  President  National  Academy  of  Sciences. 

(From  Professor  Loomis,  of  Yale  College.] 

There  is  scarcely  a  problem  relating  to  the  physics  of  the  glolje  which  can  be  fully 
understood  without  a  knowledge  of  the  phenomena  within  the  Polar  regions.  What- 
ever phenomena  we  may  wish  to  investigate,  it  is  of  special  importance  to  determine 
its  maximum  and  minimum  values,  and  in  nearly  all  questions  of  terrestrial  physics 
one  or  other  of  these  values  is  found  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  Pole.  If,  for  ex- 
ample, we  wish  to  determine  the  distribution  of  temperature  upon  the  surface  of  the 
globe,  it  is  specially  important  to  determine  the  extremes  of  temperature,  one  of 
which  is  to  be  found  near  the  Equator  and  the  other  near  the  Poles.  If  we  wish  to 
investigate  the  system  of  circulation  of  the  winds,  onr  investigation  would  )>e  sadly 
deficient  without  a  knowledge  of  the  phenomena  in  the  Polar  regions. 

If  we  wish  to  study  the  fluctuations  in  the  pressure  of  the  atmosphere,  whether  pe- 
riodical or  accidental,  we  cannot  be  sure  that  we  understand  the  phenomena  in  tiie 
middle  latitudes  unless  we  know  what  takes  place  in  the  Polar  regions.  If  wo  wish 
to  investigate  the  cuiTcnts  of  the  ocean,  we  find  indications  of  currents  coming  from 
the  Polar  regions,  and  it  is  important  t-o  be  able  to  (race  these  currents  to  their  source. 
If  we  wish  to  investigate  the  laws  of  the  tides,  we  need  observations  from  every 
ocean  ;  and  observations  in  the  Arctic  regions  have  a  special  value  on  account  of  their 
distance  from  the  place  where  the  daily  tidal  wave  takes  its  origin.  If  we  wish  to 
study  the  phenomena  of  atmospheric  electricity  and  of  auroral  exhibitions,  no  part 
of  the  world  is  more  important  than  the  Polar  regions.  If  we  wish  to  study  the  phe- 
nomena of  terrestrial  magnetism,  observations  in  the  I*olar  regions  have  a  special  value, 
since  it  is  here  the  dipping  needle  assumes  a  vertical  position  and  the  intensity  of  the 
earth's  magnetism  is  the  greatest.  If  we  wish  to  determine  the  dimensions  and  figures 
of  the  earth,  we  require  to  know  the  length  of  a  degree  of  latitude  where  it  is  greatest 
and  also  where  it  is  least.  If  we  wish  to  determine  how  the  force  of  gravity  varies  in 
different  part«  of  the  world,  we  require  observations  of  the  second's  jtendulum  both 
where  it  is  greatest  and  where  it  is  least.  In  short,  there  is  no  problem  connected  with 
the  physics  of  the  globe  which  does  not  demand  observations  from  the  Polar  i*egions, 
and  generally  the  Poles  and  the  Ecjuator  are  iliore  important  as  stations  of  observation 
than  any  other  portions  of  the  earth's  surface.  If  the  information  which  has  been  ac- 
quired upon  the  various  subjects  in  the  numerous  Polar  expeditions  of  the  last  half 
century  were  annihilated,  it  would  leave  an  immense  chasm  which  would  greatly  im- 
pair the  value  of  the  researches  which  have  been  made  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

The  subjects  to  which  I  have  here  referred  are  scientific  rather  than  commercial ; 
but  many  of  them  have  an  important  bearing  upon  questions  which  affect  the  com- 
merce of  the  globe.    In  the  attempts  which  are  now  being  made  by  the  joint  efibrts  of 
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nations  of  the  globe  to  determine  the  laws  of  storms,  if  we  coul«l  have 
tions  from  a  group  of  stations  within  the  Arctic  Circle,  it  is  believed  that 
rove  of  the  highest  value  in  enabling  us  to  explain  the  phenomena  of  the 
ide&  Every  winter  npon  the  eastern  side  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  we 
sely  cold  wave  moving  down  from  the  northward  and  spreading  over  a 

of  the  United  States.  How  can  we  fully  understand  the  cause  of  the 
B  of  tem|>erature  which  so  frequently  occur  during  the  winter  months, 
ow  where  this  cold  air  comes  ttomf  And  how  can  this  be  determined 
I  stations  of  obsei vatiou  extending  northward  over  the  Polar  regions? 
(tension  of  the  commerce  of  the  world  in  recent  times  and  its  increased 
due  in  no  small  degree  to  more  accurate  information  respecting  the 
e  globe,  inclnding  such  subjects  as  the  mean  direction  and  force  of  the 
inos ;  the  laws  of  stonns ;  the  use  of  the  barometer  in  giving  warning  of 
violent  winds;  the  surest  mode  of  escaping  the  violence  of  a  storm  when 
r  a  gale ;  the  most  advantageous  route  from  one  part  to  another ;  the 
I  velocity  of  the  current  in  every  ocean ;  the  variation  of  the  magnetic 

latitudes,  and  its  changes  from  year  to  year;  together  with  many  other 
id  most  of  these  investigations  have  been  greatly  facilitated  by  observa- 
have  been  made  within  the  Arctic  regions.     I  do  not  regard  it  as  any 

to  claim  that  the  l>enefits  which  have  resulted  both  directly  and  iudi- 
commerce  of  the  world  in  consequence  of  Polar  expeditions  are  more  than 
he  money  which  has  been  expended  on  these  enterprises. 

[From  Prof.  M.  F.  Maury.] 

J  Polar  area  the  tides  have  their  cradle,  and  whales  their  nursery.  There 
iiplute  their  circuit,  and  the  currents  of  the  sea  their  round,  in  the  wou- 
of  oceanic  circulation  ;  there  the  aurora  is  lighted  up  and  the  trembling 
lit  to  rest ;  and  there,  too,  in  the  mazes  of  that  mystic  circle,  terrestrial 
It  power,  and  of  va.st  influence  upon  the  well-beirtg  of  man,  are  contin- 
:.  It  is  a  circle  of  mysteries,  and  the  desire  to  tfnter  it,  to  explore  the 
istes  and  secret  chambers,  and  to  study  its  jihysical  aspects,  has  grown 


[From  Almlril  Osboruo.! 

mtages  to  be  derived  from  an  exploration  of  the  Polar  area:  In  the  first 
an  unknown  area  of  1,131,000  square  miles  of  the  globe's  surface  a  sheer 
lin  that  aroa  we  are  profoundly  ignorant  whetlier  there  be  lands  or 
her,  as  some  say,  it  is  a  silent  frozen  solitude,  or  an  open  sea  teeming 
life.  So  far  as  it  has  yet  been  explored  in  that  direction  the  land  has 
ipable  of  supporting  not  only  animal  but  human  life. 

ts,  therefore,  as  well  as  geographers,  there  is  everything  to  be  discovered 
liar  area,  and  not  only  the  botany  of  the  land,  but  that  of  the  sea  and 

ater  lakes  and  rivers  flowing  from  the  glaciers  of  that  ice-bound  region. 

•  ##### 

[From  Sir  John  Barrow.] 

be  asked  cui  bono  are  these  northern  voyages  undertaken  ?  If  they  were 
prosecuted  for  the  sake  of  making  a  passage  from  England  to  China,  and 
'urposo,  their  utility  might  fairly  be  questioned.  But  when  the  acquisi- 
edge  is  the  ground-work  of  all  the  instruction  under  which  they  are  sent 
ihe  commanuing  oflioer  is  directed  to  cause  constant  observations  to  be 
5  advancement  for  every  branch  ol  science — astronomy,  navigation, 
meteorology,  including  electricity  and  magnetism,  and  to  make  coUec- 
ct«  of  natural  history  ;  m  short,  to  lose  no  opportunity  of  acquiring  new 
t  information  and  discovery ;  and  when  it  is  considered  that  these  voy- 
>loyment  to  officers  and  men  in  time  of  peace,  and  produce  officers  and 
I  surpassed,  perhaps  not  equaled,  in  any  other  branch  of  the  service,  the 
7HO  is  readily  answered  in  the  words  of  the  minister  of  Queon  Elizabeth, 
is  power." 

ewton,  of  Cambridge,  has  drawn  attention  to  some  interesting  questions 
e  migrations  of  birds  toward  the  unknown  area.     He  says,  *'  The  shores 
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of  the  British  IslandH,  and  of  many  other  countries  in  the  northern  hemispbcw. 
annually,  for  a  longer  or  shorter  period,  frequented  by  a  countless  multitude  of  bf 
which  tliere  i«  every  reason  to  believe  resort  in  summer  to  very  high  northern latit 
for  purposes  the  most  important,  and,  since  they  continue  the  practice  year  after  yi 
they  must  find  the  migration  conducive  to  their  advantage.    There  most  be 
water  that  is  not  always  frozen  ;  secondly,  there  must  be  some  land  on  which 
may  set  their  feet ;  and  thirdly,  there  must  be  plenty  of  food,  supplied  either  byUi 
water  or  by  land,  or  by  both,  for  their  nourishment  and  that  of  their  progeny. 

**People\vho  have  been  in  Iceland  and  Greenland  have  not>edthe  appearance  of  Ibdl! 
binls  in  those  countries,  but  in  neither  of  them  do  they  stay  longer  than  with  ns;  vA 
as  we  know  that  it  takes  no  other  direction,  it  must  move  farther  north.  Weiwy, 
therefore,  fairly  infer  that  the  lands  visited  by  these  birds  in  the  middle  of  gamnw 
are  less  sterile  than  Iceland  and  Greenland,  or  they  would  hardly  pass  over  thoai 
countries.  The  inference  necessarily  is,  that  beyond  the  tracts  already  explored  then 
is  a  region  which  enjoys  in  summer  a  climate  more  genial  than  they  possesB.'' 

If  the  solution  of  the  greatest  geographical  problem  that  remains  to  be  soked,  u 
the  attainment  of  numerous  important  scientinc  results,  are  not  considered  worth  tl 
cxpendituie  of  the  trifiing  sum  required,  an  expenditure  which  will  be  richly « 
abundantly  repaid,  the  character  of  the  English-speaking  people  must  have  strang« 
altered  with  the  present  generation. 

No  such  extent  of  unknown  area  as  that  which  surrounds  the  North  Pole  everfal^ 
to  yield  results  of  practical  as  well  as  of  purely  scientific  value;  and  it  may  bewrf 
urged  that,  Jis  the  area  certainly  exists,  its  examination  cannot  fail  to  add  largely 

the  sum  of  human  knowledge. 

1*  »  *  *  *  *  * 

Professor  Maury,  the  distinguished  scientist,  says,  **  Within  this  Polar  area  thetrfc 
have  their  nursery. ^^  Professor  Agassiz,  another  <li8tinguishe<l  scientist,  of  whom  > 
England  is  justly  proud,  writing  to  the  President  of  the  American  Geographical  Soci 
in  favor  of  a  Polar  expedition  then  befon^  the  public,  says,  **  I  consider  it  as  hig 
important,  not  only  in  a  scientific  point  of  view,  hiit  particularly  so  for  the  intertsi 
the  tchale  fisheries.  The  discovery  of  a  passage  into  the  open  water  around  the  Pole  fc 
tcould  render  whale  fishing  possible  would  he  one  of  the  most  important  results  for  the 
provement  of  whale  fishing.*^ 

'*Tlie  Navy,"  said  Admiral  Slierard  Osborne,  in  lSt>5,  *^  needs  some  action  to  wak 
up  from  the  sloth  of  routine,  and  save  it  from  the  canker  of  prolonged  peace.  Itc 
not  for  mere  war  to  gratify  its  desire  for  honorable  employment  or  fame.  There 
other  achievements  as  glorious  a.s  a  victorious  battle;  and  a  wise  ruler  and  a  ^ 
people  will  be  careful  to  satisfy  a  craving  which  is  the  life-blood  of  a  profession." 

The  following  figures,  taken  from  Mr.  Starbuck*8  exhaustive  history  ot  the  wl 
fisheries  of  the  United  States,  show  the  startling  decadence  of  tliis  important  bra 
of  national  industry  and  the  necessity  of  prompt  action  to  prevent  it«  total  extincti 

In  1846  there  belonged  to  the  various  ports  of  the  United  States  678  ships  and  ba 
:<o  brigs,  and  2*2  schocmers,  with  an  aggregate  capacity  of  233,189  tons. 

On  the  1st  of  Janmlry.  1877,  the  entire  fieet  was  reduced  to  112  ships  and  barks, 
51  brigs  and  schooners,  having  a  total  capacity  of  37,828  tons. 

The  value  of  bone  and  oil  brought  into  the  United  States  in  1854  amountet 
$10,802,594.20,  and  in  1876  to  only  $2,639,463.31. 

IV. 

The  plan  of  Arctic  explorations  and  scientific  research  provided  for  in  the  bill  B 
1823  is  one  to  establish  a  station  of  hardy,  resolute  and  intelligent  men  at  some  fa 
able  point  on  or  near  the  borders  of  the  Polar  Sea,  and  providing  it  with  all  mo( 
appliances  for  overcoming  the  physical  obstacles  in  the  pathway  to  the  Pole,  an(3 
resisting  the  eftects  of  hunger,  of  cold,  and  of  sickness,  to  deprive  it  of  the  mean 
retreat,  except  at  stated  periwls  of  time.  The  location  selected  aa  the  sito  of  the 
posed  colony  is  on  the  shore  of  Lady  Franklin  Bay,  near  the  seam  of  coal  found  by 
Discovery  of  the  English  expedition  in  1875. 

The  results  of  the  last  English  exx>edition  and  modern  improvements  in  mean 
locomotion  and  communication  render  it  possible  to  locate  farther  north  than  in 
earlier  days  of  Arctic  exploration,  when  sailing-vessels  were  used. 

The  expedition  of  Captain  Hall  in  the  Polaris,  in  1871,  and  of  Captain  Nareain 
Alert  and  Discovery,  in  1875,  have  shown  that,  by  the  use  of  steam,  it  is  a  compi 
tively  easy  matter  to  reach  the  entrance  to  Robeson's  Channel,  in  latitude  8P  no 
and  that  the  serious  difficulties  to  be  overcome  lie  beyond  that  point.  Parties  fi 
these  two  expeditions  have  made  fair  surveys  140  miles  north  of  this  point,  leav 
about  400  miles  of  unexplored  regions  between  it  and  the  goal  of  modem  geograpl 
— the  Pole. 
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vaCa)>tain  Hall  reached  the  upper  extremity  of  Robeson's  ChaDiiel,  the  lookout 
i«  Polaris  reported  open  water  in  sight  and  just  beyond  the  pack  which  surrounded 
reaael  and  impeded  further  progress.     This  open  water  was  afterwards  seen  from 
cape  at  the  northern  opening  of  jJewman's  Bay,  and  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  crew 
that  ill-fated  vessel  that  if  she  had  been  but  the  fraction  of  an  hour  earlier  in  rcacli- 
p^  the  channel,  they  could  have  steamed  unobstructed  to  the  Pole  itself,  or  to  the 
Fjwes  of  such  lands,  if  any  exist,  as  may  bound  the  so-called  open  Polar  Sea.    We 
I  know  that  they  did  not  succeed,  but  were  forced  to  winter  almost  within  sight  of  this 
^1  and  subsequently,  dihheartened  by  the  loss  of  their  gallant  commander,  abandoned 
■■*  enterprise. 

^^Tiere  this  open  water  was  found,  Captain  Naros,  in  1875  and  1876,  found  Kolid,  im- 
^^'^rable  ice,  through  which  no  vessel  could  force  its  way,  and  over  which  it  was 
**l^lly  impossible  for  sled  parties  to  work. 

These  facts  appear  to  show  that  within  the  Arctic  Circle  the  seasons  vary  as  mark- 
***ly  as  in  more  temperate  southern  latitudes,  and  that  the  icy  barriers  to  the  Pole  are 
^^^time^  broken  up  by  favoring  winds  and  temperature.  To  get  farther  north,  or  to 
^'••ch  the  Pole,  prompt  advantage  must  be  taken  of  such  favoring  circumstances,  and 
^do  this  with  the  greatest  certainty,  and  with  the  least  expenditure  of  time,  money, 
^d  humau  life,  it  is  essential  that  the  exploring  party  be  on  the  gi'onud  at  the  very 
^iflte  the  ice  gives  way  and  opens  the  gateway  to  the  long  sought  prize,  fully  prepared 
^0  improve  every  opportunity  that  ofl'ers. 

The  permanent  station  should  be  furnished  with  provisions  and  other  necessary  sup- 
plies for  three  years,  and  should  consist  of  at  least  tifty  selected  men,  mustered  inio 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  three  commissioned  officers,  and  two  surgeons,  all  to 
^  sekKited  with  a  view  to  their  especial  titness  for  the  work — young,  able-bodied, 
rwolute  men,  who  can  be  depended  upon  to  carry  out  instructions  to  the  extreme  limit 
of  hnmau  endurance.  An  astronomer  and  two  or  more  naturalists,  to  be  selected  by 
the  National  Aeadem}'  of  Sciences,  and  to  work  under  instructions  from  that  body,  but 
wbject  to  such  general  supervision  and  directions  from  the  head  of  the  expedition  as 
is  customary  at  all  i>oints  in  charge  of  an  officer  of  the  United  States,  should  accom- 
pany the  exiiedition.  One  or  more  members  of  the  regular  force  should  be  comi>eteut 
to  make  meteorological  observations,  and  to  communicate  by  telegraph  and  signals 
wiienever  such  comumuications  become  necessary.  An  annual  visit  should  be  made 
to  the  station  to  carry  fresh^food  and  supplies;  to  keep  the  members  informed  of  events 
occurring  in  the  outside  world,  and  bear  them  /lews  and  letters  from  anxious  rela- 
tive«»;  to  bring  back  news  of  progress  made  and  ot  a  private  character  to  friends; 
also,  if  necessary,  to  bring  back  invalided  members  of  the  expedition,  and  carry  out 
fresh  observers  to  take  their  places.  In  this  way  the  morale  of  the  station  would  be 
maintained,  and  the  physique  of  its  members  kept  constantly  at  the  maximum,  and 
the  knowledge  that  this  annual  visit  would  be  made,  would  do  much  to  alleviate  the 
discomforts  of  the  long  Arctic  night,  and  the  feeling  of  isolation  so  graphically  de- 
acribed  by  Arctic  explorers. 

Captain  Hall  spent  eight  years  among  the  Esquimaux,  and  each  year  found  himself 
better  fitted  to  withstand  the  severity  of  the  Arctic  Circle,  and  the  station  would,  it 
is  believed,  in  like  manner  become  acclimated,  and  eventually  succeed  in  accomplish- 
ing the  long-sought  end. 

With  a  few  strong,  substantial  buildings,  such  as  can  be  easily  carried  on  shipboard, 
the  members  of  the  station  could  be  made  as  comfortable  and  as  safe  from  atmospheric 
dangers  its  are  the  men  of  the  Signal  Service  stationed  on  the  summits  of  Pike's  Peak 
and  Mount  Washington,  or  the  employ^  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  stationed  at 
Fort  York,  or  elsewhere,  where  a  temperature  of — 60°  is  not  uncommon. 

A  good  supply  of  medicines,  a  skillful  surgeon,  and  such  fresh  provisions  as  could 
be  found  by  himting-parties  would  enable  tuem  to  keep  off*  scurvy,  and  maintain  as 
good  a  sanitary  condition  as  the  inhabitants  of  Godhaven,  in  Greenland.  Game  was 
fotind  in  fair  <iuantities  by  the  Polaris  party  on  the  Greenland  coast,  and  by  those  from 
the  Alert  and  Discovery  on  the  mainland  to  the  west,  especially  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
last-named  vessel,  where  tifty-four  musk-oxen  were  killed  during  the  season,  with 
quantities  of  other  and  smaller  game.  The  (;oal  found  by  the  Discovery's  party  would 
render  the  question  of  fuel  a  light  one,  and  thus  remove  one  of  the  greaiest  difficulties 
hitherto  encountered  by  Arctic  voyagers. 

There  seems  to  be  little  doubt  that  Ladv  Franklin  Bay  can  be  annually  reached  by 
a  steam- vessel,  as  Captain  Hall  went  as  high  as  Cape  Union,  between  latitude  82^ 
and  83^,  with  the  Polaris,  and  Captain  Nares  still  higher  with  the  Alert.  It  is  possible 
that  the  last-named  point  may  be  •reached  with  the  vessel,  in  which  case  coal  and 
provisions  could  be  deposited  there  to  form  a  secontlary  base  of  operations  for  the  ex- 
ploring j»arty.  If  this  latter  can  be  done,  the  road  to  the  Pole  will  be  shortened  by 
al>ont  ninety  miles  in  distance,  and  three  weeks  or  more  in  time — two  very  important 
items.  It  should  be  clearly  understood  that  the  only  use  to  be  made  of  the  vessel 
which  it  is  hoped  to  obtain  from  the  government  is  in  the  transportation  of  the  men 
and  supplies  to  the  location  of  the  station.     When  this  is  done  the  vessel  will  return 
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to  the  United  States  and  await  fnrther  instnictions.     To  the  expeditionary 
brought  from  the  United  States  should  be  added  a  miml>er  of  Esquimaux  familieal 
serve  as  hnnters,  guides,  &c.,  and  also  an  ample  number  of  Esquimaux  dogs,  soil 
dispensable  for  sledging,  and  so  useful  as  food  when  their  cai^acity  for  work  is  gone.] 

The  station  should  be  kept  under  the  strictest  discipline,  and  to  this  end  should t 
formally  enrolled  in  the  Tiiilitary  service,  save  perhaps  the  strictly  scientific  memi 
By  discipline  only  can  such  control  be  exercised  as  will  be  indispensable  to  the  i 
cessful  prosecution  of  the  work.    One  cannot  read  without  pain  the  accoantofi 
Polaris  expedition,  where  the  bonds  of  discipline,  only  too  loose  before  Hall's 
timely  death,  were  entirely  relaxed  after  it.     The  tirst  in  command  of  the  new  ei 
ditiou  should  be  a  man  able  not  only  to  gauge  men,  but  to  control  them,  and  him! 
ond  should  be  like  unto  him.     Enthuniasm  and  energy  are  desirable,  bnt  coolnessi 
temper,  firmness  of  rule,  persistency  of  purpose,  and  a  well-balanced  mind,  fertile  ii 
resources  and  expedients,  are  indispensable  to  success.  j 

The  outfit  of  the  expedition  should  include,  among  other  things,  an  ample  snp]>ly« 
copper  telegraph  wire  to  connect  the  station  at  Lady  Franklin's  Bay  with  thesiuhsidi* 
ary  depot  at  Cape  Union,  and  thence  northwanl,  as  far  as  practicable.  Copper  virt 
is  strong,  light,  flexible,  and  a  good  conductor,  and  cau  be  worke<l  while  lying  upon  the 
dry  snow  or  ice  without  support.  The  necessary'  battery  material  and  iusiramenti 
should  be  taken  to  equip  the  line,  and  the  batt<*r>'  left  permanently  at  the  baystatioo, 
where,  fuel  being  abundant,  it  could  be  kept  from  freezing.  A  sj^ecial  fomi  of  instra* 
ment  has  been  devised  for  the  expedition,  by  which  the  use  of  battery  isdispeuM^ 
with  entirely,  and  it  is  poissible  that  the  recently  discovered  telephone  may  Wapplid 
to  advantage.  It  should  certainly  form  a  i)art  of  the  outfit.  Much  attention  h;uib«i 
given  to  the  possible  use  oi  balloons  as  a  means  of  observation,  and,  perhaps,  of  rt 
ploratioii.  Here,  as  elsewhere,  the  coal  mine  plays  an  important  part,  as  by  its  ail 
the  necessary  su]>ply  of  gas  can  be  readily  and  quickly  procure<l. 

A  few  sets  of  signal  equipments,  such  as  are  ustnl  in  the  Army  Signal  Senice.  won! 
also  form  an  important  part  of  tlu'  outfit,  and  all  of  the  men  should  be  instnicted  i 
their  use  and  in  the  signal  code.  Thus  provided  with  means  of  communication,  pai 
ties  could  move  forwaixl  with  confidence,  as  tht'jy  would  be  able,  when  necessary.! 
call  upon  their  comrades,  who  remained  behind,  for  advice  or  assistance.  Theesi^ 
ence  of  coal  at  the  Discovery's  winter  quart  rs  detennines  the  location  of  the  static 
as  a  means  of  Polar  exploration  ;  and  the  Xan's  expedition  wonhl  have  been  a  snece 
if  it  had  done  nothing  niort^  than  this.  The  failure  of  his  admirably  equipped  exped 
tion  to  reach  the  Pole  is,  in  a  great  measure,  attributable  to  the  abnormally  coUse 
son  and  the  exceptional  character  of  the  winds,  which  had  resulted  in  the  fomiatic 
of  ice  ridges  running  across  the  lino  of  march,  thus  making  progress  ditfic nit,  slo^ 
and  dangerous.  It  is  reasonable  to  suppose,  from  past  meteorological  reconis,  th 
these  unusual  conditions  will  not  exist  dnrinij  the  present  season,  and,  indeed,  mi 
not  occur  again  for  several  yeai-s.  Instead  of  (Hscouraging  further  effort,  the  result 
Nares'  expt^dition,  from  the  ca.ises  named,  s'lOJild  stimu'ate  fresh  endeavors  ai  d  ho 
out  a  fair  prosjH'ct  of  success.  lu  any  event,  the  little  station  ou  Lady  Franklin  Bj 
during  their  three  years'  residence,  besides  liaving  the  opportunity  of  selecting  i 
open  seas(ni  and  becoming  thon)ughly  hardened  and  acclimated,  would  have  ih< 
work  narrowed  down  to  a  common  focus — the  pathway  due  north. 

The  plan  ]>roposes  to  take  only  such  persons  already  in  the  public  service  for  vrlic 
pay  and  subsistence  the  government  now  provides ;  the  vess«M  is  no  charge,  and  on 
such  small  sum  as  may  be  necessary  to  prepare  it  for  this8i>ecial  service  is  sought  fw 
the  government. 

While  your  committee  believe  that  the  interests  of  geographical  and  scientific  d 
covery  as  set  forth  by  Professors  Henry,  Loomis,  and  othei^,  in  connection  with  t 
proposed  Arctic  station,  an*  of  themselves  of  suflicieut  magnitude  to  warrant  favoral 
legislation,  they  do  not  exclude  the  additional  practical  consideration  of  the  jwlitif 
and  commercial  results  that  are  probable  to  flow  flrom  the  discovery  of  new  tieldsl 
the  whale-fisheries.  That  large  section  of  country  from  which  springs  the  Ameria 
sailor,  whose  education  and  wealth  is  largely  derived  from  these  fields,  is  entitle<l. 
a  matter  of  justice,  to  have  their  interest  cared  for  in  this  direction.  This  home 
sailors  becomes,  not  only  an  element  of  commercial  wealth,  but  a  resource  of  nation 
defense,  which  should  not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  American  statesmen.  It  is  for  the 
considerations  your  committee  have  been  induced  to  report  favorably  njwn  the ph 
proposed  in  H.  R.  No.  lf^2:{. 


[Substitute  for  H.  R.  No.  18.3  ] 

A  BILL  to  authorize  aod  equip  an  I'xpcditiou  to  the  Arctic  Seas. 

Be  U  enacted  hif  the  Seuale  and  House  of  BepresentatircH  of  the  United  Slates  of  Jmerk 
in  Cougresif  assi inblvd,    I'liat  the  President  of  the  Unite;!  States  be,  and  he  hereby  i^ 
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)  establish  a  temporary  station  at  some  point  north  of  the  eighty-first  do- 
1  latitude,  on  or  near  the  shore  of  Lady  Franklin  Bay,  for  purposes  of 
serv-ation  and  exploration,  and  to  develop  or  discover  now  whaling- 
detail  such  officers  or  other  persons  of  the  public  service  to  take  part  in 
may  bo  necessary,  and  who  are  willing  to  enlist  for  such  purpose,  not  ex- 
in  number,  and  to  use  any  public  vessel  or  vessels  that  may  be  suitable 
ose  of  transporting  the  members  of  said  station  and  their  necessary  sup- 
:  such  other  duty  in  connection  with  said  station  as  may  be  rec^uired  from 
:  Provided f  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  authorized  to  ac- 
.  W.  How  gate,  and  fit  out  for  the  purposes  of  this  expedition,  the  steam- 
e,  which  vessel  shall  be  returned  to  its  owner  when  the  objects  of  the 
hall  have  been  accomplished,  or  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  President,  its 
no  longer  required :  Provided  further,  That  the  United  States  shall  not  be 
'  claim  for  compensation  in  case  of  loss,  damage,  or  deterioration  of  said 
luy  cause,  or  in  anj'  manner  whatever,  nor  be  liable  to  any  demand  for  the 
f  said  vessel. 

{op.  512 2 


«1 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


ApHil  22, 1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


t.  Caxerotn,  of  Wisconsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  1478.] 

He  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  1478)  entitled 
"1  hill  for  the  relief  of  Lizzie  D.  Clarke^  administratrix  of  the  estate  of 
Ikomas  L,  Clarke^  deceased^'"  have  conside^'ed  said  hillj  and  report  thereon 
u  follows : 

Tbe  said  Thomas  L.  Clarke  died  after  the  said  claim  accrned,  and  his 

"ow,  said  Lizzie  D.  Clarke,  was  duly  appointed  administratiix  of  his  * 
te.    She  duly  qualified  as  such  administratrix,  and  entered  upon 
dijB<*harge  of  her  duties  as  such  administratrix. 

This  is  a  claim  against  the  United  States  for  the  value  of  a  steamer 
kw  in  the  government  service  in  September,  1865,  and  for  her  use  for 
^ht  days  before  the  loss  occurred,  at  $150  per  day. 
Said  Thomas  L.  Clarke  brought  an  action  in  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
Cover  the  said  demand.  The  Court  of  Claims  found  the  following 
<ns:  , 

1.  Id  September,  1865,  at  Brownsville,  Texas,  the  claimant  and  Maj. 

O.  Potter,  an  officer  in  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  entered  into 
i  oral  agreement,  with  the  approval  of  General  Steele,  commanding 
e  western  division  of  Texas.  The  agreement  was  that  the  Quarter- 
lister's  Department  should  pay  the  claimant  $150  a  day  for  the  use 

the  steamer  Belle ;  but  no  specific  contract  was  made,  or  to  be  made, 
>  to  time,  until  she  had  made  a  trial  trip  from  Brownsville  to  Einggold 
arracks  and  return,  to  prove  her  ability  to  perform  the  service  for  which  • 
k€  Quartermaster's  Department  needed  a  steamer,  and  if  she  made  a 
ktisfactoiy  trial  trip  the  parties  were  then  to  enter  into  a  formal  writ- 
in  contract  for  her  future  use  at  the  same  price  per  day.  It  was  also 
b  the  same  time  agreed,  orally,  that  the  Quartermaster's  Department 
as  to  run  the  steamer  on  her  trial  trip  at  the  exi>ense  of  the  govern- 
i«nt,  and  if  she  were  lost  on  her  trial  trip  the  government  should  pay 
JT  her  whatever  three  disinterested  men  should  estimate  her  vsAne 
she. 

2.  Under  this  agreement  the  claimant  delivered  the  steamer  to  the 
^artermaster's  Department,  at  Brownsville.  The  quartermaster  then 
rat  his  own  captain  and  crew  on  the  vessel,  and  sent  her  to  Einggold 
barracks.  On  her  voyage,  while  thus  in  the  service  of  the  government, 
^  was  wrecked,  and  proved  a  total  loss.  Three  disinterested  persons 
^'^fe  then  agreecl  upon  and  requested  by  Major  Potter  and  the  claim - 
^*t  to  apx>raise  the  value  of  the  vessel.    They  so  acted  and,  by  a  written 
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award,  found  the  vessel  to  be  of  the  value  of  $60,000.  The  claimant  has 
also  proved  by  evidence  other  than  the  award  that  $60,000  was  the  reason- 
able value  of  the  vessel.  The  steamer  was  in  the  service  of  the  govern- 
ment before  her  loss  eight  days.  The  United  States  has  not  paid  for 
the  value  of  the  vessel  nor  for  her  service. 

3.  The  steamer  Belle  was  previously  owned  by,  and  in  the  military 
possession  of,  the  Confederate  Government.  The  claimant  acquired  his 
title  to  her  about  the  year  1863,  taking  her  in  part  payment  of  a  claim 
he  held  for  supplies  furnished  by  him  to  the  Confederate  quartermaster's 
department.  At  the  time  she  was  chartered  by  Major  Potter,  as  set 
forth  in  the  first  finding,  she  was  in  the  claimant's  possession  as  alleged 
owner,  and  she  was  also  in  Mexican  waters,  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States. 

Upon  these  facts  the  claim  was  dismissed;  and  the  claimant,  by  an 
appeal,  took  the  case  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Unit.ed  States. 

The  case  is  reported  in  95  U.  S.  R.,  page  539.  The  opinion  is  by  Mr. 
Justice  Bradley,  and  is  as  follows : 

The  first  objection  made  to  the  claim  is  that  the  contract  was  not  in  writing,  as  re- 
quired by  the  act  of  June  2,  1862,  entitled  *'An  act  to  prevent  and  punish  fraud  on  th< 
part  of  officers  intrusted  with  the  making  of  contracts  for  the  government. '^  (12  Stat.. 
411. )    This  act  provides : 

"  Sec.  1.  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  of  the  Secretary  of  th< 
Navy,  and  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  immediately  after  the  passage  of  thisactesr  j^ 
^o  cause  and  require  every  contract  made  by  them,  severally,  on  behalf  of  the  gov— 
emment,  or  by  their  officers  under  them  appointed  to  make  such  contracts,  to  be  re—  "^l 
*  duced  to  writing,  and  signed  by  the  contracting  parties  with  their  names  at  the  encz-J^ 
thereof,  a  copy  of  which  shall  oe  filed  by  the  officer  making  and  signing  the  said  con^  -^^ 
tract  in  the  *  returns  office'  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  (hereinailer  estAblishec— ^  •* 
for  that  purpose),  as  soon  after  the  contract  is  made  as  possible,  and  within  thirt; 
days,  together  with  all  bids,  offers,  and  proposals  to  him  made  by  persons  to  obtaiL 
the  same,  as  also  a  copy  of  any  advertisement  he  may  have  published  inviting  bids^ 
offers,  or  proposals  for  the  same ;  all  the  said  copies  and  papers  in  relation  to  eack^ 
contract  to  be  attached  together  by  a  ribbon  and  seal,  and  numbered  in  regular  ordeti  ^^^ 
numerically,  according  to  the  number  of  papers  composing  the  whole  return." 

The  act  further  provides  that  the  officer  shall  affix  an  affidavit  to  his  return,  an 
makes  it  a  misdemeanor  to  neglect  making  his  return,  and  directs  the  heads  of  depart^— 
ments  to  furnish  printed  instructions  and  forms  of  contracts,  &c. 

It  is  contended  on  the  part  of  the  government  that  this  act  is  mandatory  and  bind  - 
ing,  both  on  the  officers  making  contracts  and  on  the  parties  contracting  with  them 
whilst  the  claimant  insists  that  it  is  merely  directory  to  the  officers  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  cannot  affect  the  validity  of  contracts  actually  made  though  not  in  writing 
The  Court  of  Claims  has  heretofore  held  the  act  to  be  mandatory,  and  as  requiring  a 
contracts  made  with  the  departments  named  to  be  in  conformity  with  it.  The  argn 
ments  by  which  this  view  has  been  enforced  by  that  court  are  of  great  weight,  and 
in  our  judgment,  conclusive.  The  facility  with  which  the  government  may  be  pillage* 
,by  the  presentment  of  claims  of  the  most  extraordinary  character,  if  allowed  to  b 
sustained  by  parol  evidence,  which  can  always  be  produced  to  any  re<juired  extent==^^» 

renders  it  highly  desirable  that  all  contracts  which  are  made  the  basis  of  demand ^^ 

against  the  government  should  be  in  writing.     Perhaps  the  primary  object  of  th     — ^® 
statute  was  to  impose  a  restraint  upon  the  officers  themselves,  and  prevent  them  fit)nr=^==^ 
making  reckless  engagements  for  tne  government ;  but  the  considerations  referred 
make  it  manifest  that  there  is  no  class  of  cases  in  which  a  statute  for  preventin 
frauds  and  perjuries  is  more  needed  than  in  this.    And  we  think  that  the  statute 
question  was  intended  to  operate  as  such.     It  makes  it  unlawful  for  contracting  o 
cers  to  make  contracts  in  any  other  way  than  by  writing  signed  by  the  parties.    Th 
is  equivalent  to  prohibiting  any  other  mode  of  making  contracts.     Every  man  is  an 
posed  to  know  the  law.     A  party  who  makes  a  contract  with  an  officer  without  havi 
it  reduced  to  writing,  is  knowingly  accessorv  to  a  violation  of  duty  on  his  part.    Sa 
a  party  aids  in  the  violation  of  the  law.    We  are  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  co: 
tract  itself  is  affected,  and  must  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  statute  until 
pjvsses  from  the  observation  and  control  of  the  party  who  enters  into  it.     After  tha^ 
if  the  officer  fails  to  follow  the  further  directions  of  the  act  with  regard  to  affixir" 
his  affidavit  and  returning  a  copy  of  the  contract  to  the  proper  office,  the  party  is  a 
responsible  for  this  neglect. 
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LIZZIE   D.    CLARKE.  3 

not  mean  to  say  that  where  a  parol  contract  has  been  wholly  or  partially 
and  performed  on  one  side,  the  party  performing  will  not  be  entitled  to 
be  fair  valne  of  his  property  or  services.  On  the  contrary,  we  think  that  he 
ititled  to  recover  snch  value  as  npon  an  implied  contract  for  a  ^tiantum  meruit, 
^resent  case,  the  implied  contract  is  snch  as  arises  npon  a  simple  bailment 
and  the  obligations  of  the  parties  are  those  which  are  incidental  to  snch  a 
k.  The  special  contract  being  void,  the  claimant  is  thrown  back  apon  the 
hich  result  from  the  implied  contract.  This  will  cast  the  loss  of  the  vessel 
n.  A  bailee  for  hire  is  only  responsible  for  ordinary  diligence  and  liable  for 
'  neglig^ence,  in  the  care  of  the  property  bailed.  This  is  not  only  the  common 
r  the  general  law  on  the  subject.  (See  Jones  on  Bailments,  p.  88;  Story  on 
ts,  sees.  398,  399;  Domat,  Lois  Civiles,  lib.  1.,  tit.  iv,  sec  3,  par.  3,  4;  Bell's 
»1.  i.,  pp481,  483,  7thed.) 

^ligence  is  not  attributed  to  the  employes  of  the  government  in  this  case,  the 
^e  vessel,  as  before  stated,  must  fall  on  the  owner. 

irse  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  value  of  the  use  of  his  vessel  during  the 
ras  in  the  hands  of  the  government  agents,  which,  as  shown  by  the  findings, 
period  of  ei^ht  days.  Tnis  value,  in  the  absence  of  any  other  evidence  on  the 
may  be  fairly  assumed  at  what  was  stipulated  for  in  the  parol  contract. 
not  binding  or  conclusive,  it  may  be  regarded  as  admissible  evidence  for  that 
Neither  party  thought  fit  to  adduce  any  other.  The  cases  bearing  on  this 
are  collected  in  Brown's  Treatise  on  the  Statute  of  Frauds,  sectiouH  117  to 
;  they  mostly  refer  to  the  question  whether  the  contract,  though  void  by  the 
of  frauds,  can  be  regarded  as  conclusive  evidence  of  the  quantum  meruit, 
r  or  not  it  is  admissible  as  some  evidence,  though  not  conclusive  on  either  party, 
ently  not  much  discussed ;  though  it  seems  to  us  that  it  may  fairly  be  deduced 
)  tenor  of  the  cases,  that  the  evidence  is  admissible.  At  all  events,  that  is  our 
ks  a  declaration  of  the  parties  it  is  entitled  to  some  credence, 
tipulatiun  in  this  case,  as  appears  by  the  findings,  was  for  $150  per  day. 
uld  make  the  amount  of  the  claim  $1,200.  For  this  amount  the  claimant  is 
to  a  decree. 

)cted  that  the  petition  contains  no  count  upon  an  implied  contract  for  quantum 
t  may  be  answered  that  the  forms  of  pleading  in  the  Court  of  Claims  are  not 
ict  a  character  as  to  preclude  the  claimant  frt>m  recovering  what  is  justly  due 
ipon  the  facts  stated  in  his  petition,  although  due  in  a  different  aspect  from 
^hich  his  demand  is  conceived. 

bher  objection  relied  on  by  the  government  in  this  case  is  that  the  claimant 
ralid  title  to  the  steamer  as  against  the  United  States,  having  obtained  her 
)  Confederate  Oovemment,  in  1863,  in  payment  for  supplies  furnished  to  the 
naster's  department  of  that  government.  This  objection  cannot  be  sustained, 
le  contract  was  made  with  the  claimant  the  vessel  was  in  Mexican  waters, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  The  claimant  was  applied 
9  use.  It  was  agreed  that  he  should  be  compensated.  No  question  was  made 
is  title,  and  it  is  not  suggested  that  he  was  guilty  of  any  concealment  or  sup- 
of  the  truth  in  regard  to  it.  Under  these  circumstances  it  would  be  bad  faith 
art  of  the  government,  after  getting  possession  of  the  steamer  and  getting  it 
ts  jurisdiction  under  pretence  of  hiring  it  of  the  claimant,  to  set  up  that  he  had 
to  it.  This  is  so  obviously  in  accordance  with  the  justice  of  the  case  that  we 
annecessary  to  make  any  further  observations  on  the  subject, 
ecree  of  the  Court  of  Claims  must  be  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded,  with 
Qs  to  enter  a  decree  in  accordance  with  this  opinion. 

r  committee  agree  with  the  reasoning  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  to 

le  coDstmction  of  the  statute  in  question. 

committee  cannot  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  without,  in 

overruling  the  Court  of  Claims  and  the  Supreme  Court.    The  con- 

I  reached  by  the  Supreme  Court  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  commit- 

rrect. 

committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  claim  be  not  allowed, 

at  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


Congress,  >  SENATE.  i  Eepoet 

[  Session.        §  \  'Ho.  514. 


IX  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  23,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Withers,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

rXo  accompany  biU  S.  1662.] 

e  Committee  on  Pensions,  having  considered  the  petition  (and 
rs  accompanying)  of  Levi  Anderson,  late  private  Company  A, 
nth  Kansas  Volunteers,  asking  an  increase  of  x)ension,  find  that 
soldier  was  wounded  on  the  11th  day  of  November,  1861,  receiving; 
y  bad  fracture  of  the  thigh  bone,  for  which  he  was  treated  in  hos- 
for  more  than  two  years,  and  then  discharged  for  disability  result- 
rom  the  injury.  The  meoical  evidence  shows  that  the  limb  is  short- 
abont  seven  inches,  knee  and  ankle  joints  anchylosed,  and  is  entirely 
(88.  He  was  pensioned  from  the  date  of  discharge  at  $8  per  month ^ 
h  was  subsequently  increased  to  $15  per  month,  commencing  Au- 
14, 1871,  and  to  $18  per  month  from  August  20, 1872.  He  asks  that 
tension  be  increased  to  $37.50  per  month,  the  rate  allowed  for  loss 
mb  at  the  hip-joint.  This  claim  for  increase  has  been  rejected  ou 
pround  that  the  soldier  is  now  in  receipt  of  the  full  amount  author- 
by  existing  law. 

e  committee  cannot  challenge  the  correctness  of  this  ruling;  yet 
flie  excessive  disability  existing,  they  believe  the  applicant  justly 
led  to  an  increase,  and  they  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accom- 
ing  bill. 


iCONGBESSy)  SENATE.  I  Eepobt 

d  Session.       f  \  Ko.  616. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  23,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Withers,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  foP owing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  851] 

le  €k>mmittee  on  Pensions  having  examined  the  bill  (S.  861)  grant- 
ft  pension  to  Martha  A.  Lachman,  together  with  the  accompanying 
[ion,  find  that  the  claimant  applies  for  pension  on  account  of  the 
ices  of  her  late  husband,  Herman  Lachman,  as  a  detective  in  the 
loyment  of  the  government  during  the  late  war. 
xx>rding  to  the  statement  of  the  petitioner,  her  husband  served 
out  pay,  and  with  the  hope  of  securing  official  position,  which  was 
lised  him  by  some  of  the  general  officers.  It  is  further  stated  that 
ceived  a  wound  of  the  head  at  the  battle  of  South  Mountain,  which 
lately  produced  insanity  and  death.  As  the  husband  was  never  in 
liUtary  or  naval  service  of  the  government,  and  consequently  did 
elong  to  a  pensionable  class,  and  as  no  papers  are  filed  to  support 
[aim  of  his  widow,  the  committee  feel  compelled  to  recommend  tiie 
[nite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


I 


Congress,  >  SE:^rATE.  (  Report 

SesHon,        )  ( N"o.  616. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  23,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


IRKWOOD,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing • 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  1006.] 

ommittee  on  Permons^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {S,  1006)  for  the 
?/■  of  Andrew  T.  McEeynolds^  have  considered  the  same,  and  report  a^ 

7W8 : 

irew  T.  McReynoIds  was  a  captain  in  the  Third  Eegiment  of 
3on8  in  United* States  service  during  the  war  with  Mexico;  was 
lied  in  action  August  20, 1847 ;  was  promoted  for  meritorious  con- 
to  the  rank  of  brevet-major,  his  commission  to  take  effect  on  the 
ast  named,  and  on  the  31st  July,  1848,  was  honorably  discharged 
the  service,  and  was  pensioned  for  disability  caused  by  his  wound, 
was  mustered  into  the  service  of  the  United  States  June  15, 1861, 
ionel  of  the  First  New  York  (Lincoln)  Cavaby,  and  his  pension  was 
nded  from  that  date  under  the  act  of  April  30, 1844,  (sec.  4724,  Re- 
Statutes),  until  July  22, 1864,  the  date  of  the  expiration  of  his 
of  service,  when  his  pension  was  renewed. 

3  bill  under  consideration  proposes  to  pay  him  his  pension  from 
15, 1861,  to  July  22, 1864,  the  time  the  same  was  suspended  by 
Q  of  his  again  entering  the  service  of  the  United  States. 
3  8usi)ension  of  his  pension  during  his  service  in  the  war  of  the 
lion  was  in  accordance  with  the  law  above  cited,  and  there  are 
tless  many  similar  cases. 

3  committee  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  recommend  that  this  case  be 
out  of  the  operation  of  the  law  of  1844,  and  therefore  recommend 
the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


H  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

2d  Session.       |  )  Ko.  517. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  23,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Withers,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

EEPOET: 

he  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  the  petition  of  Ann  Dennis, 
her  of  James  Dennis,  was  referred,  having  examined  the  papers,  find 
;  the  claim  is  now  pending  in  the  Boreau  of  Pensions  awaiting  the 
ipt  of  testimony  showing  the  condition  of  the  soldier  from  the  date 
is  discharge  from  the  Mrst  Eegiment  Kentucky  Volunteers  to  the 
of  enlistment  in  the  Thirty-fourth  Eegiment  Illinois  Volunteers. 
}  the  committee  do  not  undertake  to  exercise  original  jurisdiction 
kses  pending  in  the  office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  they  ask 
>  relieved  of  the  further  consideration  of  the  petition. 


[  CONGBESS,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepobt 

d  Session.       i  \  No.  518. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  2:J,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Withers,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

EEPOET: 

he  CJommittee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  the  petition  of  Henry  Slaughter, 
iDg  increase  of  i)en8ion,  was  referred,  having  examined  the  papers  in 
case,  find  that  the  applicant  has  been  receiving  a  pension  since 
4;  that  his  disability  was  rated  first  at  $2  per  month,  afterwards  in- 
uied  to  $4,  and  subsequently  to  $10  per  month ;  that  he  has  received 
^rs  of  p^sion  to  1864 ;  that  his  present  pension  was  determined 
the  degree  of  disability,  as  ascertained  by  the  medical  board  of  ex- 
iners;  that  no  evidence  or  claim  of  any  increase  of  disability  is 
mitteid.  The  committee  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further 
sideration  of  the  petition. 


m  CoNassss,  |  SENATE.  /  Bepobt 

2d  SesHon.        f  \  No.  619. 


ES^  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Cameron,  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  AJBTairs, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  542.] 

«  CiHHtnittee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  tclwm  was  referred  the  bill  {8,  542)  for 
the  relief  of  Benjamin  C,  Bampton^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^ 
nnd  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

Ji.  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Bampton  received  the  favorable  considera- 
>n  of  the  House  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  at  the  last  session  of  Con- 
fess, and  was  reported  to  the  House  on  the  last  day  of  the  session,  but 
sd  not  receive  action  by  that  body  on  account  of  the  closing  hours  of 
te  session.  The  report  at  that  time  was  submitted  by  Hon.  Frank 
Dues^  which  is  hereby  adopted  and  made  part  of  this  report. 

[H.  Report  Ho.  148,  Forty-flfth  Congre«is  3d  session.] 

Passed  Asuistaut  Engineer  Bampton  was  retired  September  6, 1873,  on  account  of 
Lmving  failed  to  pass  for  promotion  to  the  grade  of  chief  engineer,  although  consid- 
er one  of  the  most  efficient  practical  engineers  in  the  service,  who  had  pa^ised  suc- 
eatfally  through  the  different  grades  of  assistant  engineer,  and  had  served  ten  years 
md  eight  months  at  sea  and  two  years  and  seven  months  on  shore  duty  in  these  capaci- 
i««f  always  performing  his  duty  faithfully  and  satisfactorily,  his  deportment  being 
correct. 

Tb**  Secretary  of  the  Navy  writes  of  the  case  of  Engineer  Bampton,  in  a  communi- 
cation dat^d  January  23,  18^79,  to  the  subcommittee  to  whom  this  bill  was  referred,  as 
follows,  viz : 

'*  His  only  trouble  was  his  failure  to  pass  for  promotion  to  the  grade  of  chief  engineer. 

^he  was  not  retired  for  disability  incurred  in  the  line  of  duty,  nor  from  exposure  or 

BAtkneas  in  the  service,  he  does  not  come  within  the  class  of  officers  entitled,  under 

BectioD  1588  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  to  75  per  cent,  of  their  sea  pay.    But  inasmuch 

9m  he  WB»  aUowed  75  per  cent,  under  an  authorization  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

f^nd  approved  of  by  the  accounting  officers,  and  was  paid  at  that  rate  for  several  years, 

IX  ▼onld  seem  but  just  to  aUow  him  the  suin  paid  under  such  authority  and  approval, 

s^iMi  not  check  against  him,  under  any  new  decision  or  ruling,  the  difierence  between 

^^&nd  75  per  cent.,  as  appears  to  have  been  done.    The  only  recommendation  that  I 

oaneoDsistently  make  in  the  case  is  that  the  accounting  officer  be  authorized  to  remove 

^^ycbeckagesor  suspensions  against  him,  and  permit  him  to  retain  the  pay  already 

**<*ived ;  and  that  he  should  be  entitled  to  receive  50  per  cent,  only  of  his  sea  pay 

thereafter." 

After  carefully  considering  the  equities  involved  in  the  bill,  the  committee  recom- 
^'^H  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  substitute  for  the  bill  herewith  submitted, 
?*''*tantiafiy  adopting  the  recommendation  of  Secretary  Thompson,  which  seems  t^ 
**  ^'isi»  and  just. 


2  BENJAMIN    C.    BAMPTON. 

Navy  Department,   JVashingtonj  January  23,  1879. 

Sik:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  H.  R.  bill  5789,  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin 
C.  Bampton,  paflsed  assistant  engineer  in  the  Navy,  on  the  retire<l  list,  which  you  re- 
ferred to  this  department  for  a  report  in  tbe  case. 

Paaeed  Assistant  Engineer  Bampton  woh  retired  September  6,  1873,  on  account  of 
having  failed  to  pass  for  promotion  to  the  grade  of  chief  engineer.  He  had  then  seen 
10  years  and  8  months'  sea  service  and  2  years  and  7  months' shore  duty.  He  has  been 
in  the  service  about  21  years.  So  far  as  the  records  show,  he  always  performecl  his 
duty  faithfully  and  satisfactorily  in  the  different  grades  of  assistant  engineer,  and  his 
conduct  and  aeportment  were  correct.  His  only  trouble  was  his  failure  to  pass  for 
promotion  to  the  grade  of  chief  engineer. 

As  he  was  not  retired  for  disability  incurred  in  the  line  of  duty  nor  from  exposure 
or  sickness  in  the  service,  he  does  not  come  within  the  class  of  officers  entitled,  under 
section  1588  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  to  75  per  cent,  of  their  sea  pay. 

But  inasmuch  as  he  was  allowed  75  per  cent,  under  an  authorization  of  the  Secretar}* 
of  the  Navy,  and  approval  of  the  accounting  officers,  and  was  paid  at  that  rat«  for 
several  years,  it  would  seem  but  just  to  allow  nim  the  sum  paid  under  such  authority 
and  approval,  and  not  check  against  him,  under  any  new  decision  or  ruling,  the  differ- 
ence between  50  and  75  per  cent.,  as  appears  to  have  been  done. 

The  only  recommendation  that  I  can  consistently  make  in  the  case  is  that  the  ac- 
counting officer  be  authorized  to  remove  any  checkages  or  suspensions  against  him, 
and  permit  him  to  retain  the  pay  already  received;  and  that  he  should  be  entitled  to 
receive  50  per  cent,  only  of  his  sea  pay  tnereafter. 

The  bill  as  amended  would  read :  *^  That  the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  Treas- 
ury be,  and  they  are  hereby,  authorized  and  directed,  in  settling  the  account  of  B.  C 

Bampton,  to  remove  any  checkages  or  suspensions  made  on  account  of  his  pay :  am^ 
that  his  pay  thereafter  shall  l»e  fifty  i^r  cent,  only  of  his  sea  pay." 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Xari/. 

Hon.  Frank  Jones, 

Of  Committee  on  Xaral  Affairs ^  House  of  Representatives. 

Prom  the  foregoing  it  will  be  seen  that  this  bill  has  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  your  committee  therefore  beg' 
leave  to  report  the  bill  with  an  amendment,  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute, 
and  recommend  its  passage  as  thus  amended.' 


ONQREss,  )  SEIf  ATE.  (  Report 

ies»ioH.        f  \  No.  520. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27, 1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


A.XEV,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  5894.] 

^ommittee  on  Military  Affairs j  to  which  was  referred  tlie  bill  {H.  R. 
4)  to  authorize  the  sale  of  Fort  Logan,  Montana  Territory,  and  to 
iblish  a  new  post  on  the  frontier,  respectfully  submits  the  following 
art: 

is  bill  passed  the  House  of  llepresentatives  April  20,  1880. 

e  facte  are  presented  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Military 

LTS  of  the  House,  which  is  hereby  adopted,  and  is  as  follows : 

J  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  beg  leave  to  report  that  Fort  Lo^an,  when  estab- 
i,  was  on  the  frontier,  bnt  that  the  settlements  have  outgrown  it,  and  the  post 
to  be  moved  ont  about  a  hundred  miles  on  the  present  frontier,  which  is  now  the 
of  continued  Indian  raids  and  conflicts. 

8  thought  that  sufficient  money  can  be  obtained  by  the  sale  of  the  old  post  to 
lish  the  new  one.  • 

i  troops  now  have  to  be  sent  continually  to  the  front,  and  their  transportation 
and  forth  is  expensive,  and  their  service  is  much  more  unsatisfactory  than  if 
»ned  where  needed.  The  military  authorities  have  repeatedly  urged  this  change, 
»Te8ent  exigencies  make  it  immediately  necessary.  The  accompanying  letter  of 
iecretary  of  War,  and  the  indorsements  of  General  Terry  and  General  Sherman, 
ig  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  tnat  committee  have  pro- 
l  this  bill.  In  view  of  the  pressing  necessity  of  the  case,  on  account  of  recent  and 
ktened  conflict-s,  and  the  approach  of  the  season  when  war  parties  of  Indians  can 
i  their  raids  with  the  greatest  impunity,  the  committee  unanimously  recommend 
the  rules  be  suspended  and  the  bill  passed. 

Tierefore  the  committee  reports  back  House  bill  5894  without  amoud- 
t,  and  recommends  its  passage. 


} 


ONOR£SS,  »  SENATE.  /  Bepobt 

i  \  No.  621. 


rN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


cPherson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1515.] 

k>mmitt€e  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1515)  grant- 
a  pension  to  Hiram  0.  8house,  have  carefully  examined  the  same,  and 
yrt  as  folloics  : 

5  I>etitioner  was  a  private  in  Company  G,  Eleventh  Eegiment 
is  Infantry,  and  was  wounded  at  the  battle  of  Fort  Donaldson 
lary  15, 1862,  in  the  right  leg  below  the  knee.  At  the  same  time 
]is  so  wounded  as  to  cause  the  loss  of  the  thumb  on  his  left  hand. 
as  also  shot  in  the  right  arm  at  the  elbow  with  a  musket  ball  and 
t  buckshot,  the  same  entering  the  arm  and  shattering  the  bone  in 
I  pieces; 

e  facts  thus  stated  appear  to  be  verified  by  the  papers  in  the  case. 
>  claims  that  his  right  arm  was  rendered  thereby  almost,  if  not  en- 
jj  useless,  as  the  Iwne  never  formed  a  perfect  union.  The  ends  of 
bone  slide  past  each  other,  and  for  months  at  a  time  pieces  of  de- 
d  bone  pass  out  of  the  opening  in  the  arm.  He  cannot  raise  his 
t  arm  or  hand  to  his  face,  and  is  compelled  to  have  assistance  in 
sing. 

e  was  granted  a  pension  for  injury  to  his  right  arm,  and  was  allowed 
1  Jane  G,  1866,  a  pension  of  $8  per  month  ;  from  that  time  until  June 
)72,  a  pension  of  $15  per  month.  He  was  again  examined  in  1878 
increase,  and  was  recommended  by  the  board  of  examining  surgeons 
Wenport,  Iowa,  for  an  increase  to  $36  per  month,  which  increase 
J  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office,  but  was  allowed  an  increase  to  $18 
month  by  that  department,  that  being  the  amount  allowed  by  law 
his  disabled  right  arm. 

i^e  committee  are  of  opinion  that  an  additional  pension  should  be 
^Qted  him,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill  with 
amendment. 

O 


H  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

2d  SesHon.        f  \lSo.  522. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Randolph,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  3351.] 

r  Committee  an  Military  Affairs,  to  tchom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R. 
351)/or  the  relief  of  Eev,  Paul  JE.  Gilleriy  respectfully  stibmit  trie  fol- 
ytcing  report : 

3ie  bill,  as  amended,  simply  provides  for  the  payment  of  the  Eev. 
il  E.  Gillen  as  chaplain  of  the  Army  from  the  20th  of  July,  1861,  to 
1 25th  of  November,  1862.  It  appears  from  evidence  furnished  your 
omittee  that  the  Rev.  Paul  E.  GiUen^  in  view  of  the  scarcity  of  Cath- 
5  chaplains,  volunteered  his  services  mimediately  after  the  first  battle 
Bull  Run.  He  was  duly  accepted  by  General  McClellan,  who  properly 
[>plied  him,  and  being  furnished  with  a  pass^  entered  upon  his  duties. 
5  visited  the  Second,  Seventeenth,  Thirty-sixth,  Forty-second,  Sixty- 
ith,  One  hundred  and  fifty-fifth,  and  One  hundred  and  sixty-fourth  Reg- 
ents New  York  Volunteers ;  also  the  First  Pennsylvania  Artillery,  and 
B  Sixty-ninth  Pennsylvania,  and  Tenth  New  Hampshire  Volunteers ; 
rforming  the  duties  of  chaplain  in  each  of  the  regiments.  The  officers 
command  bear  testimony  to  the  faithfulness  and  efficiency  of  his  labori- 
is  duties ;  show  that  he  was  constantly  engaged  in  administering  the 
isolation  of  his  religion  to  the  wounded  and  dying.  His  noble  work 
apressed  the  One  hundred  and  seventieth  Regiment  New  York  Volun- 
sers,  and  he  was  chosen  its  chaplain,  being  mustered  in  as  such  Novem- 
er  25, 1862.  From  the  20th  of  July,  1861,  to  the  time  he  was  mustered 
I  as  chaplain  of  One  hundred  and  seventieth  New  York,  a  period  which 
a  performed  the  severe  duties  referred  to,  he  received  no  compensation, 
id  to  which  your  committee  believe  he  is  justly  entitled. 
He  is  warmly  indorsed  by  General  Devins,  now  Attorney-General ; 
eneral  Hancock,  General  McClellan,  Col.  James  McQuade,  commander 
'  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  and  others. 
In  view  of  his  extreme  old  age — ^being  now  in  his  81st  year — and  the 
eWeness  and  suffering  aggravated  by  disease  contracted  in  active 
-rvice,  and  as  an  act  of  merited  justice,  your  committee  recommend 
^e  passage  of  the  bill,  with  an  amendment. 


fcTH  Congress,  \  SENATE.  ,  /  Report 

M  8e99um.       ]  \  No.  523. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27, 1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Ir.  McPherson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

I  REPORT: 

Re  Committee  on  Pensiom,  to  whom  were  referred  tf^  memorial  of  the  leg- 
idature  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  and  the  petition  of  David  W.  SeeHeyj 
oMng  for  a  pension  for  said  David  W,  Seeley^  have  carefully  examined 
the  same^  and  report  as  follows : 

They  find  that  David  W.  Seeley  was  not  in  the  service  of  the  United 
tates  when  he  was  wounded,  nor  was  he  before  or  subsequently  in  said 
^rvice.  It  is  shown  by  his  neighbors  that  he  was  a  member  of  a  squad 
F  Minnesota  minute  men,  organized  under  a  call  of  the  governor  of  the 
tate  to  protect  the  citizens*  of  the  frontier  against  the  Sioux  Indians 
n  what  was  known  as  the  Indian  massacre  of  1862).  He  was  shot 
rhile  on  his  way  to  the  frontier,  and  his  left  arm  was  amputated  on 
ccount  of  the  injuries  received.  In  the  office  of  the  United  States  Ad- 
atant-General  there  is  no  record  of  the  company  to  which  Seeley  is  said 
ohave  belonged,  and  the  adjutant-general  of  the  State  of  Minnesota 
Mrma  that  there  is  no  record  of  the  rolls  of  said  company  in  that  office. 
Chere  is,  however,  abundant  evidence  that  Seeley  was  enlisted  in  said 
KTvice,  although  not  mustered,  and  was  injured  as  stated. 

In  March,  1879,  the  legislature  of  Minnesota  passed  a  joint  resolution 
Mking  the  representatives  of  that  State  in  Congress  to  obtain,  if  possi- 
ble, some  suitable  relief  for  said  D.  W.  Seeley.  Your  committee  are  of 
opinion  that,  under  the  circumstances,  a  pension  should  not  be  granted, 
and  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  the 
«ibject  It  seems  clear  that  if  relief  be  granted  it  should  be  given  by 
tlie  State  of  Minnesota. 


h- 

r^ 


CONGRESS; )  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

2d  8e98ion.       I  \  No.  524. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


b.  Plumb,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  758.] 

dtmmittee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (8,  758) 
)br  ike  relief  of  James  M.  Bacoriy  have  had  the  same  under  considerationj 
tmd  submit  thefoUomng  report : 

That  in  the  month  of  June,  1864,  Brevet  Major-Oeneral  Alfred  Sully, 
t  command  of  the  first  militai*y  district  of  the  department  of  the  North - 
dot,  organized  an  expedition  against  the  hostile  Sioux  Indians  in  the 
ppeit  Missouri  River  country.  About  the  time  said  command  started 
i  its  march,  James  M.  Bacon,  late  first  lieutenant  First  Begiment  Da- 
>te  Volunteers,  cavalry,  was  by  General  Sully  assigned  to  duty  as  act- 
f;  asfflstant  quartermaster  for  said  expedition,  and  he  joined  the  com- 
Knd  at  Fort  Randall.  There  were  a  large  number  of  citizen  employes 
iUi  the  expedition.  With  the  concurrence  of  General  Sully,  a  man  by 
i€  name  of  William  S.  Linn,  who  had  been  in  the  employ  oi  the  quar- 
■nnaster's  department  at  Saint  Louis,  was  employed  on  similar  service 
ith  said  command ;  and  as  said  Bacon  had  had  no  experience  in  such 
■lies,  and,  as  stated  by  himself,  had  little  aptitude  tbr  them,  almost 
le  entire  business,  so  far  as  the  clerical  affairs  of  office  were  concerned, 
ras  confiided  to  this  clerk.  He  was  esteemed  both  honest  and  compe- 
BBt,  but  addicted  to  occasional  excessive  dissipation. 

Hie  expedition  was  not  supplied  with  quartermaster's  funds,  and  a 
«y-roll  was  made  out,  and  by  order  of  General  Sully  a  sufficient  sum 
vas  borrowed  of  the  sutler  to  pay  the  employes  on  their  arrival  at  the 
Yellowstone  River.  The  same  process  was  repeated  at  Forts  Rice,  Sully, 
ad  Randall  on  the  return  trip.  The  amount  so  paid  out  was  reim- 
Mned  by  Baoon  on  the  arrival  of  the  command  at  Sioux  City  from 
^Qods  furnished  by  the  district  quartermaster,  upon  the  presentation 
>f  a  proper  payroll  and  receipts.  Lieuteuant  Bacon,  with  the  assist- 
uice  of  his  clerk,  then  set  about  the  work  of  preparing  his  accounts  for 
^^ransmissal  to  the  proper  accounting  officers  at  Washington,  aud  when 
•<>  prepared  in  duplicate  they  were  sent  by  the  hands  of  the  clerk  (Linn) 
^  bnbuque,  then  General  Sully's  headquarters,  for  his  approval.  The 
P^eral,  however,  being  absent  in  Chicago  on  special  duty,  Linn  pro- 
ved to  that  place  and  presented  the  accounts  to  General  Sully,  by 
i^om  they  were  approved.  From-  that  time  to  this  Lieutenant  Bacon 
^tes,  and  all  the  facts  corroborate  his  statement,  that  he  has  neither 
^n  nor  heard  of  said  Linn  directly,  nor  has  he  ever  been  able  to  give 
^^  trace  of  the  missing  papers. 


2  JAMES   M.    BACON. 

In  May,  1865,  only  some  two  months  subsequent  to*  said  approval  of 
the  vouchers,  General  Sully  certified  to  the  fact  of  said  examination  and 
approval,  and,  further,  that  to  the  best  of  his  recollection  and  belief,  these 
papers  and  vouchers  closed  the  accounts  of  said  Lieutenant  Bacon. 
Miyor  William  Myers,  quartermaster  United  States  Army,  states  that 
Lieutenant  Bacon's  account  of  the  transaction,  which  is  much  more  in 
detaU  than  the  foregoing,  is  correct,  except  that  he  (Myers)  had  no  knowl- 
edge of  the  special  assignment  of  Linn  to  duty  as  clerk  with  the  expedi- 
tion. Hon.  Sylvester  Bagg,  now,  or  at  the  time  of  the  making  of  his  affi- 
davit, judge  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  ninth  judicial  district  of  Iowa,  but 
at  the  time  of  the  transactions  referred  to  chief  quartermaster  of  the 
military  district,  testifies  that  Lieutenant  Bacon  was  assigned  to  duty 
with  the  expedition  at  his  (Bagg's)  instance;  that  he  furnished  Lieuten- 
ant Bacon  the  funds  a^  stated  above,  and  that  the  pay-rolls  and  accounts 
were  correct  and  properly  receipted;  that  subsequently  Lieutenant 
Bacon  prepared  his  returns  for  submission  to  the  accounting  officers  of 
the  government,  and  that  he  (affiant)  personally  and  carefully  examine 
the  same  and  found  that  they  were  correct  and  corresponded  with  the 
reports  submitted  to  him,  and  that  they  showed  that  the  funds  had 
been  properly  expended  by  Bacon,  as  shown  by  the  receipted  vouchers 
filed  with  the  returns ;  that  he  notified  General  Sully  of  such  exam- 
ination; that  said  accounts  were  sent  to  General  Sully  as  stated 
above,  and  that  subsequently  General  Sully  told  him  (Bagg)  that  he  had 
examined  and  approved  the  same.  Affiant  further  states  that  to  his 
knowledge  the  clerk,  Linn,  never  returned  to  Sioux  City,  nor  in  any 
manner  accounted  for  the  papers  intrusted  to  him ;  and  that  it  was  cur- 
rently reported  and  believed  that  said  Linn  "  got  on  a  drunken  spree 
and  absconded,"  and  that  he  (affiant)  has  not  since  seen  or  heard  of  him. 
This  affidavit  is  dated  November  14, 1878.  An  affidavit  of  General  Sully 
is  also  submitted,  dated  August  5, 1878,  which  is  corroborative  of  the 
statements  made  in  the  foregoing.  He  says  ^Hhat  it  is  impossible  for 
him  at  this  late  date  to  recollect  the  number  of  citizens  employed  by 
Lieutenant  Bacon,  or  the  amounts  paid  them,  but  he  knows  that  by  Lieu- 
tenant Bacon's  accounts,  the  number  and  prices  paid  were  correct." 

The  Quartermaster-General  and  Secretary  of  War  l)oth  recommend 
that  Lieutenant  Bacon  be  relieved  of  this  accountability.  The  com- 
mittee are  entirely  satisfied  from  all  the  testimony  that  the  amount  for 
which  this  claimant  is  held  was  properly  disbursed  and  accounted  for, 
and  that  the  failure  of  the  returns  and  vouchers  to  reach  their  destina- 
tion at  Washington  was  through  no  fault  of  his.  They  find  that  he  is 
not  indebted  to  the  government  in  any  sum  whatever;  and,  fiirther^they 
do  not  hesitate  to  express  their  belief,  from  all  the  evidence  submitted, 
and  all  the  facts  brought  to  their  knowledge,  that  Mr.  Bacon  is  a  man 
of  undoubted  integrity,  and  that  his  claim  to  be  relieved  of  this  recorded 
accountability  is  one  that  commends  Itself  to  the  prompt  action  of  Con- 
gress. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


2£SS«  )  SENATE.  j  BEPOBT 

n.        f  t  No.  525. 


THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


D£,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  149.] 

tee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 149) 
lief  of  John  Ootshall,  have  had  the  same  under  considerationy 
%ve  to  sulnnit  thefollomng  report : 

treful  examination  of  this  bill  your  committee  see  no  good 
Bcommending  its  passage.  It  apx)ears  firom  the  records  that 
s  regularly,  legally,  and  fairly  tried  by  a  court-martial  for 
les  and  was  cashiered ;  it  also  appears  that  the  sentence  of 
IS  duly  approved.  The  argument  that  the  President  of  the 
es  did  not  make  a  personal  approval  of  the  case  cannot  be 
ecause  the  order  making  his  dismissal  says  they  were  received 
lination  and  approval  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
ceases  to  be  an  officer,  so  that  it  is  evident  that  the  pro- 
ist  have  been  laid  before  the  President,  otherwise  the  order 
ve  been  issued  unless  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  the  Adjutant- 
nimed  authority  which  did  not  belong  to  them.  That  is  not 
med  without  evidence,  and  no  evidence  appears  before  the 
0  show  that  they  did  take  any  assumption  of  power. 
)Cords  in  this  case  upon  which  your  committee  formed  their 
iccompany  this  report,  but  are  not  printed,  as  it  would  make 
oo  voluminous,  but  they  can  be  referred  to  at  any  time  when 
y  be  called  up  for  consideration. 

imittee  therefore  report  adversely  upon  the  biU,  ask  to  be 
from  its  further  consideration,  and  recommend  that  the  bill 
ily  postponed. 
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CONaBBSS,  {  SENATE.  I  BEPOBT 

J  \  No.  626. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


^UBNSIDE,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  84.  ] 

Cwnmittee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  hill  (S.  84) 
furnish  a  bronze  statue  of  Oeneral  Daniel  Morgan  to  the  Cowpens 
itennial  committee  of  Spartanburg^  8.  C,  having  had  the  same  under 
nsiderationj  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

our  committee  do  not  deem  it  expedient  to  recommend  the  passage 
he  bill.  In  a  report  made  but  a  few  days  ago  upon  a  bill  authoriz- 
the  erection  of  a  monument  at  Yorktown,  your  committee  gave  its 
ons  for  treating  that  bill  as  exceptional,  and  they  do  not  think  it 
Id  be  a  wise  or  proper  policy  on  the  part  of  government  to  enter 
any  general  system  for  the  erection  of  monuments  commemorative 
tevblutionary  events,  but  recommend  that  such  work  be  left  to  the 
es  and  communities  particularly  interested. 

iey  therefore  report  the  joint  resolution  back  adversely,  ask  to  be 
iarged  from  its  further  consideration,  and  that  it  be  indefinitely 
poned. 


CONOBESS,)  SENATE.  (Eepobt 

Session.        )  \  Ko.  527  • 


IIST  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27, 1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


►URN SIDE,  from  tiie  Committee  on  Military  Aflfairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  529.  ] 

Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  tchom  was  referred  the  bill  {8.  529) 
provide  for  the  better  care  and  protection  of  quartermasters*  supplies j 
ve  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  follow- 
7  report : 

our  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  this  bill.  This  recom- 
daUon  is  based  upon  the  following  letters  from  the  Secretary  of  War 
the  acting  Quartermaster-General  of  the  Army: 

War  Department,  Washington  City, 

January  22,  1880. 

t:  Retaining  herewith  8enate  bill  529,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  second  session, 
provide  for  the  better  care  and  protection  of  quartermasters*  supplies,"  referred 
>u  to  this  department  fur  an  expression  of  views  upon  the  subject  of  the  bill,  I 
:o  invite  your  attention  to  the  report  herewith  from  the  acting  Quartermafiter- 
ral,  whose  views  upon  the  matter  under  consideration  are  concurred  in  by  me. 
Verv  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ALEX.  RAMSEY, 

Secretary  of  War, 

•n.  A.  E.  BURNSIDE, 

of  Committee  on  Afilitary  Affairs^  United  States  Senate. 


War  Department,  Quartermaster-General's  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  21,  1880. 

R:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  copy  of  Senate  bill  529,  Forty-sixth 
greas,  second  session,  "to  provide  for  the  better  care  and  protection  of  quarter- 
ters*  supplies,"  referred  to  this  office  for  report  on  the  15th  instant, 
be  Quartermaster-General  has  recommended  in  all  of  his  annual  reports  since  1873, 
t  a  law  to  this  effect  be  enacted,  and  in  his  report  for  1879  expressed  himself  as 
ows  on  the  subject  of  this  bill:  ''Many  officers  of  the  line,  finding  themselves 
ir^ed  with  heavy  responsibility  as  acting  assistant  (quartermasters,  and  having  in- 
kient  assistance  at  frontier  posts,  ask  that  the  enlistment  of  post  quartermaster 
^eants  may  be  allowed  by  law.  Such  non-commissioned  officers,  selected  for  ex- 
lence  and  fidelity  shown  in  actual  service,  would  be  very  useful.  They  would 
luin  at  posts  in  charee  of  the  property  when  the  garrison  changed,  and  thus  would 
verve  knowledge  and  responsibility,  now  often  lost  through  the  frequent  change  of 
cers." 

Hiege  views  of  the  QuartermasterrGeneral  are  concurred  in  by  the  Acting  Quarter- 
et€r.General,  who  urgently  recommends  the  passage  of  the  within  bill. 
Ver\'  respectfuUv,  your  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 
Acting  Quartermaster-General,  U.  8.  Army, 
^^  Hon.  the  Secretary  of  War. 


lr.Bi 


rH  Congress,  I  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

2d  Session.        f  \^o.  528. 


FN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


ir.  BxjRNsroE,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 


REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  258.] 


/^ 


The  Committee  on  Military  AffairSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {8.  268) 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  detail  an  officer  of  the  Army  to  take 
command  of  the  expedition  fitted  out  by  Messrs,  Morison  and  Broum^  citi- 
zens of  New  TorJcy  to  search  for  the  records  of  Sir  John  Franklin's  expedi- 
tionj  and  to  issue  to  such  officer  Army  equipments j  have  had  the  same  under 
eonsiderationj  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

This  bill  is  one  which,  to  have  been  at  all  effective,  should  have 
t^assed  during  the  extra  session  of  Congress,  but  the  policy  adopted  at 
t^t  session,  not  to  enter  into  any  legislative  business,  precluded  the 
|)ossibility  of  passing  it  then.  The  necessity  or  propriety  of  its  passage 
liavin^  passed,  your  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  its  further 
oonsideration,  and  recommend  its  indefinite  postponement. 


GoNaBBSCL )  SEKATE.  I  Report 

2d  Session.        §  \  No.  529. 


I>^  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  27,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Ir.  BxjR:NSrDE,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  bill  S.  96.  ] 

The  Committee  an  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  96)  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  deliver  to  A.  B,  Bhettj  T.  jPinclcney 
LawndeSy  and  others^  four  Napoleon  guns,  with  caissons  ana  harness^  nofv 
at  Oreensboroughj  N  C.yfor  use  of  the  Marion  Artillery^  Charleston^  8. 
C.J  have  duly  considered  tlie  same,  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following 
re^^ort : 

According  to  the  report  from  the  Ordnance  Department  this  subject 
was  up  some  two  years  ago,  when  it  was  reported  that  there  is  no  arse- 
nal at  Greensborough,  and  that  none  of  the  guns  alluded  to  in  the  bill 
are  under  the  control  of  the  War  Department.  Your  committee  there- 
fore ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill,  and 
recommend  its  indefinite  postponement. 


46th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

2d  Session.       )  \  No.  530. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28, 1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cameron,  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  543.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (/S. '543) /or 
the  relief  of  Jabez  Bxirchard^  have  had  the  same  under  consideratiouj  and 
beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

The  bill  provides  that  the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury- 
be,  and  they  are  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  to  Jabez  Bur- 
chard,  assistant  engineer  on  the  retired  list  of  the  United  States  Navy, 
aa  amount  which,  with  payments  heretofore  made  to  him,  will  be  equal 
to  75  per  cent,  of  the  sea  payof  the  grade  or  rank  held  by  him  at  the 
rfate  of  his  retirement  by  a  naval  board  of  the  United  States  Navy ; 
said  amount  to  be  paid  out  of  any  money  in  the  United  States  Treasury 
'iot  otherwise  appropriated,  and  to  take  effect  from  and  after  the  date 
^f  his  retirement  by  said  naval  board. 

.     Itfr.  Burchard  entered  the  United  States  Navy  March  14, 1865,  as  act- 

^^  third  assistant  engineer.     He  served  Ave  months  on  the  monitor 

^^ubuc;    was  detached  and  ordered  to  the  United  States  steamer 

^o\rhatan.    He  served  a  little  over  two  years  and  six  months  on  this 

^t^smer ;  was  detached  and  granted  one  month's  leave  of  absence,  and 

^B^  honorably  discharged.    He  reentered  the  Navy  September  1, 1870, 

^^  second  assistant  engineer,  and  was  ordered  on  special  duty  at  League 

island,  Pennsylvania;  detached  from  there  January  11, 1872,  and  or- 

Y^^x*ed  to  the  United  States  monitor  Terror,  at  Havana.    While  attached 

*^   this  monitor  at  Key  West,  Fla,  in  July,  1872,  he  was  taken  with 

^^  affection  of  the  eyes,  was  examined  by  a  board  of  medical  officers, 

^^tidemned  and  sent  home.    After  remaining  on  sick-leave  for  nearly  a 

^^ar  he  reported  as  fit  for  duty,  and  was  ordered  to  join  the  United 

^^ates  steamer  Tuscarora,  at  San  Francisco.     After  joining  this  ship 

^^  was  again  attacked  with  affection  of  the  eyes,  and  was  again  con- 

^^^ned  by  a  medical  survey  and  sent  home.    After  his  arrival  home  he 

Waced  himself  under  the  treatment  of  Dr.  P.  D.  Keyser,  an  eminent 

^ulist,  who  pronounced  his  disease  to  be  one  of  the  worst  forms  of  in- 

^xnmation  of  the  retina.    While  in  this  condition  he  was  ordered  before 

J*ie  retiring  board  at  Washington,  which  board  decided  that  he  was  unfit 

^^r  duty  by  reason  of  disability  which  did  not  originate  in  the  line  of 

^uty.    This  decision  placed  him  on  the  retired  list,  with  the  rate  of  pay 


2  JABEZ    BURCHARD. 

of  $500  per  aunuiu.     The  report  of  the  medical  officers  on  the  retiring' 
board  is  as  follows : 

Naval  Retirixg  Board^ 
Washington,  D.  C,  October  12,  1874. 

Sir:  We  have  examined  Jabez  Btircliard,  assistant  engineer  United  States  Navy, 
and  find  him  altiicted  with  chronic  retinitis.     He  has  been  twice  condemned  by  med — 

ical  survey  for  disease  of  the  eyes,  and  there  is  no  evidence  on  record  that  his  disa 

bility  originated  in  the  "line  of  duty."    He  is  at  present  unfit  for  duty,  and,  in  oui 

opinion,  is  permanently  incapacitated  to  perform  the  duties  appropriate  to  his  com 

mission. 


Respectfully,  &c., 


GEORGE  PECK, 

Medical  Inspector. 
DAVID  KINDLEBERGER, 

United  States  Naval  Surgeon. 


Commodore  J.  \V.  A.  Nicholson, 

President  Xaval  Retiring  Board. 


Mr.  Biirchard  asserts  that  when  he  appeared  before  the  retiring  boar 
lie  was  wholly  unprepared  with  essential  and  necessary  proof,  such 
a  certificate  from  his  family  physician,  who  had  known  him  from  child 
hood,  and  other  important  testimony,  to  show  that  the  disease  did  orig 
inate  in  the  service,  not  deeming  it  necessary,  but  that  he  relied  sole! 
upon  the  merits  of  his  case,  which  he  supposed  would  be  clearly  eviden 
from  a  simple  statement  of  the  plain  facts  of  the  same. 

From  a  very  careful  and  diligent  examination  of  the  papers  in  thi 
case,  your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  decision  of  the  retirin 
board  was  erroneous  and  unjust,  as  will  appear  from  the  following  cer 
tificates  from  Dr.  P.  D.  Keyser,  surgeon  at  Willa's  Eye  Hospital,  PhUadel 
phia,  and  Dr.  William.  T.  W.  Dickeson,  the  family  physician  of  Mr 
Burchard,  which  show  very  conclusively  that  the  disease  with  which 
is  unfortunately  aflfticted  was  contracted  in  the  line  of  duty  while  in  th 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  that  it  was  not  hereditary. 

1630  Arch  Street, 

Philadelphia,  May  2,  1876. 

Mr.  Jabez  Burchard,  assistant  engineer  United  States  Navy,  came  to  me  in  October, 
1873  suffering  from  a  severe  attack  of  retinitis,  which  has  assumed  a  chronic  form. 

This  affection  of  the  eyes  is  the  result  of  his  duties  on  monitor  service,  the  great 
heat  and  severe  changes  of  light,  &c.    I  can  find  no  signs  of  any  constitutionaf  (ac 
quired  or  congenital)  disease. 

He  has  been  under  my  treatment  up  to  the  present  date,  and  is  still  and  always  wi 
be  incapacitated  for  anv  use  of  his  eyes. 

P.  D.  KEYSER,  M.  D., 
Surgeon  Wills's  Eye  Hospital,  PkiUdelpkia. 

This  is  to  certify  that  I  am  personally  acquainted  with  Dr.  P.  D.  Keyser,  and  know 
him  to  be  among  the  first  physicians  and  oculists  in  this  city. 

L.  G.  WUNDER, 
Chief  Cleric,  Philadelphia  Post-Office. 

I  hereby  certify  thai  I  am  acquainted  with  Dr.  P.  D.  Keyser,  a  physician  in  good 
standing,  and  further  that  the  foregoing  is  his  certificate. 
Witness  my  hand  and  official  seal  this  3d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1876. 

ROBERT  R.  SMITH, 
Magistraie  of  Court  Ko.  8,  Philade^ia. 


Media,  Pa.,  May  4, 1876. 
I  ccertify  that  I  have  known  Jabez  Burchard,  assistant  engineer  United  Statee 
Navy,  since  he  was  a  child,  and  can  positively  assert  that  there  never  was  any  heredi- 
tary disease  about  him ;  that  he  was  in  a  sound  physical  condition  on  entering  the 
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fed  States  serrice,  and  bad  always  good  eyesight  until  sent  home  from  duty  on 
i  the  monitor  Terror. 

his  present  condition,  from  chronic  retiuitiSi  he  is  absolutely  unable  to  use  his 
from  the  paiufulness  caused  by  this  disease. 

WILLIAM  T.  W.  DICKESON,  M.  D. 

jkWARE  County,  m: 

n  this  4th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1876,  personally  appeared  before  me,  a  notary  public 
he  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  residing  in  said  county,  William  T.  W.  Dicke- 
,  M.  D.,  who  being  duly  affirmed  according  to  law,  says  that  the  above  facts  are 
»  as  he  verily  believes, 
firmed  and  subscribed  before  me  the  day  and  year  above  written. 

A.  P.  OTTEY, 

Notary  Public. 

From  the  following  letter  of  the  former  Secretary  of  the  Kavy,  Mr. 
^beson,  to  the  Fourth  Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  it  will  be  seen  that  it 
ks  the  opinion  of  the  !Navy  Department  that  the  disease  was  incident 
the  service : 

Navy  Department,  Washingtarij  March  1,  1877. 

to :  Upon  a  f uU  review  of  all  the  facta  in  the  case  of  Assistant  Engineer  Jabez  Bur- 
Md,  United  States  Navy,  the  department  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  causes  which 
^pacitated  him  for  active  duty  were  incident  to  the  service,  and  that  he  should 
mve  the  higher  rate  of  pay  allowed  to  retired  oflScers  by  section  1588  of  the  Revised 
Itateft. 

Very  respectfully,  &c., 

GKO.  M.  ROBESON, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
Bon.  8.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor  of  the  Treasury, 

The  following  is  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  Hon.  A. 
.  Sargent,  former  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Kaval  Affairs  of  the 
mate,  which  gives  a  concise  history  of  the  whole  subject : 

'Savy  Department,  March  14,  1878. 

8lR:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  this  date  inquir- 

g,  on  behalf  of  the  Naval  Committee  of  the  Senate,  what  were  the  reasons  for  placing 

MTond  Asaiatant  Enffinoer  Jabez  Burchard  on  the  retired  list  on  furlough  pay^  ana 

by  it  is  now  desirable  to  change  his  status. 

J&naary,  1874,  Mr.  Burchard  was  ordered  before  a  retiring  board,  the  finding  of 

hich  was  that  he  was  affected  with  chronic  inflammation  pf  the  retina  and  was  con- 

qaently,  at  the  time,  unfit  for  duty,  but  **not  incapacitated  within  the  meaning  of 

» law." 

In  October,  1874,  he  was  again  ordered  before  the  retirinor  board  and  found  inca- 

icitat«d  for  service,  and  that  there  was  no  evidence  that  the  incapacity  originated 

the  line  of  duty. 

rhe  President  concurred  in  opinion  with  the  retiring  board,  and  directed  that  Sec- 

d  Assistant  Engineer  Burchard  be  retired  on  **  furlough  par,"  and  he  was  so  retired. 

[n  1876,  Mr.  Burchard  appealed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  IsTavy  to  examine  into  his 

»,  which  he  regarded  as  one  of  peculiar  hardship,  and  filed  certain  papers  in  sup- 

rt  of  his  claim  that  his  disease  originated  in  the  line  of  duty,  and  asked  that  the 

tsident  be  requested  to  nominate  him  for  transfer  from  the  furlough  to  the  retired 

r  list. 

Copies  of  these  papers  are  herewith  inclosed.    The  Solicitor  of  the  Navy,  to  whom 

•e  jiapers  were  referred,  reported :  **The  evidence  is  so  strong  to  prove  that  Borch- 

fs  loas  of  eyesight  was  caused  by  exposure  in  the  performance  of  duty,  that  I  re- 

ctfuUy  advise  that  he  be  nominated  for  transfer  from  the  furlough  to  the  retired 

rlist.^ 

fo  nomination  for  a  transfer  was  made,  but  instead  thereof  the  Secretary  of  the 

vy,  March  1,  1877,  informed  the  Fourth  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  that,  upon  a  foU 

lew  of  the  case  of  Bir.  Burchard,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  causes  which  incapaci- 

ed  him  for  active  dnty  were  incident  to  the  service,  and  that  he  should  receive  the 

;her  rate  of  pay  aUowed  to  retired  officers  under  section  1588  of  the  Revised  Stat- 

t  appears  that  this  view  was  accepted  by  the  Fourth  Auditor,  and  that  Mr.  Burch- 
L  was  paid  for  the  time  he  had  been  on  the  retired  list  the  difference  between  fur- 
kgh  pay  and  retired  pay. 

>n  tlie  10th  January,  1878,  the  Second  Comptroller  called  on  the  department  for  a 
[>y  of  so  much  of  the  decision  of  the  retiring  board  in  Mr.  Burchard's  caae  aiftieAaAM. 
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t-o  tlie  question  whether  or  not  the  causes  were  incident  to  the  service,  and,  it  is  under- 
stood, decided,  quite  properly  it  is  thought,  that  Mr.  Burchard  could  only  receive 
the  higher  pay  by  transfer^  under  section  1588  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  gave  di- 
rections to  check  against  him  the  difference  of  pay  he  had  received. 

As  he  was  getting  only  **  furlough  pay,"  or  half  of  *'  leave  of  absence  pay" — $5(X)  a 
year — the  checkage  of  this  difference,  which  he  had  received,  against  this  small  sum 
of  $500  per  annum,  was  a  peculiar  hardship.  Mr.  Burchard  therefore  applied  to  the 
department  for  a  recommendation  to  the  President  for  his  nomination  from  the  fur- 
lough to  the  retired  pay  list. 

Under  all  the  circumstances — that  is,  the  probability  that  Mr.  Burchard's  disease 
might  have  been  incident  to  the  service  ;  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  had  given 
him  the  benefit  of  this  view ;  that  he  had  received  the  difference  of  pay ;  that  a  check- 
age  against  his  small  pay  of  $500  per  annum  would  be  peculiary  hard ;  that  he  is  nearly 
blind,  and  was  not  charged  with  nor  retired  for  immoral  conduct — I  consider  the 
case  as  one  calUn^  for  my  favorable  action,  and  his  name  was  submitted  to  the  Presi- 
dent for  nomination  from  the  furlough  pay  to  the  retired  pay  list. 

A  copy  of  the  report  of  the  medical  officers  on  the  retiring  board  is  herewith  inclosed ; 
also  a  copy  of  a  statement  made  by  Burchard  before  the  board. 
Verv  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  tke  Xary. 
Hon.  A.  A.  Sargent, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Xaval  JffairSj 

United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  Biirchard  was  subsequently  nominated  for  the  retired  list  of  the 
Favy,  so  that  he  could  lawfully  receive  75  per  cent,  of  sea  pay,  and  he 
was  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  He  wa«  accordingly  transferred  from  the 
furlough  to  the  retired  pay  list  April  1, 1878,  to  take  effect  from  the 
date  of  his  retirement,  October  26,  1876.  The  Comptroller,  however, 
still  adhered  to  his  former  decision  that  Mr.  Burchard  could  not  receive 
that  rate  of  pay  without  a  special  law  of  Congress  allowing  the  same. 
Hence  this  bill. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Burchard  wa«  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Kaval  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  at  the  last  session  of 
Congress  on  the  very  last  day  of  the  session,  but  failed  to  receive  the 
final  action  of  that  body  for  want  of  time.  The  report  submitted  by 
Mr.  Frank  Jones,  on  behalf  of  the  committee,  at  that  time,  shows  that 
that  committee  held  the  same  views  in  relation  to  the  justice  of  the  bill 
that  your  committee  do.    The  report  is  as  follows : 

Mr.  Frank  Joxes,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  following 

report,  to  accompany  bill  H.  R.  5642. 

The  Committee  on  Xaval  Affairs j  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill(n,  -R.  564*2) /or  the  relief  of 
Jabez  Burchardf  assistant  engineer  on  the  retired  list  of  the  United  States  Navyj  havii»g 

made  diligent  inquiry  in  reference  to  the  merits  of  this  billy  respectfully  report : 

< 

It  appears  from  evidence  furnished  from  tlie  Navy  Department  that  Assistant  En- 
gineer Burchard  was  retired  in  October,  1874,  on  account  of  defective  vision,  incapaci- 
tating him  for  active  duty,  and  that  a  board  of  officers  reported  that  his  disability  re- 
sulted from  injuries  received  not  in  the  line  of  duty;  he  was  consequently  placed  upon 
furlough  pay.  In  1876  he  appealed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  a  re-examination 
of  his  case,  and  furnished  evidence  in  support  of  his  claim,  that  his  disease  resulted 
from  injuries  received  in  the  line  of  his  duty.  The  evidence  was  so  strong  in  sapport 
of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Burchard  lost  his  eyesight  by  exposure  in  the  performance  of  his 
duty  that  the  Secretary  considered  it  just  that  he  should  be  transferred  from  furlough 
to  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy,  and  he  ordered  the  accounting  officer  of  the  Treasnrr 
to  allow  him  75  per  cent,  of  the  sea  pay  of  his  grade,  which  he  was  accordingly  paid. 
But  a  new  Comptroller  coming  into  office,  rul^,  under  the  opinion  given  by  the  At- 
torney-General, that  having  been  retired  by  a  report  of  a  boara  of  officers,  statins  that 
his  disability  was  not  the  result  of  injuries  incurred  in  line  of  duty,  he  was  entitled  to 
but  50  per  cent,  of  sea  pay.  Afterward  Secretary  Thompson,  with  a  view  to  give  him 
75  per  cent,  of  sea  pay,  recommended  that  he  be  nominated  for  the  retired  list  of  the 
^^avy,  and  the  President  so  nominated  him ;  and  after  an  examination  of  all  the  papers 
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;tion  with  the  case  the  Senate  confirmed  the  nomination.  He  was  accord- 
t  on  the  retired  ^ay  list  of  the  Navy.  But  the  Comptroller  still  decided  that 
lination  and  conhmiation  could  not  give  him  the  75  per  cent,  of  sea  pay  with- 
ct  of  Congress,  and  in  this  decision  he  was  sustained  by  the  Attorney-Ofeneral. 
as  therefore  no  recourse  left  Mr.  Burchard  hut  to  appeal  to  Congress.  In  his 
)  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Naval  Committee,  Secretary  Thompson  said : 
all  the  circumstances,  and  considering  the  prohability  that  Mr.  Rurchard's 
might  have  been  incident  to  the  service ;  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  had 
im  the  benefit  of  this  view,  and  that  he  had  received  the  difference  of  pay ; 
heckage  against  his  small  pay  of  $500  per  annum  would  be  peculiarly  hard ; 
is  nearly  blind,  and  was  not  charged  with  or  retired  for  immoral  conduct,  I 
r  the  case  as  calling  for  my  favorable  action,  and  his  name  was  submitted  to 
sideut  for  transfer  from  furlough  pay  to  the  retired  pay  list." 
dering  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  in  connection  with  this  case,  the  com- 
report  favorably  thereon,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  ought  to  pass. 

Burchard  is  entirely  incapacitated  from  pursuing  any  avocation 
equires  the  use  of  his  eyes,  and  is,  therefore,  debarred  from  the 
it  of  any  occupation  by  which  he  might  earn  a  sufficient  income 
I  support. 

old  the  bill  recommended  by  your  committee  pass,  Mr.  Burchard 
iceive  pay  at  the  rate  of  $1,275  per  annum,  or  75  per  cent,  of  the 
ly  of  his  grade,  his  pay  at  present  being  $850  per  annum,  or  50 
nt,  of  the  sea  paj'  of  his  grade. 

following  statement  is  incorporated  in  this  report  for  the  informa- 
r  the  Senate,  which  shows  the  rat^  at  which  Mr.  Burchard  has 
)aid  since  his  retirement : 

I  Burchard  retired  October  26,  1874,  and  paid  as  follows : 

October  26,  1874,  to  June  30,  1875,  at  $950  per  annum  (248  davs) |645  48 

nly  1,  1875,  to  March  31,  1877,  at  $500  per  annum 875  36 

.pril  1,  1877,  to  June  30,  1877,  at  $1,275  per  annum 317  28 

uly  1,  1877,  to  September  30,  1877,  at  $1,275  per  annum 321  37 

Kjtober  1,  1877,  to  December  31,  1877,  at  $1,275  per  annum...  $321  37 
d  in  first  quarter  1878 80  43 

240  94 

anuary  1,  1878,  to  January  31,  1878,  at  $1,275  per  annum 108  29 

ebraarv  1,  1878,  to  March  31,  1878,  at  $500  per  annum 80  33 

pril  1,  1878,  to  June  30, 1878,  at  $1,275  per  annum $317  88 

»red  by  Comptroller 105  96 

211  92 

uly  1,  1878,  to  September  30,  1878,  at  $850  per  annum 214  25 

ctober  1,  1878,  to  December  31,  1878,  at  $850  per  annum 214  25 

innary  1,  1879,  to  March  31.  1879,  at  $850  per  annum 209  59 

prill,  1879,  to  June  30,  1879,  at  $850  per  annum 211  92 

aly  1,  1879,  to  September  30, 1879,  at  $850  per  annum 214  25 

ctober  1,  1879,  to  December  31,  1879,  at  $850  per  annum 214  25 

r  certificate  April,  1877,  difference  between  75  per  cent,  of  $1,700  per 
n  ($1,275)  and  50  per  cent,  of  $1,900  per  annum  ($950)  from  Octooer 

74,  to  June  30, 1875 220  82 

ice  between  $1,275  and  $500  per  annum  from  July  1, 1875,  to  March  31, 

inclusive 1,356  79 

certificate  April  15, 1879,  difference  between  $500  and  $1,275  per  an- 
£rom  February  1,  1878,  to  March  31,  1878,  and  amount  checked  by 
asterfirst  quarter  1878  ($80.43) 205  70 

—This  officer  received  the  pay  at  $1,275,  or  75  per  cent,  of  the  sea  pay  at  $1,700 
lum  from  date  of  retirement,  October  26, 1874,  to  March  31, 1878.  April  1, 1878, 
changed  to  50  per  cent,  of  $1,700  ($850),  and  he  in  so  paid  to  December  31, 1879, 
am  in. 

X  committee  are  of  opinion  that  this  is  a  very  meritorious  case, 
96  that  appeals  to  the  magnanimity  and  justice  of  Congress, 
bill  is,  therefore,  reported  favorably,  and  its  passage  is  earnestly 
mended. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


IKEELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  siibmitte  I  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  8.  1545.]    • 

nmittee  an  Claitm,  to  xchoin  was  referred  the  hill  (8,  lo45)  for  the 
of  J.  W,  Burbridge  &  Co.  and  Robert  H.  Montgomery,  have  care- 
considered  the  same  J  and  submit  th^  following  report: 

bill  directs  that  the  claims  of  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.  and  Robert 
itgomery  to  the  proceeds  of  certain  sugars  alleged  to  have  been 
>y  the  United  States  officers  under  General  Orders  No.  91,  of 
I  Butler,  at  New  Orleans,  amounting  to  $37,951.59,  be  referred 
;]Jourt  of  Claims  for  adjudication  upon  the  evidence  now  in  the 
of  said  court,  and  such  additional  evidence  as  may  be  produced, 
it  said  court  shall  determine  whether  said  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co. 
the  time  of  the  taking,  a  valid  and  subsisting  lien  which  could 
5en  enforced,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent  of  that  lien  and  for 
nount,  and  whether  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.  are  entitled  to  said 
against  the  United  States ;  and  that  said  court  shall  frirther  de- 
\  whether  the  said  lien  was  assignable,  and  was  in  fact  assigned 
Montgomery,  and  is  valid  in  the  hands  of  said  Montgomery 
the  United  States ;  and  if  the  said  court,  upon  the  facts,  can  law- 
oder  judgment  against  the  proceeds  of  said  property  in  the  hands 
United  States  and  claimed  under  said  lien,  the  said  court  shall 
Lue  whether  such  judgment  shall  be  in  favor  of  said  Montgomery 
Burbridge  &  Co.,  or  both,  having  due  regard  to  the  equities  be- 
>hem. 

bill  is  a  very  peculiar  one,  and  by  its  terms  the  court  is  required 
rmine  whether  Burbridge  &  Co.  had  a  valid,  subsisting,  and  en- 
le  lien  on  the  sugars,  the  nature,  extent,  and  amount  of  the 
nd  whether  said  Burbridge  &  Co.  are  entitled  to  the  advantages 
lien  against  the  United  States,  and  whether  the  lien  was  assign- 
id  was  in  fact  assigned  to  said  Montgomery,  and  is  valid  in  his 
igainst  the  United  States,  and  then,  if  the  court  can  lawfully 
a  judgment  against  the  proceeds  of  said  sugars,  to  determine 
r  Montgomery  or  Burbridge  &  Co.  shall  get  the  proceeds,  or  both, 
both,  in  what  proportion. 

rt  H.  Montgomery  claims  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  Great  Britain, 
it  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.  were  commission  merchants  in  New 
8,  La.,  and  were  the  factors  of  one  Leo  L.  Johnson,  the  owner  of 
station  known  as  the  Webster  plantation,  on  tne  line  of  the 
sas  Kailroad,  about  35  miles  from  New  Orleans.  It  is  claimed, 
'  the  pmposes  of  this  report  admitted,  that  claimants,  Montgomery 
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and  Burbridge  &  Co.,  in  1862,  and  prior  and  subsequent  thereto,  resided 
in  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  were  loyal  citizens,  and  that  Leo  L.  Johnson 
was  in  1862  inside  the  rebel  lines.  It  is  claimed  that  said  Johnson  was 
largely  indebted  to  said  Burbridge  &  Co.  J.  W.  Burbridge  swears  that 
in  September,  1862,  he  alone  constituted  the  firm  of  J.  W.  Burbridge  & 
Co.,  and  always  was  the  capitalist,  and  that  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.  were 
the  factors  of  Leo  L.  Johnson,  who  was  indebted  to  said  firm  in  the  sum 
$131,366.67,  and  that  he,  J.  W.  Burbridge,  had  authority  to  sell  the 
crops  of  said  Johnson  and  to  apply  the  proceeds  to  liquidate  said  ad- 
vances, and  that  he  did,  through  his  agent,  Thomas  D.  Harris,  sell  the 
crop  of  the  said  Webster  plantation  to  said  Montgomery  September  9, 
1862.    The  contract  was  in  writing,  and  is  as  follows,  to  wit : 

Know  all  men  by  these  presents  that  it  has  been  agreed,  and  it  is  hereby  agreed, 
between  the  uudersicned,  as  follows,  to  wit :  Thomas  D.  Harris,  acting  as  the  attorney 
in  fact  of  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.,  of  this  city,  the  agents  of  Leo  L.  Johnson,  of  the 
parish  of  La  Foarche,  in  this  State,  has  sold,  and  hereby  does  seU,  unto  Robert  H. 
Montgomery,  of  this  city,  the  foUowing  crop,  belonging  to  said  Leo  L.  Johnson,  con- 
tained in  his  sugar-house  and  pur^ery  on  his  plantation,  in  the  parish  of  La  Fonrche, 

near  La  Fourche  Crossings,  to  wit,  six  hundred  and  five  hogsheads  of  sugar^  seven 

hundred  barrels  molasses,  and  three  hundred  barrels  rum,  at  the  foUowiug  prices,  t<^ 
wit :  For  the  sugar,  at  4^  cents  per  pound ;  for  the  molasses,  at  20  cents  per  gallon : 
and  for  the  rum,  at  50  cents  per  gallon ;  the  weight  and  quantity  to  be  determined  at^ 
the  time  and  upon  the  delivery  thereof  in  New  Orleans. 

The  said  Montgomery,  in  consideration  of  said  sales  so  to  him  made,  has  paid  im^ 
ready  monev  the  sum  of  $5,000  to  said  Harris,  attorney  in  fact  aforesaid,  the  receipt 
whereof  is  hereby  acknowledged,  and  accepted  as  so  much  on  account  of  the  firs^ 
sugar,  molasses,  or  rum  delivered  to  him,  said  Montgomery,  as  aforestated ;  the  bal — 
ance  to  be  i)aid  by  said  Montgomery  at  each  future  delivery  of  said  sugar,  molasses^ 
and  rum. 
Thus  agreed  and  done,  in  duplicate,  at  New  Orleans,  this  9th  of  September,  1862. 

J.  W.  BURBRIDGE  &  CO., 
Per  THOMAS  D.  HARRIS, 

AttomM. 
R.  H.  MONTGOMERY. 
Witnesses : 

Jno.  L.  Cavanna. 
J.  C.  McAllister. 

B. 

New  Orleans,  September  9,  1662. 

The  overseer  on  the  plantation  of  Leo.  L.  Johnson  will  please  deliver  to  the  order  of 
Robert  H.  Montgomery  the  entire  crop  of  sugar,  molasses,  and  rum  contained  in  the 
sugar-house  and  purgeries,  <&c.,  on  said  plantation,  the  same  having  been  sold  to  him 
this  day. 

J.  W.  BURBRIDGE  &  CO., 
Per  T.  D.  HARRIS. 

Deliver  the  above  sugar,  molasses,  and  rum  to  William  P.  Malonev  or  order. 

R.  H.  MONTGOMERY. 

This  contract  speaks  for  itself.  It  was  a  sjile  by  Thomas  D.  Harris, 
acting  as  the  attorney  in  fact  of  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.,  the  agents  of 
Leo  L.  Johnson,  to  R.  H.  Montgomery  of  605  hogsheads  of  sugar,  700 
barrels  molasses,  and  300  barrels  rum,  at  fixed  prices.  On  the  day  of 
this  sale  Burbridge  &  Co.  gave  to  Montgomery  an  order  on  the  overseer 
of  Johnson,  a  written  order,  to  deliver  the  entire  crop  of  sugar,  molasses, 
and  rum  on  the  plantation.  On  the  9th  of  November,  1862,  two  months 
after  this  sale.  General  Butler  issued  General  Orders  No.  91,  declaring 
the  territory  west  of  the  Mississippi  River,  excepting  the  parishes  of 
Plaquemines  and  Jefferson,  to  constitute  the  district  of  La  Fourche,  and 
declaring  that  "all  property  in  said  district  be.  and  is  hereby,  seques- 
tered," and  all  sales  or  transfers  thereof  were  foroidden  and  held  invalid, 
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ppointed  a  commission,  consisting  of  Maj.  Jos.  M.  Bell,  provost- 
,  president ;  Lieut.  Col.  J.  B.  Kinsman,  aid-de-camp ;  and  Captain 
r,  Seveuty-fittli  New  York  Volunteers,  provost-marshal  of  the  dis- 
to  take  possession  of  the  property  of  the  district,  make  inventory 
5  same,  to  collect  all  the  personal  property,  and  turn  over  to  the 
r  officers  such  as  may  be  required  for  the  use  of  the  United  States 
,  and  to  collect  together  all  the  other  personal  property  and  bring 
S^ew  Orleans  and  sell  it  at  auction  to  the  highest  bidder,  and,  after 
ting  expenses,  to  hold  the  proceeds  thereof  subject  to  the  just 
J  of  loyal  citizens  and  those  neutral  foreigners  who,  in  good  faith, 
appear  to  be  owners  of  the  same. 

ler  said  order  said  commission  took  possession  of  the  sugars  on  said 
ter  plantation  and  disposed  of  the  same.  Mr  Montgomery  pre- 
1  to  said  commission  a  petition  in  which  he  stated  ^<  that  on  the 
iy  of  September,  1862,  the  said  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.,  having  a 
ud  privilege  on  sugar,  molasses,  and  rum  on  the  plantation  of  Leo 
mson,  at  La  Fourche  Crossing,  through  their  attorney,  Thomas  D. 
3,  sold  the  same  to  the  said  Montgomery  upon  the  terms  and  con- 
8  set  forth  in  Exhibit  A,''  which  was  the  written  contract  herein- 
i  quoted,  and  that  on  the  same  day  an  order  was  given  by  said 
•idge  &  Co.  on  the  overseer  of  said  plantation  for  the  delivery  of 
ugar,  &c.,  to  said  Montgomery,  and  that  on  November  20, 1862,  the 
tent  of  said  sequestration  commission  gave  a  written  permission 

P.  Maloney  (who  was  authorized  by  said  Montgomery  in  writing 
eive  said  sugar)  to  get  said  sugars,  &c.,  and  that  before  he  could 
the  same  was  seized  by  the  United  StatTBS  military  authorities,  and 
ogsheads  of  said  sugar  were  shipped  to  New  Orleans  and  sold, 
•oceeds  thereof  amounting  to  $22,018.97,  and  the  same  was  there- 
paid  to  said  Montgomery. 

i  Montgomery  afterwards,  in  December,  1867,  made  application  to 
3cretary  of  War  by  an  affidavit  in  writing,  in  which  he  states  that 
[)tember  9, 1862,  he  purchased  from  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.,  factors 
to  L.  Johnson,  a  large  amount  of  sugar,  molasses,  and  rum,  then 
5  plantation  of  said  Johnson,  and  that  in  the  month  of  October, 
under  General  Butler's  order,  said  property,  together  with  that  of 

others,  was  sequestered,  brought  to  New  Orleans,  sold,  and  the 
ids  passed  into  the  hands  of  United  States  officers,  and  that  he  had 
ible  to  identify  as  his  property  certain  sugars  so  sold  by  said  com- 
m  on  November  17,  18,  and  19, 1862,  amounting  to  461  hogsheads, 
OT  the  gross  sum  of  $43,808.80,  the  expenses  being  $1,053.20,  leav- 
;  net  proceeds  $41,755.d1,  and  prayed  for  the  allowance  and  pay- 
of  said  sum. 
examination  was  had  by  the  War  Department  and  a  report  made 

case  by  James  A.  Hardie,  Inspector-General,  dated  May  26,  1868, 
ich  he  says  "  the  receipt  in  JVIontgomery's  handwriting,  however, 

that  the  amount  awarded  by  the  commission,  $22,018.97,  from 
le  of  the  parcel  of  278  hogsheads,  is  in  full  settlement  of  claim  for 
gar  on  Webster  plantation.  The  receipt  is  dated  April  10,  1863 ; 
les,  the  proceeds  of  which  were  thus  receipted  for,  took  place  on 
aber  6,  8, 10,  and  12, 1862 ;  the  other  sugars  for  which  claim  is 
lade  were  sold  on  November  1 7,  18,  and  19,  1862."  The  War  De- 
ent  refused  relief.  Thereupon  the  said  E.  H.  Montgomery  insti- 
his  action  in  the  Court  of  Claims  against  the  United  StateS;  No. 
»nd  a  great  deal  of  testimony  was  taken  and  the  case  was  sub- 
I  to  said  court  at  its  December  term,  1869.  In  that  case  Mont- 
y  claimed  $37,351.49.    The  Court  of  Claims  seems  to  have  given 
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the  case  a  thorough  examinatiou  and  decided  it  upon  its  merits  against 
the  claimant.    Among  other  things  the  court  says : 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  there  is  not  the  slightest  foundation  in  the  proofs  in  this 
ca«e  upon  which  to  build  a  lien  or  privilege  upon  these  crops,  for,  giving  the  evideme, 
the  widest  scope  that  could  possibly  be  claimed  for  it  in  any  aspect,  it  only  shows  the 
general  indebtedness  of  the  owner  on  a  general  account.  ♦  •  •  And  this  part  of 
the  case  has  not  the  least  possible  basis  on  which  to  rest. 

And  further — 

It  has  been  pressed  upon  our  consideration  with  great  earnestness  and  ability  by 
the  learned  counsel  of  the  claimant  that,  as  agents  and  factors  who  had  advanced 
money  to  make  this  crop,  Burbridge  &  Co.,  in  addition  to  being  factors  and  aeent«, 
had  a  lien  or  privilege  on  this  property  by  the  law  of  Louisiana  to  be  paid  their  ad- 
vancements, and  that  in  consequence  they  had  such  special  property  in  these  sugars 
as  authorized  them  to  sell.  But  this  is  a  total  misapprehension  of  the  law  of  line  or 
privilege  as  it  is  there  calle<l  and  as  it  exists  in  that  State. 

The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims  being  adverse,  Montgomery  ap- 
pealed the  case  to  the  Sui)reme  Court  of  the  United  States.  It  was  by 
that  court  decided  at  its  December  term,  1872.  In  rendering  their  de- 
cision this  court  says : 

For  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  whether  executed  or  executory  it  was  illegal  and 
void.  *  *  *  It  is  vain  to  contend  that  any  right  can  be  acquired  under  such  a  con- 
tract. *  *  *  It  has  been  argued  that  because  Burbridce  &  Co.,  the  agents,  had  a 
lien  upon  the  property  for  advances  made  by  them,  and  had  also  a  power  to  sell  for 
the  repayment  of  their  advances,  the  sale  which  was  made  ought  not  to  be  regarded 
as  a  sale  by  Johnson ;  yet  the  only  authority  they  had  to  sell  at  all  resulted  either 
from  express  power  given  to  them  by  the  owner  or  from  the  relation  to  him  in  which 
they  then  stood.  They  might  have  sold  their  lien  or  the  debt  secured  by  it,  and,  had 
they  done  so,  the  sale  would  have  involved  no  trading  with  the  enemy.  But  they 
undertook  to  sell  Johnson's  property,  describing  it  as  such  in  the  instrument  of  sale, 
and  describing  themselves  as  Johnson's  agents.  Very  clearly,  in  effect,  the  parties  to 
the  transaction  were  the  appellant  and  a  public  enemy. 

The  Supreme  Court  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims. 
While  these  proceedings  were  pending  what  is  known  a^  "  the  Treaty 
of  Washington  "  was  entered  into  between  the  United  States  and  Oreat 
Britain  for  the  settlement  of  the  then  pending  questions  between  the  two 
countries.  This  treaty  was  concluded  at  Washington  May  8, 1871,  rati- 
fication advised  by  the  Sen  ite  May  24,  ratified  by  the  President  May 
25,  ratifications  exchanged  at  London  June  17,  and  proclaimed  July  4, 
1871.  Article  12  and  following  articles  made  provision  for  the  final  and 
conclusive  settlement  of  all  claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies, 
or  private  individuals,  subjects  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  upon  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  arising  out  of  acts  committed  against  the 
persons  or  property  of  subjects  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty  during  the 
period  between  April  13,  1861,  and  April  9,  18G5,  both  inclusive.  Tlie 
claimant,  R.  H.  Montgomery,  presented  his  claim  to  this  commission, 
known  as  "  the  American  and  British  Joint  Claims  Commission,^  No. 
20,  for  sugar,  molasses,  and  rum  taken  and  sold  by  the  United  States  in 
November  and  December,  1862,  in  XiOuisiana,  amount  claimed  being 
$67,465.  It  was  disallowed  March  26,  1873.  Said  commission  unani- 
mously sustained  the  demurrers  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  in  all 
cases  in  which  suit  had  been  brought  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  whether 
still  pending  in  that  court  or  on  appeal  or  pre\iously  decided,  and  dis- 
missed those  cases,  including  that  of  claimant  Montgomery. 

Not  satisfied  with  these  sundry  decisions  against  the  claim  of  said 
Montgomery,  the  said  Montgomery  and  the  said  J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co. 
seem  to  have  "  pooled  their  issues  '^  and  applied  to  Congress.  Their 
joint  claim  was  presented  to  the  Forty-third  Congress,  and  in  the  Hoose 
of  Representatives  was  favorably  reported  (see  fl.  R.  Rep.  5X4  and  H. 
R.  3184).    No  further  action  was  had.    In  the  Forty-fourth  Congress 
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they  again  appeared,  and  in  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  the  report  and 
bill  of  the  Forty -third  Congress  were  adopted  and  reported  to  the  House, 
and  no  further  action  taken.  In  the  Forty-fifth  Congress  they  again 
appear  and  secure  a  favorable  report  in  the  House  (see  H.  E.  Eep.  No. 
246  and  bill  3549).  No  further  action  was  taken  in  that  Congress.  In 
the  Forty-sixth  Congress  they  again  appear  and  present  their  bills  in 
both  the  Senate  and  House,  and  on  February  13, 1880,  the  Committee  on  * 
War  Claims  of  the  House  made  an  adverse  report  (see  Beport  No.  208, 
Forty-sixth  Congress,  second  session).  Since  the  making  of  said  report 
in  the  House  the  claimant,  E.  H.  Montgomery,  has  filed  with  your  com- 
mittee a  written  brief,  in  which,  after  reviewing  the  case  and  the  said 
adverse  report,  he  says : 

I  aak  for  nothing  but  simple  justice  at  the  hands  of  your  committee,  to  be  allowed 
^o  go  again  before  the  Court  of  Claims  for  a  rehearing  upon  points  of  law,  wherein 
T  am  informed  the  court  erred  in  their  previous  rulings. 

There  was  also  filed  with  your  committee  a  written  synopsis  of  all  the 
facts  in  the  case  of  Burbridge  and  Montgomery,  by  J.  D.  Ferryman,  their 
attorney,  in  which  the  facts  and  the  law  and  the  said  House  adverse  re- 
port are  reviewed.    This  brief  closes  as  follows : 

The  question  is  purely  a  le'gal  one.  Had  Burbridge  under  the  laws  of  Louisiana  a 
lieu  upon  Johnson  s  crops  for  the  money  advanced  to  raise  the  same,  and  if  he  had, 
could  lie,  as  a  lo^'al  citizen,  sell  the  same  to  claimant,  a  loyal,  neutral  foreigner  f  It 
is  to  determine  these  points  that  the  claimant  asks  to  go  before  the  Court  of  Claims, 
which  can  only  be  done  through  the  intervention  of  Congress. 

Your  committee  have  given  this  case  a  careful  and  patient  examination, 
going  over  the  proceedings  from  beginning  to  end.  Your  committee 
find  that  the  claimant  Montgomery  had  a  full  and  adequate  remedy 
before  the  sequestration  commission,  sitting  in  Few  Orleans,  the  place 
of  his  residence,  and  within  thirty-five  miles  by  railroad  of  the  Webster 
plantation  where  the  sugars  are  claimed  to  have  been  raised  and  seized. 
His  application  was  heard  by  the  commission  and  the  relief  he  then 
claimed  was  granted,  and  the  sugars  for  which  he  was  paid  were  sold 
December  5,  8,  10,  and  12,  1862,  while  the  sugars  for  which  claim  is  now 
made  were  sold  November  17,  18,  and  19,  1862.  It  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  United  States  or  its  officials  that  he  did  not  present  his  claim  for  all 
he  thought  he  was  entitled  to.  He  then,  after  having  been  refused  re- 
lief in  the  War  Department,  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Claims,  which  had 
and  assumed  full  and  complete  jurisdiction  over  the  whole  case.  He  was 
then  certainly  in  possession  of  all  the  facts  now  alleged.  This  court, 
after  a  patient  hearing  and  thorough  investigation,  not  only  decided  ad- 
versely to  him,  but  also  expressly  decided  against  the  validity  of  the 
lien  or  privilege  of  the  said  Burbridge  &  Co.,  upon  which  reliance  is 
now  placed,  fie  then  appealed  his  case  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  the  final  arbiter  under  the  Constitution  and  laws.  This 
highest  tribunal  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims.  In  this 
decision  the  judge  delivering  the  opinion  says : 

Thev  might  have  sohl  their  lien  or  the  debt  secured  by  it,  and,  had  they  done  so, 
the  sale  would  have  involved  no  trading  with  the  enemy.  But  they  undertook  to  sell 
Johnson's  property,  describing  it  as,  such  in  the  instrument  of  sale,  and  describing 
themselves  as  Johnson's  agents. 

It  is  upon  the  first  sentence  above  quoted  that  the  claimants  are  at- 
tempting to  base  their  rights  to  the  relief  sought  in  the  bill,  and  in  doing 
so  they  wholly  ignore  the  last  sentence  above  quoted  and  the  express 
language  of  the  written  contract.    They  seek  in  effect  to  have  the  writ- 
s'. Rep.  531 2 
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ten  contract  of  sale  construed  into  a  mere  assignment  of  an  alleged  lien^ 
which  the  Conrt  of  Claims  expressly  decided  did  not  exist  under  the 
laws  of  Louisiana,  where  the  contest  was  made,  and  which  the  Supreme 
Court  expressly  decided  they  did  not  undertake  to  sell  by  their  written 
contract.  Kot  only  this,  but  they  seek  by  special  legislation  to  give  to 
J.  W.  Burbridge  &  Co.  rights  and  remedies  which  they  never  claimed 
*or  attempted  to  assert  in  any  of  the  proceedings,  until  the  claimant^ 
Montgomery,  was  defeated  at  every  point,  and  tiien  they  combine  and 
come  jointly  to  Congress. 

Your  committee  &d  no  reason  in  the  law  or  the  facts  of  this  case  to 
justify  the  passage  of  said  bill,  and,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  said 
bill  be  indefinitely  postponed,  and  the  claim  of  the  said  Montgomery 
and  Burbridge  &  Co.,  therein  presented,  be  not  allowed,  and  that  this 
report  be  adopted. 


CoNGBEss,  \  SENATE.  4  Report 

SesHon.        J  \  No.  632. 


IN  THE  SENxlTE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28, 1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


lA3rLiN,  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Nicaragua  Claims,  &c.,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1650.] 

Select  Committee  of  the  Senate  to  inquire  into  the  claims  of  citizens  of 
f  United  States  against  the  Oovernment  of  Nicaragua^  submit  the  follow- 
]  report : 

e  resolution  under  which  your  committee  were  appointed,  and  under 
b  they  have  acted,  is  in  the  following  words : 

4rtd,  That  a  select  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  by  the  President  of 
Date,  who  shall  sit  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  to  inqnire  into  all  claims  of 
ts  of  the  United  States  asainst  the  Government  of  Nicaragua  for  indemnity  for 
if  relatives  taken,  wounds  and  other  personal  iiguries  inflicted,  and  property 
iniured,  or  destroyed,  which  have  heretofore  been  filed  in  the  Department  of 
ana  now  remain  pending  and  unsatisfied ;  and  shall  ascertain  ana  determine 
imoonts,  and  to  what  persons,  the  Government  of  Nicaragua  is  liable  to  make 
nsarion  on  account  thereof,  and  report  the  same,  with  the  evidence  in  reference 
o,  to  Congress  at  its  next  session. 

will  be  seen  that  the  resolution  provides  that  said  committee  *<  shall 
tain  and  determine  what  amounts,  and  to  what  persons,  the  Gov- 
ent  of  Nicaragua  is  liable  to  make  compensation  on  account  thereof? 
■eport  the  same,  with  the  evidence  in  reference  thereto,  to  Congress 
;  next  session.^ 

e  committee  have  given  their  careful  consideration  to  the  subjects  em- 
^d  within  the  resolution  under  which  they  have  acted.  The  claima 
h  have  been  presented  to  the  committee  as  filed  in  the  Department 
ate  number  108,  upon  which  an  aggregate  of  $6,092,000  has  been 
led  as  justly  due  from  the  Nicaraguan  Government.  Of  the  num- 
f  claims  stated,  there  are  48  in  which  no  specific  sum  is  claimed* 
ies,  several  other  claims  not  filed  in  the  department  before  the  pas- 
of  the  resolution  have  been  submitted  to  your  committee.  It  is 
ned  by  your  committee,  from  an  examination  thereof,  that  they 
d  probably  amount  in  all  to  at  least  $10,000,000. 
ter  a  careful  and  deliberate  consideration  of  the  whole  subject,  your 
nittee  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that,  neither  in  justice  to  the  claim- 
,  nor  to  themselves,  nor  to  the  respective  governments,  can  they  de- 
ine  for  what  amount  the  Nicaraguan  Government  is  justly  liable  ta 
3  compensation.  The  evidence  presented  to  the  committee  is  wholly 
1  ex  parte  character;  and  without  any  knowledge  of  what  facts 
it  be  presented  in  rebuttal  of  any  of  said  claims,  or  in  diminution 
le  damages  therein  claimed;  your  committee  do  not  feel  prepared  to 
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decidfe  the  amount  which  should  justly  be  paid;  they  cannot  exp: 
opinion  for  which  they  can  or  should  be  held  responsible.  These 
are  of  long  standing,  of  a  large  amount,  and,  in  justice  to  thedai 
the  liability  of.  the  Nicaraguan  Government  should  be  settled  a 
termined ;  and,  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee,  the  only  ju 
equitable  mode  of  disposing  of  all  these  matters  is  by  a  joint  c 
tion,  agreed  to  by  the  respective  governments,  before  which  either 
can  introduce  evidence  in  support  of,  or  in  opposition  to,  said 
and  before  which  the  claims  of  each  government,  or  the  citizens  < 
government  against  the  other,  can  be  presented,  heard,  tried,  and 
mined  upon  principles  of  law  and  equity.  Such  a  commission, 
opinion  of  your  committee,  should  be  instituted,  and  to  aid  our  | 
ment  promptly  to  accomplish  such  object  your  committee  report  b« 
bill  referred  to  them  (S.  1650)  authorizing  the  President  to  ma 
necessary  arrangements  to  carry  into  effect  any  convention  betw< 
United  States  and  Nicaragua  for  the  adjustment  of  claims  whic 
be  duly  concluded  between  the  two  governments,  with  an  amen 
and  recommend  its  passage. 


GoNaBBSSy  \  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

Setsum.       i  \  No.  533. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Call,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  S.  Res.  59.] 

Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  joint  resolution  {8. 
0f.  59)  repealing  part  of  section  4693  Revised  Statutes^  have  examined 
e  samej  and  report : 

lat  they  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  repeal  of  the  limitation  in  the  sta- 
will  allow  the  presentation  of  cases  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
)  in  which  there  is  no  record  evidence  of  the  applicant's  service  and 
t>ility,  and  when  time  has  rendered  it  difficult  if  not  impossible  to 
are  reasonable  proof  of  the  necessary  fact. 

ley  are  further  of  opinion  that  the  repeal  of  this  section  of  the  sta- 
ts unnecessary  because,  in  meritorious  cases  of  the  class  referred 
tie  x>ension  can  be  allowed  by  special  act  of  Congress.  The  com- 
de,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  joint  resolution  do  not  pass,  and 
that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


f 


&B£SS, )  SENATE.  /  Bepobt 

ion.        i  \  No.  534. 


[N  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28, 1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


£BS,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1272.] 

nmittee  on  Pensions,  having  examined  the  provisions  of  Senate 
find  that  it  proposes  to  increase  tiie  pensions  of  those  who 
an  arm  below  the  elbow,  or  a  leg  below  the  knee,  to  $24  per 
kiere  the  amputation  was  so  near  the  joint  as  to  prevent  the 
3  joint. 

isage  of  such  an  act  would,  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee, 
e  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  pensions  of  those  who  had 
3  above  the  same  joint,  and  while  special  cases  may  and  doubt- 
ist,  where  equity  and  justice  authorize  an  increase,  such  cases 
\  relieved  by  special  act,  as  has  been  done  in  a  few  instances 
kr  merit, 
nmittee  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


ONGa£SSy  I  SENATE.  i  KEPOEr 

Hessian.       f  \  Ko.  535. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


THERS,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1586.] 

[Committee  on  Pensions,  having  examined  the  provisions  of  Sen- 
15S6  to  regulate  the  fees  of  attorneys  in  pension  cases,  find  that 
>rizes  a  large  increase  in  the  fees  allowed  under  existing  laws, 
such  incres^ed  fees  are,  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee,  detri- 
to  the  interest  of  the  pensioners  and  solely  for  the  benefit  of  the 
L  attorneys,  they  report  back  the  biU  adversely  and  recommend 
finite  postponement. 


CONGBCSS,  )  SEKATE.  i  Bepobt 

i  Session.        i  \  ^o.  536. 


IN  THE  SE:t^ATE  OF  THE  UNITED  8TATE8. 


April  28, 1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Cameron,  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  5628.  ] 

Committee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  £.5628) 
^Ung  to  machinists  in  the  Navy^  having  had  the  same  under  con^idera- 
(m,  beg  leave  to  sitbmit  the  following  report : 

Jl  the  facts  connected  with  this  bill  will  be  found  in  the  letter  of  the 
retary  of  the  Navy,  which  is  embodied  in  the  following  report  of  the 
ise  committee  on  this  subject,  and  which  your  committee  adopt  as 
flt  of  their  report : 

"Committee  on  Xaval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H.  R.  3821)  providing  for  the 
ermanence  of  machinutts  in  the  Navy  after  certain  re-enlistments,  beg  leave  to  report : 

at  they  have  bad  tbe  same  nnder  coDsideration^fand  recommend  the  adoption  of 
ifocompanying  substitute.  The  committee  call  attention  to  the  letter  of  the  Seo- 
y  of  the  Navy,  as  embodying  their  views  upon  the  subject-matter  referred  to  in 
bill. 


Navy  Department, 
Washington^  February  19,  18«0. 

B :  I  have  examined  bill  H.  R.  3820,  presented  by  you  to  the  department  for  its 
8  thereon,  providing  for  the  permanence  of  machinists  in  the  United  States  Navy 
*  certain  enlistments. 

le  enlistment  of  machinists  to  do  the  duty  of  assistant  engineers  was  determined 
m  or  twelve  years  ago.  There  was  no  statute  establishing  such  a  rate  in  the 
y  or  fixing  the  pay  thereof.  Under  authority  given  the  President  by  law  to  fix 
pay  of  petty  officers  and  seamen  in  the  Navy,  he  nxed  the  pay  of  machinsts  at  |75  a 
th. 

le  system  of  enlisting  machinists  for  the  purpose  above  stated  was  rather  an  ex- 
mental  one,  and  in  its  operation  does  not  appear  to  have  given  satisfaction.  The 
neers  in  charge  of  machinery  on  board  vessels  in  commission,  and  where  machinists 
b  been  placed  in  the  responsible  position  of  standing  on  engine-reom  watch,  have 
sndly  condemned  the  system,  and  many  of  the  iiguries  to  engines,  boilers,  and 
I  dependencies  have  been  attributed  and  traced  to  the  inefficiency,  inexperience, 
want  of  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  machinists.  The  heads  of  the  Bureau  of 
un-Engineering  have  all  reported  against  the  system. 

he  duty  which  has  been  assigned  to  machinists  can  be  carried  on  more  efficiently 
responsible  and  educated  engineer  officers  of  the  Navv,  and  it  is  better  for  the 
rice  that  onr  cadet-engineers  and  assistant  engineers  should  discharge  this  duty 
tgether.  They  can  then  be  held  directly  responsible  for  any  disasters  which  may 
or,  or  any  ii^juries  which  may  be  sustained,  in  the  steam  department,  and  not  be 
e  to  shift  the  responsibility  to  machinists  under  them,  as  may  now  be  tne  case. 
^  elasB  of  cadet-engineers  is  annually  g^raduated  from  the  Academy  and  sent  at  once 
^  for  service  in  the  engine-room  of  vessels,  and,  after  a  two  years^  cruise,  are 
*Qiiited  assistant  engineers.    From  this  source,  and  the  occasional  appointment  of 
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qualified  candidates  from  civil  life,  the  Navy  will  secure  all  the  engineer  officers  re- 
qaired  for  the  service.  There  will  be  no  actual  necessity  for  machinists,  as  wa«  the 
case,  to  some  exteut|  when  the  system  of  enlisting  them  was  introduced.  Such  subor- 
dinate assistance  as  may  be  needed  in  the  engineer's  department  of  vessels  and  stations 
can  be  performed  by  first-class  firemen,  and  thus  save  $522  a  year  for  each  machinist 
that  is  in  the  service  at  the  present  time.  The  pay  of  a  machuiist  is  |900  a  year,  and 
that  of  a  first-class  fireman,  f378. 

On  the  20th  of  November  last  an  order  was  given  to  suspend  the  enlistment  or  re- 
enlistment  of  machinists,  and,  by  reason  of  the  expiration  of  the  terms  of  enlistment 
of  those  now  in  the  service,  this  class  of  employes  will,  at  no  very  distant  day,  be  re- 
moved from  the  Navy. 

In  view  of  all  the  facta  in  the  case  and  the  unsatisfactory  experience  with  the  sys- 
tem of  enlisting  and  employing  machinists,  I  cannot  recommend  the  passage  of  this 
biU,  which  proposes  to  engraft  npon  the  Navy  a  permanent  corps  of  this  class. 

There  are  among  the  machinists  in  the  service  many  good  and  faithfiil  men,  who 
liAve  performed  their  duties  with  zeal  and  with  all  the  abiuty  and  educational  advant- 
ages they  possessed.  It  would,  therefore,  seem  to  be  a  harsh  measure  to  throw  them 
out  of  employment  without  some  substantial  recognition  of  their  past  services,  and  I 
would,  therefore,  recommend  suitable  legislation  to  provide  such  recognition. 

Those  who  have  received  three  honorable  discharges  and  three  good-conduct  badges, 
liaving  served  three  ctpnsecutive  enllstmepts,  might  receive  a  gratuity  of  one  year's 
pay,  with  other  emoluments  now  allowed  to  enli^rt^d  men ;  and  tnose  who  have  served 
one  and  two  consecutive  enlistments,  whose  conduct  entitles  them  to  an  honorable 
discharge  on  the  expiration  of  their  present  enlistment,  might  be  allowed  a  pvopor- 
tionate  sum. 

This  benefit  might  be  extended  to  tho^e  who  have  been  disch,arged  under  like  cir- 
onmstances  since  the  orders  of  the  department  suspending  further  enlistments.  Thus 
they  would  not  be  thrown  out  of  employment  after  long  and  faithful  service  without 
some  means  of  temporary  support. 

If  desired,  a  draft  of  a  bill  embracing  these  features  can  be  prepared  and  sent  to 
you. 

Very  respectfully, 

E.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Hon.  Jno.  Goode, 

Committee  on  Naval  AffairSf  House  of  Bepreientativee, 

Your  committee  beg  leave  to  rex)ort  the  bill  back  without  ameudmeiit, 
B  d  recommend  its  passage. 


CONOBESS,  \  SEl^ATE.  I  Eepoet 

iSemcm.        J  |  No.  537. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


y^iTHEBS,  from  the  Oommittee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol 

lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1535.  ] 

I  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1535) 
Lng  an  increase  of  pension  to  Rebecca  E.  Haskin,  widow  of  Joseph 
ftskin,  late  lieutenant-colonel  First  Regiment  Artillery,  United 
s  Army,  find,  that  while  serving  in  Mexico  a«  first  lieutenant  the 
•  lost  an  arm ;  that  he  remained  in  service  during  the  late  war, 
[nee  died  of  consumption ;  that  the  claimant  receives  a  pension  of 
er  month,  being  the  sum  allowed  by  law  for  the  widow  of  a  first 
nant,  which  was  the  rank  of  her  husband  at  the  time  the  injury 
•eceived  in  the  war  with'  Mexico.  The  claimant,  however,  asks 
;he  pension  allowed  by  law  for  the  widow  of  a  lieutenant-colonel  be 
her,  on  the  ground  that  the  disease  of  which  the  of&cer  died 
lated  in  the  service  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion  while  he  held 
ank  of  lieutenant-colonel  of  artillery,  and  had  no  connection  with 
»8S  of  the  arm  in  Mexico.  The  application  for  an  increase  was  de- 
by  the  bureau  on  the  ground  that  ^^  the  claimant  is  in  receipt  of  all 
on  she  is  entitled  to  under  the  provisions  of  the  general  pension 

B  evidence  of  Army  surgeons  and  several  officers  of  the  Army  is 
e  to  sustain  the  claim.  It  is  established  by  medical  evidence  that 
fficer  during  the  late  war  performed  arduous  and  valuable  service: 
he  was  exposed  to  hardship  and  privations,  which  developed 
cle  in  the  lungs,  which  softened  and  ultimately  caused  his  death, 
various  phases  of  the  disease  appear  to  have  been  satisfactorily 
d  by  the  evidence  of  competent  medical  men.  The  existence  of 
)  tubercle,  the  subsequent  softening  of  these  deposits  caused  by 
sore,  fatigue,  and  privation,  and  the  progressive  increase  of  the 
se  terminating  in  death.  The  committee,  being  of  opinion  that  the 
se  of  which  the  officer  died  was  contracted  in  the  service  and  in 
ine  of  duty  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion,  and  while  he  held  the 
of  lieutenant-colonel,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  granting 
crease  of  pension. 


Ck)N0B£SS.  >  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

2d  Session.        i  \  No.  538. 


IX  TH.E  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


'.  Butler,  from  the  Committee  on  Territories,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  5203.] 
L 

|R«  Committee  on  Territories^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  H.  R.  5203, 

^  hating  had  the  same  under  consideration^  submit  the  following  report: 

i, 

.  The  report  from  the  Committee  on  the  Territories  of  the  House,  accom- 
laDying  said  bill,  is  as  follows : 

1  ^r.  BoucK,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Territories,  submitted  the  following  report : 

"'  ^  Committee  on  the  Territorie^ty  to  whom  was  referred  ths  hill(ff.  R,  5203)  providing  for  the 
reapportionment  of  the  members  of  the  legislatures  in  the  Territories  of  montanay  IdakOf 
ftad  WjfonUngy  suomit  the  following  report: 

An  ac't  of  Congress  approved  June  19, 1879,  reduced  the  number  of  the  members  of 
■1^«  Territorial  legislatures,  and  it  also  provided  that  the  legislatures  of  the  Territories 
*  their  next  session  redistrict  their  respective  Territories. 

^  "This  the  legislatures  of  the  Territories  named  in  this  bill  failed  to  do.  In  said  Ter- 
'i'^ries  there  cannot  be  a  lawful  election  of  members  of  the  legislature  or  a  lawful  leg- 
^latnre  unless  the  said  law,  so  far  as  it  changes  the  number  of  the  members  of  the 
^«:rritorial  legislatures,  is  repealed  and  the  old  law  re-enacted  as  to  said  Territories, 
>^  the  passage  of  an  enabling  act  by  Congress. 

The  time  fixed  by  law  for  the  next  election  of  members  in  said  Territories  is  in  the 
KM>nth  of  November  next. 

lliis  bill  provides  that  the  governor  and  the  speaker  of  the  house  of  representatives 
Mod  the  president  of  the  council  during  the  last  session  of  the  legislatures  in  the  Ter- 
^tories  named  in  said  bill,  shall  constitute  a  ^'  board  of  apportionment''  in  their  respect- 
^^e  Territories  to  redistrict  the  same,  such  redistricting  to  be  upon  the  basis  of  the 
^^ipulation  as  shown  by  the  census  of  1880. 

The  bill  further  provides  that  the  legislatures  elected  under  such  redistricting  shall 
ve  authority  to  alter  or  amend  such  apportionment  so  made  under  this  bill,  and  that 
any  time  thereafter  the  legislatures  of  said  Territories  may  reapportion  their  re- 
active Territories  in  accordance  with  the  population. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  a  new  apportionment  in  said  Territories  is 

1  alisolnte  necessity,  and  that  the  same  must  be  had  before  there  can  be  a  lawful 

^siection  for  members  or  a  lawful  legislature  in  either  of  said  Territories,  and  that  the 

xBode  provided  by  this  bill  for  making  such  apportionment  is  not  only  convenient  and 

'«>«(momical,  but  fair  and  just  to  all  persons  ana  Interests. 

The  committee,  therefore,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Attention  is  called  to  the  necessity  of  the  passage  of  this  bill  at  the  present  session 
"^^ Congress,  because  the  time  fixed  by  law  for  the  election  of  members  of  the  legisla- 
^^^  in  said  Territories  is  in  the  month  of  November  next. 

As  this  report  explains  the  necessity  for  the  passage  of  the  bill  at  this 
*^ion  of  Congress,  your  committee  adopt  the  same  and  recommend 
^e  passage  of  the  bill. 


CoNGB£SSy  \  SENATE.  i  Eepubt 

2d  Session.        §  \  No.  539. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28,  IBdO. — Ordered  to  be  priated. 


It.  Davis,  of  West  Virginia,  ffom  the  Select  Committee  to  Investigate 
the  Finance  Reports,  Books,  and  Accounts  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

Tre  original  resolution  under  which  your  committee  was  organized 
V18  adopted  by  the  Senate  at  the  first  session  of  the  Forty- fifth  Con- 
fress  and  was  as  follows: 

In  thk  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

November  19,  1877. 

Jlem>lred,  That  a  committee  of  five  be  appointed  by  the  Chair  to  investigate  the 
rbance  Reports,  books,  and  accounts  of  the  Treasury  Department,  particularly  with 
tfereoce  to  difterence^,  discrepancies,  and  alterations  in  amounts  and  figures  that 
•re  been  made  in  them,  if  any  such  there  be,  especially  in  the  annual  statements  of 
«  expenditures  of  the  governmeniL  revenue  collected,  and  the  public  debt  contained 

9aid  reports ;  and  if  any  such  difiference'S,  discrepancies,  and  alterations  be  found  to 
ist,  to  renort  the  same  and  the  extent  and  nature  thereof,  the  years  wherein  they 
&ar,  by  wnat  authority  made,  if  any,  the  reasons  that  induced  them,  and  to  report 
tierally  such  (fther  and  further  information  bearing  upon  the  subject  as  to  them  may 
&m  best ;  and  that  said  committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  to  take 
t«timony,  to  employ  a  stenographer  and  two  clerks,  and  leave  to  sit  during  the  sea- 
>n  of  the  Senate;  and  that  the  expenses  attending  this  investigation  shall  be  paid 
it  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  committee  : 
^d  said  committee  shall  not  be  dissolved  by  the  expiration  of  the  present  session  of 
kc  Senate,  but  shall  exist  until  it  shall  make  its  report  or  shall  be  discharged. 

Under  this  resolution  Senators  Davis  of  West  Virginia,  Beck,  Allison, 
ngalls,  and  Cameron  of  Pennsylvania,  were  appointed  the  committee 
o  make  the  investigation.  The  committee,  not  having  concluded  its 
abors  during  the  Forty-fifth  Congress,  was  continued  by  the  Senate, 
^ith  the  same  powers,  at  the  first  session  of  the  Forty-sixth  Congress, 
Idarch  19, 1879,  and  Senators  Whyte  and  Dawes  were  substituted  for 
Senators  Allison  and  Cameron,  so  that  the  committee  as  reconstituted 
consists  of  Senators  Davis,  Beck,  Whyte,  Ingalls,  and  Dawes. 

CHANGES  AND  ALTERATIONS  IN    THE  FINANCE   REPORTS,  BOOKS,  &0. 

the  attention  of  the  Senate  was  first  called  to  the  changes  and  altera- 
^ons  in  the  Finance  Reports,  books,  and  accounts  of  the  Treasury  De- 
P^tment,  which  form  the  subject  of  this  investigation,  by  the  chairman 
of  this  committee,  both  by  resolution  and  by  speech  in  the  Senate,  in 
^e  month  of  January,  1876.  He  then  asked  for  the  appointment  of  a 
^lect  committee  to  examine  the  matter.  This  the  Senate,  at  that  time, 
^a^  disinclined  to  grant,  and  instead,  referred  the  resolution  to  the 
'Ending  Committee  on  Finance,  which,  after  consulting  the  then  Sec- 
^tary  of  the  Treasury,  embodied  his  letter  of  explanation  as  its  rejwrt 


n 


INVESTIGATION  OF  THE  ACCOUNTS  OF 


in  the  main,  wliicli  was  snbmitted  and  ordered  to  be  printed ;  no  f\irtber 
or  other  action  being  taken  dnring  that  (the  Forty-fourth)  Congress. 
On  the  assembling  of  the  Forty-fifth  Congress,  the  resolution  for  a  special 
committee  of  investigation  was  renewed  by  its  original  mover  and 
adopted  by  the  Senate. 

The  purpose  of  allowing  the  employment  by  this  commmittee  of  two 
clerks  was  to  enable  them  to  obtain  the  services  of  competent  account- 
ants. One  of  those  so  employed,  and  who  has  been  thus  engaged  since 
the  committee  began  its  investigations,  is  ISIr.  William  Woodville. 
He  testified  (see  testimony,  page  43)  that  he  had  made  a  complete  exam- 
ination in  the  Congressional  Eecord  of  the  several  speeches  made  by 
the  chairman  in  the  Senate,  and  compared  them  carefully  with  the  Fi- 
nance Keports  of  the  Treasurj^  Department,  and  the  result  of  his  exam- 
ination in  part  is  here  inserted,  with  the  decision  of  the  committee  as  to 
its  admissibility  as  evidence  wiien  so  offered  before  the  committee  (see 
testimony,  pp.  48  to  61)  : 

•  •«•«•• 

The  committee  admit  the  statement,  the  figures  and  tables  therein  contained,  taken 
from  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Davis  in  the  Senate,  as  reported  in  the  Congressional  Kecord, 
having  hefen  by  the  witness  Woodville  carefully  compared  with  the  official  Finance 
Keports  to  Congress,  for  the  years  named  therein,  and  found  by  him  to  be  accurat-ely 
stated  from  these  Finance  Reports,  with  the  exception  of  the  footings  and  such  cor- 
rections as  he  has  therein  named,  which  will  be  found  at  the  end  ot  the  statement; 
but  the  remarks  in  these  speeches  of  Mr.  Davis  himself  in  connection  with  these  fig- 
ures, and  his  inferences  drawn  from  them,  are  no  part,  of  the  testimony  of  the  witness. 
The  footings  themselves  were  found  to  be  correct  as  footings.  The  witness  having 
gone  through  the  processes  of  addition  and  subtraction  as  to  said  footings  as  therein 
put  down,  found  them  to  be  correct  so  far  as  addition  and  subtraction  were  concerned, 
without  expressing  or  being  called  upon  to  express  any  opinion  in  reference  to  them. 

FOR  YEAR   1864. 

Beport  for  1666  states  net  revenue  collected $264,626,771  60 

Reportforl870  8tat.es  net  revenue  collected 262,742,354  32 

Showing  a  decrease  of 1,884,417  28 

FOR  YEAR  1865. 

Report  for  1866  states  net  revenue  collected |3.33, 714, 605  08 

Report  for  1870  states  net  revenue  collected 323, 092, 785  9J 

Showing  a  decreaseof 10,621,819  U 

*•«•••  • 

Annual  expenditures  as  shown  by  reports  of  1869  and  1870. 


1860-'61 
18(Jl-'e2 

1863>'64 


Years. 


Total 

DifTerenoe  or  increase. 


^  Total  annnal  expenditures  as  stated 
in  Finance  Report  for — 


1869and  previous 
reports. 


$85, 387, 313  08 

570, 841, 700  25 

805,796,630  65 

1, 298, 144. 656  00 

1,897,674.224  09 

1. 141,  072.  606  09 


5, 888, 917, 190  16 


1870  and  subse- 
quent reports. 


$85, 387, 363  08 

565,  667,  358  08 

890,815,911  25 

1,295,541.114  86 

1,906,433,331  37 

1,139,344,081  95 


5. 892, 189, 160  59 


Increase  in  re- 
port of  1870 
over  1869. 


950  00 

i,*0i9,'28b  60 

"8.'759.'i07"28 


12,778^497  88 
3. 271. 970  43 


Decrease  in  re> 
report  of  1870 
over  1869. 


$6. 174, 342  17 


2,609,541  14 
'  1,728."  584' ii 


9.50«,4«7  45 


THE    TREASURY    DEPARTMENT.  ' 


III 


Annual  expenditures  as  shmcn  by  reports^  <fc. — Continued. 


Y«w. 


e 

■5 


r« 


Total 

Total  difference  or  increase . 


Public  debt,  as  ntated  iii  the  Finance 
Itcport  for — 


1871  and  mibse- 
quent  reports. 


$524, 
1, 119, 
1,815, 
2,680, 
2,773, 
2,678, 
2,  611, 

2,480, 


176,412  13 
772,138  63 
784,  370  57 
647.  869  74 
286, 173  69 
126, 103  87 
687,851  19 
452, 213  94 
672,  427  81 


1870  and  previous 
reports. 


$514, 
1,098. 
1.740, 
2,682, 
2.  783, 
2.692. 
2,636, 
2,489. 
2,386. 


211,371  92 
793, 181  37 
694, 489  49 
593.  026  53 
425.  879  21 
199.  215  12 
320,964  67 
002,  480  58 
358,  599  74 


19,  272. 555.  561  57  19, 023,  595,  208  63 


Increase. 


$9, 965, 040  il 
20, 978,  957  26 
75,  093,  881  08 


99. 449,  733  36 
94,  313,  828  07 


299,  801, 439  98 
248, 960,  352  94 


Decrease. 


$1,945,156  79 
10, 189,  705  52 
14.013,111  25 
24, 633, 113  4S 


50,  841,  087  04 


e«cTetar>'s  table.  Finance  Report  for  1875 $142,540,493  44 

Increajie 

«<t«r  of  Cammissioner  of  Pejisions,  July  25, 1876  129,391,228  38 

Decrease 


$13,  554, 419  89 
405,  IM  83 


Difference  of  increase  in  Secretary's  table 13, 149, 265  06      13, 149, 265  06 

Pension  expenditures. 


«4< 
«49 


Year. 

Report  for  1869. 

Report  for  1870. 

Increase. 

j^ 

$1, 809, 739  62 
193,  695  87 
161. 190  66 

$1. 811, 097  66 
1, 3:;8,  867  64 
1, 222,  222  71 

$1,357  94 
1.136.171  77 

1. 061. 032  05 

Total  increase r ,  -  -  r , 

2, 197,  561  76 

War  expenditures. 


Year. 


M44 

mi 
ma 


Total  increase 


Report  for  1869. 


$5, 192, 445  05 
10,  362,  374  36 
35, 776, 495  72 
14, 472,  202  72 


Report  for  1871. 


$5, 218, 183  66 
10, 413, 370  18 
35,  840. 030  33 
16, 472, 202  72 


Increase. 


$25, 738  61 

50,995  82 

63,534  61 

, 000,  000  00 


2, 140, 269  04 


Expenditures  in  Indian  Bureau. 


m 

1855 

lie:, 

1884 


Year. 


Total  increase 


Rei>ort  for  1869. 

Report  for  1871. 

Increase. 

$1, 103, 251  78 

$1. 252, 296  81 

$149, 045  03 

509,263  25 

1, 374, 161  55 

864,898  30 

1, 413. 995  08 

1, 550, 339  55 

136,  844  47 

2, 708,  347  71 

2,772,990  78 

64,648  07 

2, 596, 465  92 

2, 644. 263  97 

47,  798  05 

4,241,028  60 

4, 355, 683  64 

114,  655  04 

2, 223, 402  27 

2. 327, 94«  37 

104,  546  10 

2,538,297  80 

2, 629, 975  97 

91,  678  17 

4,966,964  90 

5,059,360  71 

92, 395  81 

3, 247, 064  56 

3, 295, 729  82 

48,664  76 

1. 614. 668  80 

• 

IV 


INVESTIGATION   OF   THE   ACCOUNTS   OF 


Statement  shomng  total  receipts  as  stated  for  the  same  year. 


Tear. 


1837 
1840 
1847 
1848 
1850 
1853 
1859 


Total  decrease 


Report  for  1869. 


$27. 947, 142  19 
25, 069. 662  84 
55. 401.  804  58 
57. 006.  889  65 
47, 669. 766  75 
61, 803, 404  58 
81, 7T3. 965  64 


Report  for  1871. 


$27,883. 
25,032, 
55,338. 
56,992, 
47, 649, 
61,500, 
81.758, 


853  84 
193  50 
168  52 
479  21 
388  88 
102  81 
557  30 


Decreoae. 


$63,288  35 
3:.  469  34 
63,636  Oe 
14. 410  44 
20.377  87 

303.301  77 
15, 408  34 


517, 893  17 


Miscella 

neous  receipts. 

Year. 

Report  for  1869. 

Report  for  1871. 

Decreaae. 

1837 

1848 

$5,625,479  15 
627,021  13 

$5, 562, 190  80 
577, 775  99 

$63,288  35 
49, 245  14 

PUBLIC  DEBT. 


^The  annual  statement  of  the  public  debt  from  1835to  1B71,  as  appears  in  the  Finance 
Reports  for  1869  and  previous  reports,  and  1871  and  subsequent  reports,  shows  the 
dinereuce  in  each  year  and  the  total  dift'ereuce  between  the  two  reports  (see  pages  12 
and  368,  Finance  Report  for  1871,  and  page  317,  Finance  Report  for  1869): 


Year. 


Reports  of  1869 
and  previoua 
years. 


Reports  of  1871 
alid  subsequent 
years. 


Increase  in  re- 
port of  1871 
over  1869. 


Decreaoe. 


1835. 
1836. 
1837. 
1838. 
1839. 
1840. 
1841. 
1842. 
1843. 
1844. 
1845. 
1846. 
1847. 
1848. 
1849. 
1850. 
1851. 
1852. 
1853. 
1854. 
1855. 
1856. 
1857. 
1858. 
1859. 
1800. 
1861. 
1862. 
1863. 
1864. 
1865. 
1866. 
1867. 
1868. 
1869. 
J870. 


$351. 
291, 
1.878, 
4.857. 
11,983, 
5, 125. 
6.  737. 

15.  028, 
27, 203. 
24. 748, 
17.093. 

16,  750. 
38,  956, 
48,526, 
64.704, 
64,228, 
62,560, 
65, 131, 
67.340. 
47, 242. 
39,969. 
30,963, 
29.060. 
44,  410. 
58,  754. 
64. 769. 
90.867. 

514,211. 
1. 098.  793, 

1,  740.  690, 

2.  682,  593, 
2,  783  425. 
2,  692. 199. 
2. 636.  320, 
2,  489, 002. 
2, 386, 358, 


289  05 
089  05 
223  55 
660  46 
737  53 
077  63 
398  00 
486  37 
450  69 
188  23 
794  80 
926  33 
623  38 
37^37 
693  71 
238  37 
305  26 
692  13 
628  78 
206  05 
731  05 
909  64 
386  90 
777  66 
609  33 
703  08 
828  68 
371  92 
181  37 
489  49 
026  53 
879  21 
215  12 
964  67 
480  58 
599  74 


3, 
10, 

3. 

5, 
13. 
20. 
32. 
23. 
15, 
15, 
38. 
47, 
63, 
63, 
68. 
66, 
69. 
42. 
35, 
31. 
28. 
44. 

64. 

90. 

524. 

1. 119. 
1.815. 
2.680. 
2.773. 
2,678. 
2,  611, 
2,568. 
2. 480. 


$37.  513  05 
336. 957  83 
308. 124  07 
434,221  14 
573,  343  82 
250,  875  54 
594, 480  73 
601.  226  28 
742,922  00 
461.652  50 
925. 303  01 
550. 202  97 
826.534  77 
044. 862  23 
061.  a^  69 
452. 773  55 
304.  796  02 
199,  341  71 
803, 117  70 
242.  222  42 
586.  956  56 
972,  537  90 
699.  8:n  85 
911.881  03 
496, 837  88 
842, 287  88 
580.  873  72 
176.412  13 
772. 1.18  63 
784. 370  57 
647, 869  74 
236. 173  69 
126.  103  87 
687.851  19 
452. 213  94 
672, 427  81 


$45,868  78 

'1. 429.  900  52 

5,  576.  560  68 

125.  797  91 
6.  857.  082  73 
5.  572,  739  91 
5,  539, 471  31 

5,  744. 400  76 
1,067.649  58 


1.008.628  26 


1, 103  37 

72.'584"80 

to.' 965," 940  21* 
20,  978. 957  26 
♦75,  093,  881  68 


99, 449,  733  36 
94. 313,  828  07 


$313, 776  00 


8,  410,  393  71 


1,286,535  73 

1, 168. 491  79 

*1,200.  723  39 

130.  088  61 

1,481,517  14 

1,64!?.  835  02 

77.5.  464  82 


7.537,511  06 
4.  999.  983  63 
4,  382,  774  49 

*360..i55  05 

257.861*45 

'286,' 954*96 


1.  »45. 156  79 
10, 189.  705  52 
14,073.111  25 
24,633.113  48 


Total §19,973,622,423  71 


Total  increase 


20,221.399.098  42 
19.  973, 622. 423  71 


332, 843. 228  59 
85,  076,  553  88 


247, 766,  e7f  71 


247, 766, 674  71 


85. 076.  553  88 


And  the  increased  figures  appear  in  all  Finance  Reports  since  1871. 

*Shoald  be  $1,200,723.36;  difference,  $0.03;  typofEraphical  error, 
t  Should  be  $9,965,040.21;  difference,  $900;  typographical  error. 

\Ould  be  $75,093,881.08;  difference,  $0.60;  fy])ographicaI  error. 

^uJd  be  $19,973,632,423.71;  difference,  $10,000 ;  typographical  err  jr. 
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LOANS  AND  TREASURY  NOTES. 

Inder  tills  head  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  great  difference  in  the 
AAnce  Reports  as  to  what  they  were  for  the  year  1863.-  They  are  stated  differently 
four  annual  reports,  as  foUows : 

I  tbe  report  of  1863 $756,489,905  57 

I  the  report  of  1864 776,682,361  57 

I  the  report  of  1870 \ 814,925,494  96 

n  the  report  of  10^6 717,284,707  01 

EXPENDITURES. 

The  varioos  Finance  Reports  differ  widely  as  to  the  annual  expenditures  of  thegov- 
immeDt,  as  the  following  table  will  show  : 


Total  annual  expenditures  as  stated  in 
financial  report  for— 

Tear. 

1869  and  previons 
reports  (pp.  820, 
321). 

1870  and  subsequent 
reports  (pp.  274, 
275). 

mt-'ifi 

$85, 387, 313  08 

570. 841, 700  25 

806. 796, 030  85 

1, 208. 144, 666  00 

1, 897, 674, 224  00 

1, 141,  072. 666  00 

$85,  387.  363  06 

Wl-'ffS         

565.  667. 358  08 

up   Hi 

899, 815,  911  25 
1.295.541.114  86 

UBS-'IK                

I864-'65 

1,906,433.331  37 
1,139,344,081  95 

UK-es 

Total 

Difference  or  increase. 


5, 888. 917, 190  16  I      5, 892. 189, 160  59 


Increase  in  re- 
port of  1870 
over  1869. 


$50  00 

4, 019, 280  60 

8. 759, 107  28 

12, 778,  437  88 
3, 271, 970  43 


Decrease  in  re- 
port of  1870 
over  1869. 


$5, 174. 342  17 

2,603,541  14 

1 728, 584  14 

9,  506, 467  45 

Increase  in  expenditures  in  report  of  1871  m  compared  with  report  of  1869. 


Tear. 

Militarj'  serv- 
ice. 

Pensions. 

Indians. 

Naval    estab- 
lishment. 

• 

Total. 

1800 

$2. 000. 000  00 

i 

ue 

$104,  546  10 

2,075,706  35 

91,678  17  j 

92, 395  81 

48,664  76 

186 

4, 015, 810  90 

$30,130  04 

im 

$5,840  73 

7,056,010  86 

197  53 

UM$                      .  . 

49, 657  95 

1M6 

Total 

Ittcrease: 

Military  service. 
Pensions 

6,015,810  99 

7. 061.  »49  12 

2,412,991  19  1 

99,787  99 

$6. 015, 810  99 

7, 061, 949  12 

Indians    -   -                               - 

2.412.991  19 

Naval  eatabliabm 

ent 

90,787  99 

ToUl. 


15, 590,  529  29 


Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  Mr.  Woodville,  after  careful  and  method- 
ical examination,  testified  that  he  found  all  the  statements  relative  to 
the  discrepancies  in  the  reports  of  the  Treasury  Department  for  the 
various  years,  made  by  the  chairman  in  his  several  speeches,  correct, 
with  the  exception  of  the  slight  errors  specifically  mentioned. 

POWERS  AND  FUNCTIONS  OF  THE  VARIOUS  BRANCHES  OF  THE  TREAS- 
URY DEPART^VIENT. 


The  investigation  ordered  to  be  made  by  this  committee  necessarily 
involved  a  consideration  of  the  respective  powers  and  functions  of  the 
various  branches  of  the  Treasury  Department  which  deal  with  public 
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moneys,  securities,  and  accounts.  On  the  original  organization  of  the 
department  the  office  of  Register  of  the  Treasury  was  established,  and 
the  duties  of  that  office  have  remained  practically  the  same,  by  law,  to 
the  present  time.  They  are  thus  defined,  so  far  as  the  matters  referred 
to  this  committee  are  concerned,  by  the  present  Register,  Glenni  W. 
Scofield  (see  testimony,  page  1) : 

•  •  •  •  •  •  •  ' 

The  Register  of  the  Treasury  has  charge  of  the  great  account-books  of  the  United 
States,  which  show  every  receipt  and  disbursement,  and  from  which  statements  are 
annually  made  for  transmission  to  Congress.  He  sif^s  and  issues  all  bonds,  Treasury 
notes,  and  other  securities ;  registers  all  warrants  drawn  by  the  Secretary  upon  the 
Treasurer;  transmits  statemeuto  of  balances  due  to  individuiUs  after  their  settlement 

by  the  First  Comptroller,  on  which  payment  is  made. 

•  ###  •  •  • 

ReofipU  and  Expenditures  Division, — The  ledgers  of  the  United  States  are  kept,  show- 
ing the  civil,  diplomatic,  internal-revenue,  miscellaneous,  and  public-debt  receipts  and 

expenditures ;  also,  statements  of  the  warrants  and  drafts  registered. 

#»  •  •  ##  ♦ 

The  Register  also  makes  a  tabulated  statement  of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt. 

The  duties  of  this  office  are  thus  defined  by  section  313,  chapter  6,  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  : 

Section  :U3.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Register — 

First.  To  keep  all  accounts  of  the  receipts  and  ex^ienditures  of  the  public  money 
and  of  all  debts  due  to  or  from  the  United  States. 

Sesond.  To  receive  fi'om  the  First  Comptroller  and  Commissioner  of  Customs  the 
accounts  which  shall  have  been  finally  adjusted,  and  preserve  such  accounts  with 
their  vouchers  and  certificates. 

Third.  To  record  all  warrants  for  the  receipt  or  payment  of  moneys  at  the  Treasury 
and  certrify  the  same  thereon,  except  those  drawn  by  the  Postmast>er-General  and  those 
drawn  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  upon  the  requisitions  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
War  and  Navy  Departments. 

It  is  apparent  on  the  face  of  the  law  and  from  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Scofield  that  the  Register  is  the  official  bookkeeper  of  the  government, 
and  has  been  from  its  organization,  and  that  no  money  can  lawfully  be 
paid  into  or  out  of  the  Treasury  unless  by  warrants  which  must  be 
registered  and  finally  deposited  in  his  office. 

CHANGES  AND  ALTERATIONS   IN  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT  STATEMENT. 

The  changes  and  alterations  as  to  the  public  debt  statement  inquired 
into  appear  by  comparison  of  the  Finance  Reports  for  1870  and  1871, 
respectively.  On  thi^  point  Mr.  Register  Scofield  testifies  (see  page 
2  of  the  testimony) : 

•  ••«••• 

By  the  Chairman  : ' 

Q.  I  hand  yon  the  Fiuance  Report  for  1870  and  call  yonr  attention  to  page  276,  and 
also  the  Finance  Report  for  1871  and  call  your  attention  to  page  368,  ana  ask  whether 
those  tabulated  statements  of  the  pablic  debt  were  made  in  the  Register's  office  f — A. 
They  purport  to  have  been  so  made,  and  I  have  no  doubt  they  were. 

Q.  And  were  officially  reported  to  Congress? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  they  agree  as  to  the  amount  of  the  public  debt! — A.  They  do  not  for  some  of 
the  years.  From  1833  down  to  1870,  inclusive,  I  believe,  they  differ.  The  tables 
themselves  will  show  the  differences.     Prior  to  1833  they  agree. 

Q.  Do  all  the  years  differ  between  1833  and  1870  f — A.  I  think  they  do. 

Q.  Can  you  state  why  the  tables  made  by  the  Register  in  1870  and  1871  differ  so 
largely  with  each  other  f — A.  In  1870  a  tabulated  statement  of  the  public  debt  was 
made  in  the  Secretary's  office,  as  well  as  in  the  Register's.  For  the  years  1^3  to  1870, 
inclusive,  these  two  tables  disagreed  very  widely  in  the  amount  of  the  debt.  They  were 
bound  in  the  same  volume,  and  attention  was  attracted  to  the  differences.  The  Regis- 
ter, in  his  report  of  1871,  adopted,  by  direction  of  Mr.  Saville,  chief  clerk,  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  Secretary's  office  for  the  disagreeing  years.  And  thus  occur  the 
disagreements  in  the  Register's  statements  for  1870  and  1871. 
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In  this  way  the  statements  of  the  public  debt  for  each  year  from  1833 
X)  1870,  both  inchisive,  as  reported  officially  by  the  Register  and  Secre- 
:ary  of  the  Treasury,  in  those  various  years,  aad  embodied  in  the  Finance 
Sports  submitted  to  Congress  and  published  by  its  authority,  do  not 
igree  with  the  statements  of  the  public  debt  for  the  same  years  as  re- 
>orted  since  1871,  in  the  s^me  official  manner.  These  differences  involve 
nany  n^illions  of  dollars  and  extend  over  a  period  of  37  years.  The 
jreat  changes  in  these  statements  were  made,  not  by  the  then  incum- 
)ent  of  the  office  of  Register  of  his  own  volition,  but  under  the  written 
iirection  of  an  officer  of  the  Treasury  representing  and  speaking  for 
he  head  of  that  department. 

Mr.  Scofield  (see  testimony,  pp.  3  and  4)  was  asked  the  following  ques- 
ions  and  made  answer,  viz  : 

Q.  When  does  yonr  fi^al  year  close  f — A.  Jnne  30,  now. 

Q.  When  do  yon  make  this  statement  to  Congress  f — ^A.  It  is  usaally  made  in  Octo- 
>er,  I  think. 

Q.  Four  or  five  months  intervene  between  the  time  the  fiscal  year  closes  and  the 
ime  when  these  statements  are  made  T — A.  Yes. 

Assistant  Register  Titeomb  agrees  with  and  corroborates  this  state^ 
nent  (see  testimony,  pp.  19  and  20). 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  does  the  fiscal  year  of  the  government  end  1 — A.  It  ends  on  the  30th  day 
>f  June. 

Q.  When  are  the  reports  made  to  Congress? — A.  The  report  is  made  upon  the  reas- 
embling  of  Congress  at  its  next  session  following  the  clo«»e  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Q.  How  many  months  are  there  between  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  and  the  com- 
tleting  of  the  reports  to  Congrens  ? — A.  About  five  months. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Secretary's  Finance  Reiport  for  the  present  year  is  yet 
11  print  f — A.  It  is  in  print.  I  hai-dly  tliiuk  it  is  out  of  the  hands  of  the  binder,  as  I 
ave  not  received  any  copy,  but  I  have  no  doubt  you  can  get  one  if  you  desire  it, 
rithont  waiting  for  its  being  bound. 

Q.  There  are  five  months,  in  round  numbers,  between  the  closing  of  the  fiscal  year 
nd  the  reporting  to  Congress  of  any  account.  Are  those  five  months  generally  used 
>r  the  purpose  of  getting  up  the  accounts  and  seeing  whether  there  are  errors,  and 
letting  in  statements? — A.  The  accounts  are  not  settled  and  allowed  until  some  time 
fter  the  chtse  of  the  fiscal  year.  That  time  is  spent  in  the  settlement  of  the  accounts 
0  a  considerable  extent.  The  Register  is  required  by  the  Secretary  to  have  his  report 
eady  by  the  first  of  November  for  the  printer.   There  the  interval  is  only  four  mouths. 

Also,  former  chief  of  Warrant  Division,  Major  Power  (see  testimony, 

K  72) : 

Q.  When  are  your  reports  made  to  Congress  ? — A.  The  Secretary's  reports  are  placed 
efore  Congress  at  the  first  of  the  session,  the  first  Monday  in  December. 

Q.  When  does  your  fiscal  year  end  ? — A.  On  the  30th  of  June. 

Q.  How  many  months  are* there  between  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  and  the  submis- 
ion  of  the  report  to  Congress  ? — A.  Five  months. 

Mr.  Saville,  in  his  testimony,  page  218,  confirms  the  above,  and  says 
ixty  days  after  the  fiscal  year  closes  is  time  enough  to  have  all  the 
loneys  deposited  covered  in. 

The  fiscal  year  ending  on  the  30th  of  June,  and  the  reports  of  the 
seal  operations  of  the  government  not  being  made  to  Congress  till 
bout  the  first  of  Deceml^r,  an  interval  of  several  months  is  available, 
uriug  which  time  the  accounts  outstanding  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal 
ear  may  come  in  and  be  adjusted,  and  it  is  understood  that  this  inter- 
al  has  been  made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  to ;> ether  the 
arious  accounts ;  and  surely,  when  the  condition  of  the  Treasury  at 
3Le  close  of  a  fiscal  year  has  been  reported  to  Congress  at  its  ensuing 
)S8ion  in  December,  the  reports  thus  made,  after  abundant  opportunity 
)  insure  their  absolute  correctness,  should  not  be  altered. 
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BEOISTER  OBDEBED  TO  MAKE  THE  CHANGES. 

The  circumstjinces  under  which  the  chaDges  in  the  public-debt  state- 
ment, before  referred  to,  were  made,  are  thus  stated  by  Mr.  Register 
Sc^field  ^see  testimony,  p.  5) : 

•  .     »  •  •  •  •  • 

Q.  Yoa  speak  of  an  order  from  the  Secretary  to  the  then  Register,  who,  I  believe, 
was  Mr.  Allison,  to  make  the  changes  yon  have  referred  to  in  this  debt  statement 
Will  you  give  the  committee  that  omer  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  this  is  the  original  order,  and 
I.  will  band  yoa  a  copy. 
Q.  Read  us  the  original. — A.  I  will. 

"Treasury  Department, 

''November  SJ4,  1871. 

"  Sir  :  I  have  to  request  that  the  statement  of  the  public  debt  on  the  1st  day  of  Jan- 
uary in  each  of  the  yearo  from  1791  to  1842,'inclusive,  abd  at  various  dates  in  subse- 
quent years,  to  July  1,  1870,  as  printed  on  page  276  of  the  Finance  Report  for  1870, 
may  be  omitted  from  your  tables  in  the  forthcoming  reports,  or  else  that  it  be  cor- 
rected to  conform  to  Table  H  oh  page  xxv  of  the  same  report  for  the  same  year. 

''This  request  is  made  in  consequence  of  a  letter  frt)m  tne  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  now  in  London,  who  complains  that  these  different  tables  are  frequently  re- 
ferred to  in  England,  and  the  discrepancies  between  them  constantly  and  unfavorably 
commented  upon. 

''  The  table  found  on  page  xxv  is,  I  believe,  as  nearly  correct  a«  the  examination  of 
the  accounts  up  to  the  present  time  will  euable  it  to  be  made,  though  I  am  under  the 
impression  there  will  be  some  chauges  necessary  in  order  to  make  it  absolutely  reliable. 
"  Very  reMpectfully, 

"J.  H.  SAVILLE, 

''Chief  Clerk, 
"  Hon.  John  Allison, 

.    "Register  of  the  Treasury, ^* 

This  letter  is  indorsed  "  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ;  chief  clerk ;  24,171.  Asks  state- 
ment of  the  public  debt  may  be  made  to  correspond  with  statement  made  in  Sec- 
retary's office.  Memorandum.  As  published  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1871, 
the  statement  is  the  same  as  the  Secretary's.'' 

I  believe  that  indorsement  is  in  Mr.  Allison's  handwriting.  Now  if  yon  will  take 
the  report  made  by  the  Secretary's  office  in  1871,  and  that  made  by  the  Register  in 
1871,  in  accordance  with  that  order,  you  will  find  that  they  are  alike,  and  they  have 
continued  from  that  time  to  this  to  be  alike  or  very  nearly  alike.  I  think  there  is  a 
few  hundred  dollars  discrepancy  this  year,  and  was  last  year. 

Q.  That  is,  the  Register's  report  to  Congress  after  1870  Was  made  in  accordance  witb 
directions  from  the  Secretary's  office  ?— A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  understand  that  the  Regi*t«J 
made  no  changes  in  his  books,  but  adopted  the  report  made  by  the  Secretary  down  U 
that  date. 

Assistant  Eegister  Titcomb  thus  speaks  of  the  matter  (see  testimonyt 
p.  13) : 

Q.  Were  the  changes  made  by  the  Register  willingly,  or  do  you  know  whether  ihey 
were  under  protect? — A.  The  changes,  as  they  affected  the  statements  of  former  yei»i*» 
were,  as  I  understand,  protested  against.     I  hardly  know  that  I  should  state  that  thet« 
was  a  protest.     It  was,  in  the  judgment  of  the  late  Register,  unnecessary  ta  make  ^^* 
changes,     I  know  that  Mr.  Allison  expressed  the  opinion  officially  to  the  Secret*^ 
that,  in  his  judgment,  it  was  not  advisable  to  make  any  change  in  regard  to  the  8t<^^^ 
meuts  of  former  years  under  former  administrations. 

By  Mr.  Allison: 

Q.  Was  this  official  a4lvice  of  the  Register  to  the  Secretary  in  writing,  do  you  ^ 
member,  or  was  it  simply  an  oral  or  verbal  statement  to  youf — A.  It  was  a  verl^^ 
statement. 

Q,  In  your  presence  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Maj.  J.  T.  Power,  who  was  in  the  Register's  office  from  1869  to  IST^f 
and  is  now  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  formerly  wa* 


THE    TREASURY    DEPARTMENT.  IX 

ief  of  the  Division  of  Warrants,  Estimates,  and  Appropriations,  gives 
is  account  of  the  same  matter  (see  testimony,  p.  65) : 

).  Do  yoa  know  whether  a  letter  was  sent  from  the  Secretary's  office  to  the  Register 

1670  directing  the  Register  to  change  or  alter  the  public  d^bt  statement  ? — A.  I  re- 

mber  such  a  Tetter.    It  came  to  the  Register  and  was  by  him  handed  to  me,  and  I 

Med  it  to  the  chief  of  the  division  in  charge  of  the  statements  referred  to  in  the 

Ecr* 

}.  Do  yon  know  whether  the  Register  thought  it  or  not  a  proper  thing  to  do  to 

Ty  out  the  instructions  of  the  letter  ? — A.  The  Register  objected  very  strongly  to 

i  chanare  suggested  in  the  letter,  and  my  recollection  is  that  he  presented  his  objec- 

iis  to  the  Secretary. 

).  In  person  or  writing  T — A.  In  person. 

j.  Do  yoa  recollect  the  result  of  the  objections? — A.  I  only  know  what  Mr.  Allison^ 

»  Bezister,  stated  as  the  result  at  the  time. 

E).  Now  tell  us  what  Mr.  Allison  stated  to  you  at  the  time  as  having  taken  place 

Iween  him  and  the  Secretary. — A.  My  recollection  is  that  about  this  time  the  sub- 

:t  of  the  change  in  the  manner  of  stating  these  accounts  was  before  the  department^ 

d  whether  immediately  before  or  after  tne  receipt  of  this  order  Mr.  Allison  comuni- 

ted  to  me  the  fact  that  he  had  had  an  interview  with  the  Secretary,  and  had  given 

I  views  that  these  changes  should  not  be  made. 

Mr.  Dawes.  I  object  to  any  statement  by  the  witness  of  what  Mr.  Allison  told  him 

having  transpired  between  Mr.  Allison  and  the  Secretary. 

The  letter  of  November  24, 1871,  produced  by  Kegister  Scofield,  is  an 
Bcial  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Tereasury,  through  the  Chief  Clerk, 
>  Register  Allison,  to  make  certain  changes  or  else  omit  from  his  next 
Bcial  report  to  Congress  the  tabular  statement  of  the  public  debt  which 
kd  been  regularly  made  by  the  Register  and  officially  reported  to  Con- 
ess  annually  by  him  from  the  very  foundation  of  the  government.  The 
len  Register,  Mr.  John  Allison,  obeyed  the  order  of  the  Secretary,  as  is 
tablished  by  the  citations  akeady  made  from  the  testimony  of  Messrs. 
afield,  Titcomb,  and  Power. 

During  the  examination  of  Register  Scofield,  the  following  questions 
sre  asked  and  answers  given  (see  testimony,  p.  9) : 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

•  •»«««« 

J.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  in  the  7th  clause  of  section  9,  article  1, 
ivides  that  **  no  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  Treausury  but  in  consequence  of 
propriations  made  by  law ;  and  a  regular  statement  and  account  of  the  receipts  and 
penditures  of  all  public  money  shall  be  published  from  time  to  time'*;  and  section 
\  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  Register  ''to 
ip  all  accounts  of  the  receipts  and  expenditui*es  of  the  public  money,  and  of  all 
ito  due  to  or  ftt)m  the  United  States."  Now  please  state  by  what  authority,  if 
f,  the  Secretary  or  his  chief  clerk,  or  anybody  else,  could  direct  the  Register  either 
change  his  reports  or  conform  them  to  any  view  tnat  the  Secretary  or  any  one  else 
ght  have  as  to  the  proper  mode  of  keeping  and  publishing  them. — A.  I  suppose 
i  Secretary  has  authority  to  prescribe  the  manner  in  which  the  accounts  shall  be 
pt,  but  I  do  not  suppose  that  any  Secretary  has  the  right  to  alter  the  books  of  the 
pasury,  and  I  have  always  understood  that  that  was  never  done. 
).  Admitting  that  the  Secretary  had  the  ri^ht  to  prescribe  rules  for  the  future  ac- 
n  of  the  Register,  had  he  any  sort  of  authority  to  give  orders  as  to  how  past  eventa 
>ald  be  stated,  or  past  reports  changed  after  tiiev  had  been  published  ana  submitted 
Congress  under  the  constitutional  requirement  ? — A.  I  think  that  would  be  a  ques- 
n  which  your  committee  ought  to  answer  in  your  report. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

).  Are  you  not  as  Register  the  official  bookkeeper  of  the  government,  and  final 
rtodian  of  all  warrants  and  vouchers,  whatever  may  have  been  paid  for  any  expen- 
ure  or  receipt  of  the  government  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

^.  Can  any  money  be  received  into  or  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  without  a  warrant 
ing  through  your  office? — A.  Moneys  are  received  into  the  Treasury  by  warranto 
d  paid  out  on  warrants,  which  by* the  act  of  1789,  Rev.  Stat.,  sec.  805,  must  be 
iwn  by  the  Secretary,  countersigned  by  the  Comptroller,  and  registered  by  the  Rog- 
er. 
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Q.  I  ask  the  general  qnestion  whether  any  money  can  be  paid  out  or  received 
the  Treasury  without  the  warrant  going  through  your  office  f — A.  It  cannot 

Q.  You  keep  all  accounts  of  the  government,  do  you  not,  where  money,  or  bonds,  fl 
anything  which  relates  to  the  financial  condition  of  the  government  is  concerned?- 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  the  Register's  office  established  ? — A.  At  the  beginning  of  the  goi 
«mment,  by  the  act  of  1789. 

Q.  When  was  the  Secretary's  office  as  a  warrant  division  established  ? — A.  The 
retary  always  issued  the  warrants,  but  I  think  the  warrant  di\asion  as  it  now  exu 
is  of  recent  origin. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  the  time  f — A.  I  cannot  without  looking  it  up ;  I  think  al 
1870. 

The  Constitution,  Art.  1,  sec.  9,  clause  7,  provides  that  ^'no  mone] 
«hall  be  drawn  fix)m  the  Treasury  but  in  consequence  of  appropriatic 
made  by  law,  and  a  regular  statement  and  account  of  the  receipts 
expenditures  of  all  public  money  shall  be  published  from  time  to  time,^ 
and  it  is  by  law  the  duty  of  the  register  to  keep  all  aooounte  of  reoei] 
and  expenditures  of  public  money  and  of  all  debts  due  to  or  from  t\ 
United  States.    In  view  of  these  provisions,  surely  the  Secretary  oft! 
Treasury  has  no  right  to  order  the  Register  to  change  his  reports  aft 
they  have  been  officially  made  to  Congress  by  formei  Registers  and 
retaries. 

RBGISTEE   THE  OFFICIAL  BOOKKEEPER  OF   THE   GOVEKN3IENT. 

The  Register  is  the  official  bookkeeper  of  the  government,  and  no 
money  can  lawfully  go  into  or  out  of  the  Treasury  unless  upon  warrauts 
passing  through  the  Register's  office,  and  yet  a  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  i 
ordered  the  Register  to  change  his  official  statements  to  Congress  and; 
enforced  the  onler  against  the  protest  of  the  Register,  the  changes  in- 
volving many  millions  of  dollars  and  covering  a  long  series  of  y^ars. 
The  Register's  dut3^  to  make  full  and  truthful  official  statements  is  as 
old  as  the  government,  while  statements  from  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
in  this  regard  were  never  issued  until  1870,  the  bureau  taking  charge  of 
that  subject  not  having  been  actually  established  till  a  comparatively' 
recent  i>eriod,  and  not  having  been  recognized  by  law  till  1875,  by  what 
is  known  as  the  Kellogg  amendment  to  an  appropriation  bill,  March 
3,  1875. 

DIFFERENCES  IN  SECRETARY'S  AND   REGISTER'S  STATEMENT  OF  THE 

PUBLIC  DEBT. 

The  dififerences  in  the  respective  statements  are  shown  by  the  follow- 
ing table,  which,  with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Woodville  explaining  it,  is 
here  inserted  (see  testimony,  pp.  11  and  12): 

•  '•*»  «  •  •  • 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Give  the  heading  of  Statement  F. — A.  "Statement  of  the  public  debt." 
The  statements  referred  to  by  Mr.  Woodville  are  as  follows : 
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STATEMENT  F. — PREPARED  BY  SENATE  COMMITTEE  ON  TREASURY  ACCOUNTS. 

^tary*8  and  Register's  iabulnted  statements  of  the  public  debt  for  the  fiscal  years  1833  to 

ld70,  inclusive. 

Copied  from  the  Finance  Keporta  of  1870  ftnd  1871. 
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LARGE  INCREASE  IN  THE  STATEMENT   OF  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT. 


his  table  is  taken  from  the  official  Finance  Reports  of  1870  and  1871 
.  makes  a  comparison  between  the  Secretary's  and  the  Register's 
.ements  for  the  various  years  named.  The  Secretary's  table,  which 
►ears  in  the  Finance  Report  for  the  first  time  in  1870  shows  a  large 
^ease  of  the  public  debt  over  the  statement  of  the  Register's.  In 
0,  by  order  of  the  Se<*/retary,  the  Register's  office  went  back  nearly 
y  years  and  changed  the  statement  for  each  year  from  1833  to  1870, 
:ely  increasing  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  statement ;  for  the 
r  1862,  ten  million  dollars  in  round  numbers ;  for  the  year  1863, 
nty  million ;  for  1864,  seventy-five  million,  while  for  1865, 1866, 1867 
1868,  there  is  a  total  decrease  of  about  twenty-five  million,  and  an 
«ase  for  1869  of  $09,000,000,  and  for  1870  of  $94,000,000,  or  nearly 
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100  million  in  each  of  the  latter  years.    Notwithstanding  these  lar^  i 
ferenees  between  the  statements  of  the  Secretary  and  Register  ii 
official  reports  of  1870  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  as  made  to  C<m( 
is  fonnd  to  contain  agreeing  statements  from  the  Sec^tary  and^ 
Register  by  the  Register  changing  and  increasing  his  amoants  so 
correspond  with  those  of  the  ^cretary,  and  these  changes  and  in< 
still  exist.    It  is  a  fact  well  established  that  all  official  reports  to 
gress  made  pre\ious  to  1870  by  the  Secretary  and  Register  sabstanf 
agree  and  were  many  millions  less  than  as  now  reported  in  the 
Imports. 

FINANCE  REPORTS  OF  1870  AICD  1871. 

Assistant  Register  Titcorab's  testimony  contains  the  following 
testimony  pp.  18  and  19) : 

*  *  *  •  •  •  • 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  hand  you  tha  Finance  Reports  of  1870  and  1871,  and  call  Tonr  att«DtioD  to 
tabiilat€4l  statements  ma<le  by  the  Register.     Be  kind  enough  to  look  at  them  botk 
A.  I  see  them. 

Q.  These  are  the  tabulated  statements  made  by  the  Register  for  1870  and  ISJ\U 
They  are. 

Q.  Do  they  agree  in  figures  ? — A.  I  see  that  for  the  year  1870  they  do  not  agiw. 

Q.  What  difference  is  there  T— A.  Some  |96,000,000  difference. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  years  for  which  they  do  not  agree  ? — A.  Thev  do  not  i 
for  lWi9. 

Q.  What  is  the  difference  there,  in  round  numbers  T — A.  One  hundred  million i 

Q.  Follow  it  on  farther. — A.  For  1868  there  appears  to  be  a  difference  of  »l 
125,000,000. 

Q.  State  which  is  the  largest  in  amount,  the  1870  or  1871  statement  ?— A.  The 
statement. 

Q.  Yon  have  stated  three  years;  one  amounting  to  $90,000,000,  another  to 
$100,000,000,   another  to  nearly  $25,000,000.     Are  there  not  other  years  wbm 
amounts  do  not  agree  in  these  two  reports  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  years  immediAtfly; 
cecling  those  years. 

Q.  How  far  back  do  the  tables  in  the  two  reports  differ? — A.  Without cxi 
each  item,  I  see  that  a  difference  occurs  in  1833.     That  is  apparently  the  first  yetr. 

Q.  And  there  are  more  or  less  differences  from  1833  down  to  1870,  according  tot) 
reports  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  that  neither  the  report  of  1870,  the  report  of  ISTI 
the  pamphlet,  all  issued  by  the  Register,  agree  in  the  amounts  as  to  the  totai  of  tl| 
public  debt  T — A.  So  it  appears. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Had  not  all  the  annual  reports  of  the  various  Registers  of  the  Treasarr  i 
prior  to  the  re)»ort  of  1871  agreed  substantially  with  eacb  other  as  to  the  pablie 
of  the  Unite<l  States  for  each  year  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Since  1871-72  does  not  each  annual  report  substantially  adopt  the  previonsrep 
for  all  except  the  year  with  which  it  deals  f — A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  So  that  in  fact  the  material  changes,  whether  they  were  the  system  or  whit  i 
that  occurre<l,  occurred  between  1869  and  1871  T — A.  I  think  they  occurred  in  1^1^ 
clusively,  with  the  exception  of  a  blunder  in  this  tab alated^  stiitement  which  w»bii'^ 
by  Mr.  Nevin — he  did  not  know  how  to  make  it — the  blunder  of  deducting  the  fiAi 
the  Treasury. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  In  answer  to  Senator  Beck  you  say  that  the  reports  for  1870,  and  prior  yeij] 
from  the  Register's  office,  substantially  agree  as  to  the  public  debt ;  yon  al«»y  »■ 
the  reports  of  1871,  and  subsequent  years,  substantially  agree  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  will  yoQ  state  briefly  whether  or  not  the  mode  of  stating  the  debt  in  wj 
Register's  office  was  the  same  for  1870  and  prior  years,  as  for  1871  au«l  snbseqnert 
years,  and,  if  not,  state  the  difference  f— A    The  mode  of  stating  it  was  diflfere"^  j 
There  was  a  change  in  the  mode  of  stating  the  debt. 

Q.  When  ?— A.  After  1870. 
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This  shows  clearly  that  there  are  many  and  large  differences  in  tlie  offi- 
ciiU  reports  of  1870-1871,  and  previous  years,  ranging  from  a  few  dollars 
to  nearly  a  hundred  million  dollars  in  the  statements  for  the  resi>ective 
years,  and  that  the  changes  made  in  1871  went  back  to  1833,  and  that  the 
report  ot  1870,  the  report  of  1871,  and  the  pamphlet,  all  issued  by  the 
Register,  differ  as  to  the  amount  of  the  public  debt.  The  official  Finance 
Reports  to  Congress  previous  to  1870  and  since  1871  substantially  agree, 
showing  that  the  changes  were  made  between  1 870  and  1871.  The  official 
Finance  Report  made  in  1871  differs  widely  from  all  previous  reports  to 
Congress.  After  1870  there  was  a  change  in  the  mode  of  stating  the 
debt  which  caused  many  changes  in  amounts,  increasing  the  apparent 
amount  of  the  public  debt  in  some  years  nearly'  a  hundred  million  dol- 
lars. 

The  committee  also  call  attention  to  the  following  extract  from  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Titcomb  (see  testimony,  pp.  20  and  21): 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  chauges  as  made  then  changed  the  statements  that  had  been  fnmishecl  by 
nnmerous  Secretaries  and  Registers  who  had  preceded  T — A.  They  made  a  ditfereut 
statement  for  the  same  period. 

Q.  And  those  statements  changed  the  figures,  as  you  have  them  before  you,  in  the 
reports  of  1870  and  1871  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 
Q.  That  is,  changed  the  tabulated  statements?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q  Mr.  Beck  hjw  asked  yon  whether  your  report  made  to  the  Secretary  and  by  the 
Secretary  to  Congress  ought  not  to  be  an  exact  transcript  of  your  books  at  aH  times  f — 
A.  I  should  call  them  a  compilation  from  the  books.  It  is  bringing  together  various 
items. 

Q.  And  should  l>e  a  true  statement,  and  intended  to  be  a  true  statement,  from  the 
books  T — A.  Undoubtedly. 

In  1871  tbo  official  statement  tbat  had  been  made  to  Congress  by 
numerous  Secretaries  and  Registers  was  made  to  show  different  amounts 
for  the  same  period,  though  the  statement  as  originally  made  was,  when 
made,  intended  to  be  a  true  transcript  of  the  books. 

One  of  the  witnesses  examined  by  the  committee  was  William  Guil- 
ford, who,  for  lifteen  years  prior  to  his  examination,  had  been  employed 
ia  the  Register's  office  and  who  had  charge  of  making  up  the  Receipts 
and  Expenditures  of  the  government.  He  also  made  up  from  the  Reg- 
ister's books  several  statements  for  the  use  of  the  committee.  Attention 
is  called  to  the  following  extract  fiom  his  testimony  (see  testimony,  i>p. 
25  and  20) : 

«  «  *  •  «  «  n 

Q.  Did  you  prepare  that  statemeut  for  the  committee  in  the  Regist^r^s  office  (hand- 
ing to  witness  statement  marked  **  Statement  No.  2,"  being  a  ** statement  of  the 
Receipts,  Expenditures,  and  outstanding  princi^ial  of  the  Public  Debt,  interest,  and 
premium  paid  frohi  16t)<)  to  1877,  inclusive,  compiled  from  the  books  in  the  Register's 
office"! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe  I  prepared  that  with  my  own  hands. 


Q.  I  see  in  a  column  hea<led  **Amounts  to  be  added  to  receipts,"  marked  "b," 
12,019,776.10;  and  another  one  marked  *'c,"  11,000,000.00;  and  then  one  marked  **d,'» 
13,274,051.69,  making  a  total  of  |«.293,8;?7.79,  which  you  say  is  '*  to  be  added  to  re- 
ceipts." Wliat  is  meant  by  that? — A.  That  is  in  accordance  with  the  Secretary's 
Report  of  1871.  Those  amounts  do  not  appear  upon  our  books.  They  are  added  in 
accordance  with  the  Secretary's  order,  in  order  to  harmonize  the  two,  as  is  shown  in 
the  report  of  1871. 

Q.  I  understand  that  these  three  items  amounting  to  between  six  and  seven  million 
dollars  do  not  appear  upon  your  books  f— A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  But  are  added  here  by  order  of  the  Secretary  T — ^A.  So  I  understand. 

Q.  How  did  you  state  the  debt  for  1870  and  previously  f — A.  I  did  not  state  it  m^^- 
8elf,  but  it  was' stated  by  the  Issues  and, Redemptions. 


XIV  INVESTIGATION    OF   THE   ACCOUNTS    OF 

Q.  How  has  it  been  stated  since  ? — A.  It  has  been  stated  since  by  Receipts  and  Ex- 
penditures, and  the  table  has  been  revised  in  accordance. 

Q.  In  the  revision  you  speak  of,  you  changed  the  amounts  as  they  had  previously 
been  reported  from  your  office,  commencing  with  1838  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  Bo  I  understand  that  you  have  charge  of  the  books  in  the  Register's  office  show- 
ing the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  of  the  government  f — A.  No,  sir;  I  compile  from  the 
books  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures. 

Q.  It  is  a  part  of  your  duty,  then,  to  make  up  a  tabulated  statement  annually  of 
the  Receipts  aud  Expenditures  from  the  books  of  the  Register? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Statement  here  referred  to  by  Mr.  Guilfbrd  is  as  follows  (see 
testimony,  pp.  28  and  29) : 
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This  stiitemeut  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Guilford,  as  he  states.  The 
amounts  stated  as  the  public  debt  tor  the  respective  j^ears  do  not  agree 
with  the  amounts  officially  presented  to  Congress  in  the  Finance  Reports 
between  1860  and  1870,  but  they  agree  with  the  Report  of  1871  as  changed 
under. the  instruction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  the  Register. 
This  statement  proves  the  fact  of  the  changes  in  the  Finance  Reports ;  it 
also  shows  that  three  items,  one  of  $2,019,776.10,  one  of  $1,000,000,  and 
one  of  $3,274,051.69,  aggregating  $6,293,827.79,  are  not  upon  the  debt 
books,  but  were  added,  as  Mr.  Guilford  testifies,  in  accordaace  with  an 
order  of  the  Secretary  "  in  order  to  harmonize  the  two."  The  committee 
call  special  attention  to  what  he  testifies  on  this  point  (see  testimony, 
p.  26) : 

Those  amounts  do  not  appear  upon  our  books.  They  are  added  in  accordance  with 
the  Secretary's  order,  in  onier  to  hannonize  the  two,  as  is  shown  in  the  Report  of  1871. 

Q.  I  understand  that  these  three  items  aiuountiufi;  to  between  six  and  seven  miUion 
dollars  do  not  appear  upon  your  books  f — A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  But  are  added  here  by  order  of  the  Secretary  f — A.  So  I  understand. 

This  is  the  evidence  of  the  Treasury  clerk  who  had  charge  of  making 
up  the  statements  of  Public  Receipts  and  Expenditures.  Thus  between 
six  and  seven  million  dollars  were  added  in  the  Register's  office  to  make 
the  respective  statements  of  the  public  debt  issued  by  the  Secretary  and 
Register  correspond  although  the  items  ailded  did  not  appeaf  regularly 
upfm  the  public-debt  books. 

The  same  witness  further  testified  (see  testimony,  p.  30) : 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Your  large  experience  in  the  oflBce  of  the  Register  enables  you  to  sjieak  pretty 
fully  of  the  duties  of  that  oftice,  and  therefore  I  want  you  now,  as  briefly  as  you  can. 
to  tell  us  what  you  uuderstaud  by  the  flrst  sulMlivision  of  section  313  of  the  Revisea 
Statutes,  which  provides  that  *^it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Register  to  keep  the  ac- 
counts of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  public  money,  and  of  all  debts  due  to  or 
from  the  United  States." — A.  That  the  Register's  office  shall  be  the  lM>okkeeper8  of  the 
government,  to  put  it  as  condensed  as  possible. 

Q.  And  every  dollar  that  comes  into  the  Treasury  and  every  dollar  that  goes  out  of 
the  Treasiuy  must  appear  on  the  books  of  the  Register  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  his  annual  published  reports  import  absolute  verity  as  to  those  facts? — A. 
They  are  supposed  to  do  so. 

Q.  That  is  the  object  of  them? — A.  Ye«,  sir. 

Q.  He  has,  from  the  beginning  of  the  government,  or  from  a  very  early  period  of  it, 
made  these  annual  reports  to  Congress  and  the  country,  has  he  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  up  to  1870  the  annual  re{)ort  so  furnished  was  all  that  the  country  had  to 
rely  upon  as  to  the  truth  of  the  condition  of  the  Treasury  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  you  say  that  in  1871  it  was  ascertained  that  all  those  statements  had  been 
false  from  the  beginning  of  the  government  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  propose  to  tell  us? — A.  Not  that  they  were  false,  but  that  they 
were  not  stated  correctly  ;  that  they  were  not  stated  on  a  correct  basis  as  far  as  the 
public  debt  was  concerned.  They  stated  the  amount  that  the  government  proposed 
to  owe,  but  not  the  amount  it  di^  actually  owe ;  the  difference  was  that  it  stated  the 
amount  the  government  proposed  to  owe  from  year  to  year,  and  not  what  it  did  acta- 
ally  owe. 

•  ««•••• 

And  again  (testimony,  p.  33) : 

Q.  When  did  the  Secretary  first  begin  making  up  his  public-debt  statement,  do  yoa 
remember  f — A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  year  1870. 

Q.  Up  to  that  time  nothing  had  ever  come  from  the  Secretary's  office ;  I  believe  h© 
had  no  organized  bureau  require*!  by  law  to  do  that  work  ? — A. "No,  sir. 

Q.  The  Register  alone  dici  it  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Here,  again,  is  proof  that  the  Eegister  is  the  official  bookkeeper  of  the 
government,  and  has  been  so  from  the  organization  of  the  Treasury 
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qMitinent ;  and  as  such,  stated  the  public  debt  from  1789  to  1870, 
ifcen  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  began  to  make  up  a  public-debt 
Btement,  and  ordered  its  adoption  by  the  Register;  which  changed  the 
feoant  of  the  debt  statement  for  nearly  every  year  from  1833  to  1870, 
d  in  the  end  increased  the  amount  of  the  public  debt,  as  stated  in  the 
l<5ial  rei>orts. 

The  same  witness,  Guilford,  further  testified  (see  testimony,  p.  37) : 

♦  #  *  #  «  #  « 

^.  Now,  do  I  understand  that  the  public  debt  as  stated  to  us  is  from  the  books  or 
*  t— A.  It  is  a  synopsis  of  the  books,  with  the  exception  of  those  notes,  a,  6,  c,  and 
On  Sratenfeut  No.  2. 

^.  With  the  exception  of  the  $6,293,827.79  not  on  yonr  books  as  public  debt! — A. 
!=<,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  briefly  the  difference  between  making  a  statement  from  receipts 
x) expenditures  and  one' fronc)  issues  and  redemptions! — A.  The  difference  between 
^m  is  that  one  is  a  statement  of  a  loan  issued  but  not  negotiated,  and  the  other  of 
U>an  which  haa  not  only  beeii  issued  but  has  been  negotiated. 

<j.  In  making  a  public-debt  statement  ftom  receipts  and  expenditures  do  you  take 
%o  consideration  the  moneys  received  and  paid  for  all  expenditures  of  the  govem- 
^ntf — A.  No,  sir;  only  those  on  account  ot  the  loans  and  bonds. 
4J.  How  many  months  are  there  between  the  end  of  your  fiscal  vear  and  the  time 
^  make  your  stat-ement  to  Congress  as  to  the  public  debt  f — A.  We  generally  make 
fer  statement  to  Congress  of  the  public  debt  in  the  Finance  Report,  which  is  sent  in 
I  the  assembling  of  Congress ;  that  is.  five  months  after  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year. 
Q.  You  have  from  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  to  the  assembling  of  Congress,  five 
itf»nths,  to  make  up  the  statement  and  see  that  it  is  correct  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  also 
I  cloee  up  our  year.    The  fiscal  year  does  not  practically  close  for  a  month  or  two. 

«  »  ft  •  #  «  N 

Here  Mr.  Guilford  reiterates  his  statement  that  three  items,  amount- 
ig  to  86,293,827.79,  are  not  on  the  public-debt  l)ooks,  and  yet  they  are 
dded  to  make  the  statements  agree. 

ORGANIZATION  OF  THE  WARRANT  DIVISION  AS  IT  NOW  EXISTS. 

Maj.  J.  T.  Power,  now  chief  clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department,  and 
>rmerly  chief  of  the  Division  of  Warrants,  Estimates,  and  Appro- 
riations  in  the  Treasury  Department,  testified  (see  testimony,  p.  61) : 

By  the  Chairman: 

•  «  «  *  »  «  « 

Q.  When  was  the  office  you  now  hold  created  by  law  ? — A.  Since  the  organization 
rthe  department  under  Mr.  Boutwell  the  Warrant  Division  has  existed  as  at  present ; 
at  the  act  of  March  3,  1875,  commonly  known  as  the  Kellogg  bill,  that  tixed  by  law 
iie  organization  of  the  Warrant  Division  as  it  now  exists. 

Q.  In  what  office,  and  how,  was  the  branch  of  service  that  you  now  are  engaged  at 
ttended  to  previous  to  1870  ? — A.  Previous  to  1870  the  duties  now  assigned  to  this 
ivision  were  performed  by  two  divisions,  the  organization  of  the  department  then 
Mognizing  more  divisions  and  subdivisions  than  at  present.  In  1870  Secretary 
toutwell  consolidated  the  different  divisions  and  branches  of  his  office  in  an  organ!- 
•tion  about  as  it  now  stands.     There  have  been  some  slight  changes  since. 

Q.  And  in  1875  this  was  recognized  by  law  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

From  the  above  we  see  the  Division  of  Warrants  was  organized  in 
1870  by  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  but  was  not  known  in  law 
antil  1875 ;  yet,  from  this  office,  in  1870,  the  statement  was  made  upon 
which  the  Register  was  ordered  to  make  changes  in  his  statements  of 
Beceipts,  Expenditures,  and  Public  Debt,  as  reported  to  Congress  in 
official  Finance  Reports  in  previous  years. 

And  again  (see  testimony,  p.  66) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 


# 


Q.  Take  the  statement  marked  "  F  "  in  the  testimony  before  this  committee  and  say 
vfaiether  the  changes  and  difference  between  the  figures  are  correctly  stated  in  that 
tatement  from  the  Secretary  and  the  Register,  as  they  appear  in  the  reports  of  1870 

S.  Rep.  539 ii 
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and  1871 ! — A.  In  this  statement  I  see  the  first  column  of  the  Finance  Report  of  the 
Secretary  for  1870  at  page  25  represents  the  outstanding  debt  at  the  end  of  each  year 
from  1832-':i3  to  1870,  inclusive.  The  second  column  shows  the  outstanding  at  the  end 
of  each  year  as  taken  from  the  Register's  statement  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870  at 
page  276.  The  next  two  columns  represent  the  Secretary's  compared  with  the  Regis- 
ters, the  first  column  showing  the  increase  and  the  second  the  decrease.  That  increase 
represents  the  amount  outstanding  in  one  report  in  excess  of  the  other  report,  and 
appears  to  be  correctly  taken  from  those  Finance  Reports. 

Q.  Was  the  RecisteVs  rei)ort  chani^ed  between  1870  and  1871,  as  represented  upon 
the  right-hand  colunm  ? — A.  The  Register's  report  for  1871  makes  a  difierent  state- 
ment, showing  a  different  amount  outstanding  for  those  years. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Different  from  what  ? — A.  Difterent  from  the  statement  in  the  report  of  the  year 
before. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Was  this  different  statement  the  result  of  the  letter  received  from  the  Secretary's 
office  f — A.  It  was. 

Q.  Are  the  amounts  set  forth  in  the  increase  and  decrease  columns  of  this  table  F 
the  true  amounts  as  to  each  year  ? — A.  They  appear  to  be  the  true  amounts  of  the 
increase  of  one  report  over  the  other. 

Thus  Major  Power  certifies  to  the  correctness  of  "  Statement  F,''  which 
shows  changes  in  the  debt  statements  for  the  years  before  mentioned, 
and  to  the  fact  that  the  changes  were  made  between  1870  and  1871. 

MANNER   OF   KEEPINO  THE   ACCOUNTS. 

In  another  portion  of  Major  Power's  testimony  we  find  the  following 
(see  testimony,  pp.  70,  83,  and  84) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

«  #  *  »  1r  •  » 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  if  the  accounts  wei*e  kept  with  a  view  to  keeping  them  by 
Receipts  and  Expenditures,  they  would  be  as  true  as  if  kept  by  Issues  and  Redemp- 
tions T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  the  accounts  kept  at  that  time  in  that  way  ?— A.  They  were  not  so  kept 
prior  to  1870. 

Q.  Then  they  were  kept  by  Issues  and  Redemptions  ? — A.  Yes,  ^r. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Issues  and  Redemptions  show  the  true  amount  of  the  indebtedness 
of  the  govenunent  ? — A.  I  believe  so,  in  all  ca«es  except  where  errors  crept  into  the 
statement)  as  they  are  liable  to  in  any  class  of  accounts. 

Q  But  as  to  the  system  of  keepinc  the  books  prior  to  1870,  could  not  the  true 
amount  have  been  stated  by  Issues  and  Redemptions  of  the  public  debt  at  any  time  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  just  as  well. 

Q.  Cannot  a  correct  debt  statement  be  made  from  Issues  and  Redemptions  exclu- 
sively for  the  years  I860  to  1870,  inclusive  ? — A.  A  correct  statement  of  all  Issues  and 
Redemptions  can  be  made,  no  doubt,  between  those  two  periods  by  accurate  and  care- 
ful accountants. 

Q.  Could  a  correct  statement  of  the  public  debt  be  made  up  for  each  year,  begin- 
ning with  the  organization  of  the  government  and  coming  down  to  1870,  fh>m  the 
Issues  and  Redemptions  alone  f — A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  the  debt  was  ke])t  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures  alone,  how  could  you  man- 
age with  such  items  as  the  Revolutionary  debt,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Massa- 
cnusetts,  Eads*  jetties,  &c.,  where  no  receipts  come  into  the  Treasury? — A.  By  making 
a  bookkeeiier's  entry  under  a  title  as  "public  debt  for  which  no  receipts  come  into  the 
Treasury." 

This  statement  of  Major  Power  shows  that  the  accounts  could  be  kept 
just  as  well  and  accurately  by  Issues  and  liedemptions  as  by  Receipts 
and  Expenditures.  In  fact,  they  were  from  the  beginning  of  tiie  govern- 
ment to  1870  kept  by  Issues  and  Eedemptions,  and,  as  all  agree,  cor- 
rectly and  well  kept. 

The  committee  call  attention  to  this  portion  of  the  testimony  of  Major 
Power  (see  testimony,  pp.  71  and  72) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Is  it  a  fact,  or  not,  that  previous  to  1869  the  Secretary  and  Register,  in  report- 
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• 

mount  of  the  debt,  Biibstantiall y  agree  ? — A.  I  believe  they  do.     That  is,  I 

le  Secretary's  detailed  report  and  the  Register's  tabulated  statement  snbstan- 

eed  in  all  previous  years. 

e  1670,  do  the  Secretary  and  Regist-er  substantially  agree  as  to  the  amount 

tstauding  public  debt? — A.  Yes,  sir;  with  the  exception  of  a  very  small 

fr^A  I  believe. 

y  agree,  then,  exactly  except  as  to  $250? — A.  They  do. 

n  the  changes  and  alterations  that  appear  in  the  public  debt  were  made  be- 

S9  and  1871? — A.  Yes,  sir.     You  say  **  changes  in  the  public  debt."    They 

iges  in  the  reports,  not  in  the  public  debt. 

•e  or  were  not  the  figures  as  previously  stated  in  the  different  Finance  Reports 

'<  to  IW^O  stated  in  a  different  way  in  the  Report  of  1870  by  the  Secretary  f — A. 

•e. 

each  of  those  years? — A.  The  Secretaries  diflfer  in  their  reports.     The  Secre- 

he  year  1869  states  the  outstanding  public  debt  of  each  year  at  a  certain 

ind  the  Secretary  at  the  time  in  his  report  stated  the  debt  outstanding  at  the 

e  same  years  somewhat  differently. 

s  merely  corroborative  of  the  statement  already  made,  that  pre- 
•  1870  and  since  1871  no  substantial  dift'erences  appear  between 
retary  and  the  Register  in  the  statement  of  the  public  debt. 

PACIFIC   RAILROAD  DEBT. 

itiou  is  asked  to  the  following  extracts  from  the  testimony  of 
^ower  (see  te8timony,  pp.  74  and  75) : 

the  Chairman: 

»  »  *  0  «t  « 

.  fl|>oke  a  short  time  ago  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  in  1869.     Was  the  Pa- 

roa<l  debt  considered  a  part  of  the  public  indebtedness  in  1869? — A.  It  is  so 

in  that  report,  under  the  head  of  "Statement  of  the  iudebtedness  of  the 

tates,  June  :W,  1869."    On  page  22  of  the  Finance  Report  for  1869  the  item 

Rai1roa<l  Companies'  bonds,  $58,638,t520,"  is  included. 

1869,  in  the  detailed  statement  of  the  Secretary,  he  includes  in  the  public 

uess  of  the  country  the  Paoific  Railroad  debt,  which  amounts  to  the  sum  just 

-A.  Yes,  sir. 

he  report  of  1870  does  he  also  include  it? — A.  It  is  not  included  in  the  report 

*  dropped  ? — A.  It  is  dropped. 

jht  or  ought  not  that  to  have  reduced  the  public  indebtedness  by  the  amount 

kcitic  Railroad  debt  when  it  was  dropped  f — A.  It  would  have  reduced  the 

e  of  the  report  of  the  outstanding  indebtedness. 

t  aggregate  of  the  amount  given  to  the  public  in  the  report? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

re  is  an  increase  of  the  Secretary's  statement  over  the  Register's  of  $94,000,000; 
08,000,000,  and  the  increase  would  have  been  8152,000,000,  would  it  not?--A. 
about  that. 

d  l>eing  so,  if  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  had  not  dropped  out,  l»ut  had  been 
he  statement  as  it  api)eared  in  1869,  the  increase  in  the  debt  of  1870,  as  stated 
jcretary,  would  have  been  about  $152,000,000  instead  of  #94,000,000,  would  it 
I  Ijelieve  that  is  correct. 

e  official  Finance  Reports  of  18G9  and  previous  years,  the  bonds 
o  the  Pacific  Railroad  Companies  were  treated  as  part  of  the 
iebt,  amounting,  in  1869,  to  $58,638,320 ;  but  in  1870  this  item 
»ppea  from  the  public  debt  statement,  and  treated  as  a  separate 
.nd  yet  instead  of  the  aggregate  of  the  debt  for  the  year  1869 
hereby  reduced  58  millions,  there  was  an  apparent  increase  in 
d  of  $99,000,000 ;  and  adding  the  5S  millions,  the  Secretary's 
snt  showed  an  increase  of  $157,000,000  in  the  public  debt  over 
mnt  of  it  as  stated  by  the  Register. 
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• 


COMPARISON  OF  ACCOUNTS  BY  THE  DIFFERENT  BUREAUS. 

Reference  is  made  to  the  following  testimony  of  Major  Power  (see 
testimony,  pp.  76  and  77) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  your  different  bureaus  or  divisions  in  the  department  at  stated  periods  make 
comparisons  to  see  whether  their  accounts  agree  or  not  f — A.  Every  month  a  compar- 
ison is  made  by  the  three  offices. 

Q.  What  thi-ee  f — A.  The  Register's,  Comptroller's,  and  Secretary's.  The  different 
bookkeepers  in  these  offices  compare  one  with  the  other.  They  do  not  each  compare 
with  both  the  other  offices ;  but  the  comparison  is  made  by  the  Register's  with  the 
ComptroUer's,  and  the  Comptroller's  with  the  Secretary's.  In  that  way  we  have  a 
comparison  as  well  as  a  balance  of  each  of  the  books  ever}'  month,  and  these  are  com- 
pared with  the  aggrei;at«s  on  the  Treasurer's  books,  and  at  the  end  of  every  quarter 
a  complete  balance  of  all  the  transactions  for  the  quarter  is  made,  which  agrees  to  a 
cent  in  all  branches  of  the  department. 

Q.  That  being  so,  how  do  you  account  for  your  being  able  in  1870  to  go  back  to 
18'.^  and  make  these  different  statements  in  amounts  ? — A.  In  reply  to  that  I  should 
have  to  explain  how  the  discrept^icies  arise,  how  this  occurred.  ^ 

Here  it  is  shown,  by  a  prominent  and  experienced  official  of  the  Treas- 
ury— one  to  whom  the  committee  was  specially  referred  by  the  Secretary 
for  information  on  all  points  connected  with  the  operations  of  the  depart- 
ment— that  the  different  bureaus  or  di\isions  of  the  Treasury'  at  the  end 
of  each  mouth,  quarter,  and  year,  compare  books  with  each  other,  and 
if  there  are  errors  they  are  looked  into  and  corrected.  This,  the  com- 
mittee are  assured,  has  been  the  monthly,  quarterly,  and  annual  practice 
of  the  offices  of  the  Secretary,  Comptroller,  and  Register  from  the  organ- 
ization of  the  government;  and  not  only  this,  but  the  Treasurer's  cash 
has  always  been  counted  quarterly  and  the  warrants  checked.  Notwith- 
standing all  this,  in  1870,  by  an  order  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Register, 
that  officer,  in  1871,  made  many  changes  in  the  statements  of  the  pubhc 
indebtedness  from  1833  to  1870,  and  also  made  many  changes  in  his 
report  of  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures. 

During  the  examination  of  Mr.  Power,  the  following  facts  were  ehc- 
ited  (see  testimony,  p.  79) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  simply  ask  whether  the  debt,  as  it  now  appears  on  the  1st  of  July  ft)r  the  pre- 
vious fiscal  year,  is  made  up  in  the  Secretary's  or  the  Register's  office  ? — A.  In  the 
Secretary's  office. 

Q.  Not  in  the  Register's  office  ? — A.  Not  in  the  Register's  office. 

Q.  From  the  first  days  of  the  government,  from  the  time  of  Alexander  Hamilton, 
were  the  debt  statements  made  up  by  Issues  and  Redemptions  ? — A.  By  Issues  ana 
Redemptions. 

Q.  From  the  days  of  Hamilton,  as  Secretary,  down  to  Mr.  Boutwell's  administra- 
tion, they  were  made  up  by  Issues  and  Redemptions  solely  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  All  the  Secretaries  between  Hamilton  and  Boutwell  made  them  up  by  Issues  and 
Redemptions,  and  there  was  no  break  in  the  form  of  making  up  those  public-debt 
statements,  was  there  f — ^A.  I  believe  not ;  I  believe  they  were  uniformly  made  firom 
Issues  and  Redemptions. 

«  •  •  *  «  •  ,  • 

(See  testimony,  pp.  80  and  81.) 

«  «  #         '       «  •  «  • 

Q.  The  issue  of  bonds  is  not  the  question  ;  it  is  keeping  the  debt  now  bv  Receipts 
and  Expenditures.  The  law  might  authorize  $15,000,000  of  bonds  to  be  issaed  and 
only  $2,000,000  be  issued ;  therefore  you  cannot  take  the  law  always. — A.  The  present 
system,  adopted  in  1870,  would  require  the  accounting  officers  to  state  an  account  for 
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amount  authorized  by  the  law,  which  would  pass  into  the  Treasury  as  a  receipt 
L  be  credit-ed  to  the  loan  as  a  subscription. 

^.  But  that  is  assuming  something ;  tuat  is  giving  the  accoanting  officers  a  discre- 
1  to  assume.  If  Receipts  and  Expenditures  were  the  true  way  to  keep  the  pnblio 
rts,  why  would  not  this  statement  show  the  true  amount  of  the  public  debt  ? — ^A. 
ferring  to  my  former  answer,  this  is  an  evidence  of  the  fact  I  stated,  that  keep- 
;  the  accounts  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures  only  is  the  most  unreliable  form, 
i  that  by  Issues  and  Redemptions  the  better ;  but  to  join  the  two  together,  so  that 
*  irill  correct  and  check  the  other,  is  the  best  system. 

Eiis  officer  says  that  "keeping  the  accounts  by  Receipts  and  Expendi- 
rcs  only  is  the  most  unreliable  form,  and  that  by  Issues  and  Redemp- 
«38  the  better." 

|Previou8  to  1870  the  public-debt  statement  and  the  statement  of  Re- 
ipts  and  Expenditures  were  both  made  up  each  and  every  year  in  the 
^ster's  Office,  and  there  by  right  and  by  law  the  duty  belongs.  The 
ireau  in  the  Secretary's  office  from  which  emanate  the  statements  of  the 
Ll)lic  debt  was  not  known  in  law  until  1875.  From  the  organization  of 
c  government,  when  Alexander  Hamilton  was  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
7,  to  1870,  the  public-debt  statement  was  made  on  the  basis  of  "Issues 
A  Redemptions,"  and  it  appeared  to  be  free  from  error.  In  1870  this 
©de  was  changed  and  the  statement  made  on  the  basis  of  "  Receipts  and 
xpenditures."  For  over  three-quarters  of  a  century  down  to  1870  one 
?8tem  had  worked  well  and  satisfactorily;  it  had  been  approved  by  suc- 
sssive  administrations  of  various  parties.  But  in  1870  a  new  statement 
as  made,  going  back  nearly  forty  years  and,  changing  the  amounts  re- 
nted for  almost  every  one  of  the  intervening  years,  thereby  apparently 
kcreasing  the  amount  of  the  public-debt  sta^ment  and  of  the  Expendi- 
ires  statement  by  almost  a  hundred  million  dollars  in  a  single  year. 

DIFFERENCE  BETWEEN  RECEIPTS  AND  EXPENDITURES. 

Major  Power  testifies  (see  testimony,  pp.  80  and  81): 

By  the  Chairman: 

^  »  «  *  *  •  « 

Q.  Look  at  the  report  of  1871,  at  page  20,  aud  state  what  the  total  receipts  of  the 
OTeniment  up  to  June  20, 1871,  were. — A.  The  total  receipts  received  into  the  Treas- 
iT  on  account  of  loans  were  ^,094,541,041.38. 

Q.  Thenetexpendituresl— A.  84,857,434,540.51,  leaving  a  balance  of  82,2:^,  106,500.87. 
Q.  State  what  the  difference  is  between  that  and  the  actual  amount  of  the  public 
iebt  at  that  time.— A.  The  actual  public  debt  was  82,353,211,332.32. 
Q.  What  is  the  ditt'erence  between  the  actual  debt  and  what  it  would  appear  to  be 
n  the  basis  of  Receipts  and  Expenditures  f—A.  8116, 104,831.45. 
Q.  If  Receipts  and  Expenditures  were  the  true  way  to  keep  the  public  debt,  ought 
lot  the  difference  between  Receipts  and  Expenditures  to  have  shown  the  actual  amount 
( the  public  debt  ? — A.  It  should  have  shown  the  actual  amount  of  the  public  debt 
^  the  amount  of  loans  or  bonds  issued  for  which  no  receipts  came  into  the  Treasury. 
Q.  You  have  said  that  it  does  not  state  the  true  amount  of  the  public  debt  by 
116,000,000,  in  round  numbers.    What  is  the  reason  why  it  does  not  show  the  true 
inoimt  ? — A.  On  account  of  the  loans  that  were  issued  and  redeemed  afterwanls,  for 
fhich  no  receipts  came  into  the  Treasury,  and  various  items  of  discounts,  premiums, 
Bd  interest  charged  as  principal. 

Q.  If  that  be  so.  Receipts  and  Expenditures  alone  would  not  show  the  ax^tual  publio 
*otf— A.  Not  unless  you  add  these  items  for  which  no  receipts  were  received. 

Mr.  Baylej',  of  the  Secretary's  office,  testifies  (see  testimony,  p.  121) : 

By  Mr.  Dawes  ; 

(J.  When  did  this  $116,000,000  first  appear  in  the  Finance  Report  f—A.  The  first  note 

in  1871. 

Q.  When  did  this  $116,000,000  first  appear:  what  is  it  a  discrepancy  between? — A. 

le  discrepancy  is  between  the  amount  received  on  account  of  loans  and  Treasury 

tea. 
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Q.  In  the  x)ublisbed  reports  in  which  year  did  it  first  appear  to  make  a  discrep* 
ancyT — A.  In  1870. 

Q.  Under  what  head? — A.  Under  the  head  of  Tables  K  and  L. 

Q.  What  are  their  names? — ^A.  ^*  Statement  of  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  of  the 
United  States." 

Q.  That  made  a  discrepancy  of  1116,000,000  between  that  statement  and  what  other 
statement? — A.  And  tlie  amount  of  the  public  debt  as  shown  at  that  time  by  the  debt 
statement. 

Q.  This  ^116,000,000,  then,  first  appeareil  there  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bayley  here  says  that  he  found  a  diflference  of  $116,000,000  be- 
tween the  public-debt  statement  at  that  time  and  the  amount  of  the 
debt  stated  from  Eeceipts  and  Expenditures,  and  the  discrepancy  ap- 
peared for  the  first  time  in  the  Finance  Keport  of  1871.  That  is  to  say, 
when  the  K^c^ipts  and  Expenditures  on  account  of  the  public  debt  were 
compared  in  1870,  there  w^ere  $116,000,000  of  the  public  debt,  according 
to  the  Secretary's  debt  statement,  unaccounted  for  by  a  statement  made 
up  from  the  Eeceipts  and  Exi)enditures : 


From  the  beginning  of  the  government  to  June  30,  1871 : 


• 


The  total  receipts  were $7,094,541,041  38 

The  total  net  expenditures 4,857,434,540  51 

Balance 2,237,106,500  87 

The  public  debt  June  30,  1871 2,353,211,332  32 

Difference 116,104,831  45 

If  the  debt  account  was  kept  by  Eeceipts  and  Expenditures,  there 
would  be  $116,104,831.45  to  be  accounted  for ;  and  on  that  basis  Uie 
public  debt  in  1871  was  in  round  numbers  apparently  $116,000,000  too 
large.  It  is  well  known  that  many  bonds  have  been  issued  for  which 
no  cash  was  covered  into  the  Treasury,  such  as  the  Mississippi  stock, 
the  Louisiana  purchase,  Texas  purchase,  Mexican  indemnity,  Massachu- 
setts debt,  Eads  jetties,  &c.  This  confusion  grew  out  of  the  change  of 
system  in  making  up  the  public-debt  statement  from  "Issues  and  Ee- 
demptions''  to  "Eeceipts  and  Expenditures"  in  1870. 

ISSUE  OP  BONDS  BY  THE   LOAN  DIVISION. 

During  the  examination  of  Major  Power  the  following  questions  were 
asked  and  answers  given  (see  testimony,  pp.  88  and  89) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

^  »  #  #  #  »  • 

Q.  What  check  is  there  on  the  Loan  Branch  of  the  Secretary's  office  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  bond  tliat  has  been  ordered  by  the  Treasurer?  In  other  words,  if  a 
bond  for  SI, 000  was  subscribed  for  and  tlie  Loaii  Division  gives  an  onler  for  a  |S,000 
bond,  where  is  the  check  to  prevent  that  $2,000  bond  from  going  upon  the  public  T— A. 
If  tlie  order  to  the  Register  for  the  bond  recites  the  certificate  of  deposit  as  a  t2,000 
deposit  in  place  of  $1,000, 1  believe  there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent  the  bond  being 
issued.     There  would  have  to  be  collusion  to  falsify  the  record. 

Q.  All  in  the  same  office  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  An  order  comes  from  the  Treasurer's  office  to  the  Loan  Branch  of  the  Secretary's 
office  to  issue  a  bond  for  $1,000 ;  the  Loan  Division  directs  a  $2,000  bond  to  be  issued 
instead  of  $1,000  bond,  which  the  Treasurer  directed  to  be  ordered.  That  order  goes 
to  the  Register,  I  understand.  The  Register  issues  a  $2,000  bond,  and  it  comes  back 
to  the  same  office  that  ordered  it  for  the  seal ;  that  office  puts  the  seal  on  it  and  the 
bond  then  goes  back  to  the  Register  for  delivery  f — A.  That  is  the  practice. 

Q.  Then  there  is  no  check  outside  of  that  jiarticular  office  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
bond  was  a  $1,000  or  a  $2,000  bond  f— A,  I  believe  not. 


•^ 


F^ 
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^VITilliain  Fletcher,  Chief  of  Loan  Division,  in  answer  to  how  bonds 
Br«  issued,  said  (see  testimony,  pp.  126,  127,  and  128) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

•  »#«#*# 

1^.  Please  explaiu  where,  when  you  went  into  the  office,  and  where  at  present, 
bds  were  and  are  issued. — A.  I  did  not  know  much  ahout  it  at  the  time  I  entered  the 
le*.  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  tell  how  honds  were  issued  fifteen  years  ago.  I 
i«  tnen  a  clerk  of  class  one  and  had  not  the  management ;  neither  have  I  been  over 
fe  papers  so  as  to  be  able  to  tell  how  bonds  were  issued  then.  I  can  tell  how  an  issue 
^idide  now  and  how  it  has  been  for  a  number  of  years. 

^«  State  that, — A.  A  dejKJsit  is  made  in  the  office  of  the  Treasurer,  for  which  he 
■1*8  a  certificate,  and  upon  that  certificate  our  office  issues  an  order  on  the  Register 

^lie  Treasury.  On  that  order  bonds  are  issued.  I  have  a  certificate  here  which  I 
■^  show. 

Q.  Does  the  bond  come  baek  to  your  office  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  receives  the  seal  and 
Sjiitialed. 
^.  Does  it  then  go  back  to  the  Treasurer's  office  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  to  the  Treasurer's. 

19  delivered  in  accordance  with  instructions  indorsed  on  the  Treasurer's  certificate. 
K^.  The  Treasurer,  after  giving  the  order,  has  nothing  further  to  do  with  the  bond 
any  wav  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

K^.  If  you  did  so,  the  bond  would  come  to  your  office  for  putting  on  the  initials  f — A. 
es.  sir. 

<}.  And  would  not  go  to  the  Treasurer  to  see  if  he  had  the  money  for  it  in  the 
■easury  ? — A.  It  would  not  go  to  the  Treasurer. 

Q.  If*  the  Treasurer  issues  a  certificate  for  a  one  thousand  dollar  bond,  is  there  any- 
bing  to  prevent  an  order  for  two  thousand  dollars  of  bonds  being  sent  to  the  Regis- 
it's  office  from  your  office  ? — A.  Only  our  checks. 

Q.  Your  integrity! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  am  putting  that  out  of  the  question  all  the  time.  If  such  a  bond  was  issued, 
hit  two  thousand  dollar  bond  would  come  back  to  your  office.  What  would  you  do 
lith  it  f — A.  The  initials  of  the  clerk  having  charge  of  the  loan  would  be  put  upon 
t,  and  it  would  be  sealed. 

Q.  But  the  Treasurer  himself  would  know  nothing  of  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  keep  an  account  in  your  office  of  accrued  interest  on  bonds  when  they 
ire  iiisned  ? — A.  We  keep  an  account  of  it  as  furnished  by  the  certificate  of  deposit. 

Q.  To  make  it  plain,  if  I  were  to  ask  you  to-day  to  furnish  me  a  list  of  accrued 
tBterest  upon  l>oAds  sold  since  1864,  or  any  other  time,  could  yon  do  it? — A.  I  could 
not. 

Q.  It  is  not  kept  in  your  office  in  such  a  way  that  you  could  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

•  #  »  ♦  •*  #  » 

And  Treasurer  Gilfillan  testifies  (see  testimony,  pp.  106  and  107): 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

•  *i  »  «  #  «  * 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  a  bond  is  issued  for  the  same  amount  that  you  give  a 
certificate  for?— A.  I  have  not  any  knowledge  of  the  transaction  after  having  given 
the  receipt. 

Q.  If  A  applies  for  a  |1,000  bond  and  pays  you  the  principal  and  accrued  interest, 
you  give  him  a  receipt  for  that  :|1,000.  Tliat*  then  goes  to  the  Loan  Division  of  the 
Mcretary's  office,  as  I  understand,  and  the  Loan  Division  issues  an  onler  to  the  Regis- 
ter to  issue  the  bond? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Register  issues  the  bond,  and  does  what  with  it  ? — A.  Transmits  it  usually  to 
thesuljscriber,  to  the  depositor. 

Bv  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Before  he  does  that,  does  he  not  send  it  to  the  Secretary? — A.  This  present  loan, 
*«I  anderstand,  goes  back  to  the  Loan  Division  of  the  Secretary's  office.  A  part  of 
Reprocess  is  then  completed ;  I  think  putting  on  the  seal  and  an  initial. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is  the  same  office  that  gave  the  order  for  the  bond  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  Whether 
^ey  Bend  the  bonds  or  not  I  am  not  certain. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  other  than  the  integrity  of  the  officer  to  prevent  the  Loan 
division,  if  it  receives  a  certificate  from  you  of;§l,000,  directing  the  Register  to  issue 
^  bond  of  |2,(K)0? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is,  of  uiy  own  knowledgo. 
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Q.  Is  there  any  check  upou  the  Loan  Division  from  making  an  order  upon  the 
Register  to  issue  to  A  a  bond  of  any  given  amount  ? — A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  How  long  has  the  present  system  of  issuing  bonds  been  in  practice? — A.  I  think 
ever  since  there  has  been  a  Loan  Division.     I  know  it  was  so  in  Mr.  Boutwell's  time. 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  the  Chief  of  the  Warrant  Division,  the  Chief  of 
the  Loan  DiWsion,  and  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  all  say  that 
there  is  no  check  upon  the  Loan  Division  in  issuing  bonds,  and  that 
upon  the  integrity  of  one  man  in  the  Loan  Division  may  depend  whether 
or  not  the  bonded  debt  of  the  government  is  as  reported.  If  there'was 
a  return  of  bonds  to  the  Treasurer  to  see  if  the  amount  agreed  with  the 
money  received,  this  would  be  a  check  on  the  Loan  Division.  As  it 
now  is,  that  division  can  increase  the  Treasurer's  order  or  originate  an 
order  on  the  Eegister  for  the  issue  of  bonds,  and  there  is  no  check. 
Many  hundred  millions  of  dollars  in  bonds  have  been  issued  with  no 
other  check  than  the  integrity  of  an  officer  in  the  Loan  Division  of  the 
Secretary's  office. 

ISSUING  OF  LEGAL-TENDER  NOTES. 

In  regard  to  the  issue  of  legal-tender  notes,  Major  Power  testifies  (see 
testimony,  pp.  92  and  93) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  Register's  naoie  is  on  the  notes,  I  believe  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  Register  ever  see  the  notes  f — A.  Not  until  they  are  redeemed, 

Q.  Then  a  note  issued,  though  it  is  signed  by  the  Register,  never  passes  through  the 
Register's  office  T — A.  That  is,  the  notes  bear  the /ac  simile  of  the  Register's  signature, 

Q.  I  understand  that  the  Superintendent  of  the  Printing  Bureau  delivers  to  the 
Treasurer  direct  the  notes,  legal-tenders  or  fractional  currency  when  the  latter  was  in 
existence.     Do  thev  pass  through  any  other  hands  but  those  two  ? — A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  They  are  ready  for  circulation  when  the  Treasurer  receives  them  from  the  Print- 
ing Bureau  ? — A,  Tliey  are  then  reatly  for  circulation. 

Q.  They  are  ready  ? — A.  Yes ;  but  they  cannot  be  put  into  circulation  legally  until 
the  Treasurer  covers  the  amount  into  the  Treasury ;  they  are  not  money  in  theTreas- 
ury  until  covered  in. 

Q.  Still  they  are  in  his  possession  and  no  one  else  has  possession  of  them  but  the 
Treasurer,  and  he  could,  if  he  was  dishonest,  put  them  in  circulation  without  making 
any  further  report  about  the  matter  ? — A.  There  is  no  other  check  upon  the  immediate 
issue  of  these  notes. 

Q.  They  do  not  pass  through  the  Register's  office  until  they  are  redeemed  and  ready 
for  destruction  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  are  they  registered  in  the  Register's  office,  all  that  have  been  destroyed  ?— 

A.  They  are. 

4k'  «  «  «  *  •  « 

Q.  And  the  same  as  to  delivery  from  the  Printing  Bureau  to  the  Treasurer  has  been 
in  existence  since  the  act  creating  the  two  classes  of  notes,  the  legal-tenders  and  frac- 
tional cuirency  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  pass  through  no  other  hands,  I  understand,  as  a  check  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

*  *■  #■  «  «  #  »  ■ 

This  shows  that  the  Eegister's  name  is  on  all  legal-tender  notes,  that 
he  does  not  see  them  until  they  are  redeemed,  and  that  there  is  not  a 
proper  check  on  the  Treasurer  or  Bureau  of  Printing  in  this  regard,  so 
that  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Printing  or  the  Treasurer,  if  dishonest, 
could  put  notes  improperly  in  circulation. 

AMOUNT  OF  INTEREST  ON  BONDS. 

James  Gilfillau,  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  testifies  (see  testi- 
mony, pp.  104  and  105) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  To  put  it  practically,  if  you  were  asked  to-day  to  furnish  this  couimittee  with 
the  total  amount  of  interest  aud  x>rincipal  received  last  year  in  bonds  which  were  sold, 
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could  you  furnish  it  f — A.  Not  from  the  books,  my  impression  is,  without  going  through 
and  taking  the  warrants  and  separating  them. 

Q.  You  understand  that  when  the  entry  is  made  upon  the  hooks  it  is  made  in  gross 
and  not  in  separate  entries,  one  of  principal  and  the  other  of  interest  ? — A.  Yes,  sir 
The  items  of  receipts  are  internal  revenue,  lands,  war,  and  navy  (which  are  repay- 
ments), and  miscellaneous.  The  miscellaneous  includes  the  public  debt  and  other  re- 
ceipts except  those  before  named,  which  would  include  principal  and  interest.  I  think 
that  was  what  you  requested  of  me  in  my  statement. 

Q.  Which  you  said  you  could  not  furnish  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  said  it  could  not 
be  furnished  as  the  books  had  been  kept  from  1861. 

Q.  No  separate  account  on  the  books  was  kept  of  principal  and  interest  ? — A.  Of  the 
receipts,  no,  sir. 
Q.  Can  your  office  give  the  exact  amount  of  bonds  now  in  circulation  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  might,  so  far  as  your  office  is  concerned,  pay  coupons  of  duplicate  num- 
bers, or  a  greater  amount  of  coupons  than  were  out  ? — A.  If  they  were  genuine  coupons. 

Q.  How  would  you  know  whether  they  were  genuine  or  counterfeit — on  the  same 
principle  that  you  know  whether  a  note  is  a  counterfeit  or  not  f — A.  Exactly. 

Q.  But  yon  nave  no  means  of  knowing  whether  a  bond  has  been  fraudulently  or 
illegally  or  wrongfully  gotten  into  circulation  or  not  ? — A.  Unless  in  the  case  of  regis- 
tered bonds,  which  are  caveated,  and  we  might  have  been  notified;  but  we  never 
should  be  notified  of  that,  because  it  is  not  necessary. 

This  shows  that  the  Treasurer  keeps  the  moneys  received  for  bonds, 
principal  and  interest  together,  and  that  he  cannot  tell  from  the  books 
how  much  was  received  for  principal  and  how  much  for  accrued  interest 
for  a  given  time ;  that  is,  accrued  interest  on  bonds  sold  is  not  kept  as 
a  separate  account.  The  Treasurer  pays  interest  on  bonds,  but  he  can- 
not give  the  amount  of  bonds  outstanding.  The  Treasurer  pays  all  cou- 
pons presented,  if  genuine,  but  he  does  not  know  whether  or  not  dupli- 
cates are  paid  by  him  or  by  the  sub-treasurers  elsewhere. 

APPARENT  ERASURES  AND  CHANGES  IN  THE  BOOKS  OF  THE  TREASURY. 

On  the  question  of  enisures  and  apparent  changes  in  the  books  of  the 
Treasury,  the  committee  call  attention  to  the  following  testimony  of  Mr. 
Woodville  (see  testimony,  pp.  110,  111,  112,  and  113) : 

William  Woodville  recaUed. 

By  the  Chaiuriax  : 

Question.  By  whom  was  the  statement  that  I  hand  you  prepared  f  (Exhibiting.) — 
Answer.  Prepared  by  Mr.  Byrne,  formerly  a  clerk  of  this  committee. 

Q.  Have  you  exaiiiiued  it  by  the  books  so  as  to  be  able  yourself  to  testify  to  it  T — 
A.  Yes.  sir;  I  can  testify  to  tliis  statement.  I  went  over  it  with  him  and  checked  it 
off  witfi  him  from  the  other  book. 

Q.  Have  you  recently  re-examined  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  refreshed  my  memory 
about  it  to-day. 

Q.  Is  it  correct  ? — A.  It  is  correct,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  memoranda  which  are 
Xiiarked  there ;  two  exceptions  which  I  have  specihed  on  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  offer  that  in  evidence,  as  having  been  the  result  of  the  work  of 
Messrs.  Woodville  and  Byrne  together,  and  want  it  to  go  in. 

-^femorandum  of  erasureSy  alteraiionSf  and  changes  found  in  ^^  Register  of  Public  Debt  War- 
rants^^from  January  1,  1865,  to  December  31,  1869.    Secretary  of  th€  Treasury. 


"ear. !     Date. 


:i.d65  '  Jan.     3 

17 

Feb.     6 

0 

10 

17 


Number  of 
warrants. 


Amount. 


1737  I  Amount  altered  and  scratched 

1883     Amount  altered  and  bcratcbed  out ;  canceled 

2053     Amount  altered  and  scratched 

2099    do 

2118  ; do 

2160  I do 


$11, 981  56 


40.434  54 
187, 932  33 
669,920  00 
450,500  00 
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Memorandum  of  erasuresy  alteraiionSj  and  clmnges  found  in  "  Bf^ter  of  Public  Debt  War- 
ranU"  from  January  1,  1865,  to  December  31,  1869,  ^c. — Continued. 


Tear. 


Date. 


1865 


1866 


Mar. 


May 


1867 


Number  of 
warrants. 


3 
16 

Apr.  17 

28 

8 

17 

20 

June  5 
19 
21 
22 

July  11 

Aug.    1 

1 

5 

14 

8ept.  4 
14 
14 
21 
25 
30 

Nov.    8 

8 

8 

8 

27 

Dec.   16 

Jan.  6 
16 
22 
26 
30 

Apr.  18 

May  7 
12 
15 
28 

June    6 

6 

13 

25 

July  31 
31 

Aug.  2 
21 
23 
23 

Sept.  4 
21 
29 
29 

Oct  31 
31 
31 

Nov.  IC 
22 

Jan.     7 

7 

8 

8 

12 

15 

Feb.   19^ 

Mar.  29 

June  12 
27 

Aag.  8 
24 
24 
27 
31 
Sept.  21 
Oct.     17 


Dec.  2 
2 


Amount. 


2302 
2398 
2678 
2784 
2855 
2944 
2983 
3116 
3238 
3266 
3275 
3445 
3628 
3629 
3672 
3718 
3881 

Scratched . 

do 

4025 

Scratched. 
4088 
4371 

4372 

4373 

4374 

4486 

4611 

4746 

4817 

4862 

4900 

4920 

5454 

5621 

5673 

5701 

5795 

5888 

5900 

5958 

6064 

6436 

6437i 

6473 

6608 

6632 

6634 

6742 

6926 

6938 

6940 

7232 

7234 

7234 

7331 

7378 

20 

22 

27 

30 

52 

83 

Scratched 

397 

663 

704 

830 

869 

870 

875 

884 

934 

Scratched 


1051 
1052 


Amount  altered  and  scratched . 
do , 


do 
do 
.do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
.do 
do 
do 
do 


Amount  altered  and  ncratched  out , 

do 

Amount  altered  and  sci'atched , 

Amount  altered  and  scratched  out 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines  should  be  in  Treasure- 


proper  

!!!!l!do!!!!!!'"'"!!!!"!;^J!! 
do 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 
do 


.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

.do 

do 


Amount  altered  and  scratched ;  canceled 

do 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

Amount  altered  and  scratched;  canceled. 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 

Amount  altered  and  scratched ;  canceled 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 


.do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
.do 
do 


$18. 

211, 
1. 
38, 
26, 
38, 
57, 

958, 
20. 
17, 

3, 


243. 

67, 

1,743. 


392  10 
640  00 
087  12 
221  57 
003  09 
616  15 
020  74 
240  00 
462  17 
999  78 
625  00 
758  63 
976  89 
80  00 
688  70 
258  77 
700  00 


13,  000. 000  00 
959*08 


Marked  in  margin  ' '  (Directed  same  to  issue  on  November 
D,"  and  the  entry  crossed  out  with  black  lines,  whUst 
the  amounts  in  figures  are  not  erased.  The  aggregate 
amount  of  the  warrant  is 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines ;  see  next  page 

do 


220  00 

150  00 

200  00 

74  00 

82,548  33 

84,800  00 

304  19 

46. 555  17 
154  62 

24,380  00 

1,136  34 

6,163  73 

107  71 

45.176  73 

89,900  00 

1, 241, 004  15 

6,79187 

287,500  00 

20,637  67 

136,325  88 

29,731,300  00 

23,127,248  27 

749 

372,424  36 

30,906  43 

55,296  63 

585  87 

15,520  77 

52,485  35 

20,160.800  00 

8,000,000  00 

7,000,000  00 

19,981,750  00 

48.89117 

3,535  02 

1,378.450  00 

2,621  8* 
50.000  00 

29.556  95 
1.623  95 

5,129  71 
4,000.000  00 

103  00 
394. 100  O; 

1.031  S 
401.000  00 

340.500  00 
350  00 


24, 069, 000  OJ 
356, 400  OJ 
128,000  00 
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*mm  of  erasures,  aUeraiianSf  and  changes  found  in  ^^Begister  of  Public  Debt  War- 
rants '^  from  January  1,  1865,  to  December  31,  1869,  ^c. — Continued. 


Date. 


Number  of 
warranto. 


i  Feb.  14 

62 

Jane  3 

174 

3 

174 

Julv  31 

236 

Ane.  27 
Sept  12 

259 
285 

Oct.  31 

346 

Not.  12 

377 

12 

377 

Mar.  20 

60 

Julv  31 

135 

Sept.  30 

Oct,    30 

30 

KoT.  30 


176 
186 
187 

203 


Amomit. 


Amotmt  erased  with  lines;  canceled 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines $14, 450  00 

do 627  42 


Amount  altered  and  scratched '. 

do 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines ;  canceled 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines ;  canceled 

do 

do 

In  several  amounts  this  warrant  shows  alterations  and 
scratches .> 

In  the  recapitulation  for  the  month  of  Julv,  1860,  in  the 
item  of  "Kedemption  of  the  Public  Debt,"  the  figures 
are  altered  and  scratched  $12,561,467.40. 

In  the  recapitulation  for  the  month  of  August,  1869. 
the  amounto  entered  are  in  several  items  futered  ana 
scratched. 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 

Amount  altered  and  scratched;  premium  on  sinking- 
fund  principal    

Amount  altered  and  scratched ;  redemption  of  the  pub- 
lic debt   

In  the  month  of  November,  I860,  the  amounto  entered 
in  the  recapitulation  are  scratched  and  altered  in  sev- 
eral items. 


$2, 000, 000  00 


14, 977  42 

28,283,850  00 

200,000  00 

5  00 

23, 735, 382  50 

3,  045, 000  00 

37.  661  50 

1, 233, 791  98 

30, 824, 402  08 


21, 314, 102  68 
5, 630,  541  84 

311, 945  10 

7,265,416  00 


Room  65,  Treasury  Building, 
Committee  on  Treasury  Accounts, 

Washington y  D.  C,  November  22,  1878. 

Skxator:  I  make,  at  your  recpiest,  a  copy  from  my  *'memorandum>book  of  altera- 

WW  and  erasures/'  fix)m  a  book  called  **  Recister  of  Public  Debt  Warrants." 

In  my  examination  of  the  books  furnished  the  committee  by  the  Secretary  of  the 

reaaory,  I  have  thus  far  noted  1,120  alterations  and  changes  in  the  39  books  I  have 

amined. 

Most  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

EDWD.  BYRNE. 
Hon.  H.  O.  Davis, 

Chairman  y  ^c. 

Q.  Have  you  made  examinations  of  different  books  in  the  Secretary's  the  Register's, 
kd  the  Treasurer's  offices  ? — A.  My  examination  was  particularly  in  the  Register's  and 
nasorer's  books,  and  the  public  debt  ledger  of  the  Secretary  from  1860  to  1871,  inclu- 
de. 

Q.  Did  you  find  upon  those  books  alterations  or  errors  or  erasui'es  in  figures  ? — A. 
Bs,  sir ;  I  found  alterations,  scratches,  canceled  warrants. 

Q.  To  what  extent  ? — A.  In  the  Treasurer's  books  from  1860  to  1867,  inclusive,  the 
Mrations,  scratches,  and  canceled  warrants  amounted  to  about  twelve  hundred  in 
Mind  numbers. 

Q.  Twelve  hundred  different  alterations? — A.  Alterations,  scratches,  and  canceled 
irranto,  anything  like  a  change  from  the  original  amount. 

Q.  Just  explain  generally  what  you  found  upon  the  books  in  regard  to  erasures  or 
wnitions  of  figures? — ^A.  Amounts  scratched  and  new  figures  substituted. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  leaves  being  entirely  out  of  the  books  that  appeared  to  have 
«n  cut  out  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  In  the  beginning  of  the  war  some  of  the  Treasurer's  ac- 
unts  are  that  way,  about  1861  and  1862. 

Q.  In  how  many  instances  ? — A.  Two— four  leaves  in  one  case,  and  five  in  the  other» 
»D  produce  the  books,  if  you  wish. 


The  memorandum  here  given  is  of  erasures  and  apparent  changes  found 

one  book,  "  Register  of  Public  Debt  Warrrants,''  between  January, 

Ifi5,  and  December,   1869.    There  are  about  one  hundred  of  these 

isoiges  running  from  a  few  dollars  up  to  twenty  or  thirty  millions. 
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This  book  was  selected  as  a  sample  from  among  tUe  many  books  of  the 
department.  It  will  be  noticed  that  there  are  on  the  Treasurer's  books 
from  1860  to  1867,  inclusive,  alterations,  scratches,  and  cancelled  war- 
rants amounting  in  round  numbers  to  1,200.  This  testimony  also  shows 
that  a  number  of  leaves  have  been  cut  out  of  the  Treasury  books  and 
are  gone. 

John  W.  Gentry,  acting  as  a  clerk  to  the  committee,  was  examined 
and  testified  (see  testimony,  p.  165) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Have  you  made  a  careful  exarainatiou  of  certain  ledgers  of  the  Register 
and  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ? — Answer.  I  have. 

Q.  You  selected  one  of  the  number  that  you  have  examined  as  an  example  of  all 
that  you  have  examined  f — A.  I  did  of  those  mentioned  in  this  statement. 

Q.  Is  the  statement  before  you  the  statement  j'^ou  wish  now  to  offer  as  bein^  a  cor- 
rect statement  of  the  erasures  and  apparent  alterations  on  the  books  you  examined  f— 
A.  It  is. 

Again  (see  testimony,  p.  174) : 

The  eight  (8)  ledgers  enumerated  below  have  also  been  examined,  with  the  results 
•as  stated. 

Three  (3)  ledgers  from  office  of  Register, 


Title  of  ledger. 


1.  Interior  appropriation  ledger 

No.  4. 

2.  Naval  appropriation   ledger 

No.  6. 

3.  Military  appropriation  ledger 

No.  13. 


Period. 


Number  of  erasures  and  ap- 
parent alterations. 


From  July  1, 1861,  to  June  30, 1868. 
From  July  1, 1861,  to  June  30, 1866. 
From  July  1, 1867,  to  June  30, 1871. 


One  hundred  and  flfty-thre*. 
One  hundred  and  thirty-seven. 
One  hundred  and  thirtj'-elght. 


Six  (6)  ledgers  from  office  of  Secretary  of  Treasury. 


Title  of  ledger. 


Period. 


4.  Interior  appropriation  ledger 

No.  3. 

5.  Naval  appropriation  ledger 

No.  5. 

6.  Naval  appropriation   ledger 

No.  6. 

7.  Naval  appropriation   ledger 

No.  7.  1 

8.  Militarv  appropriation  ledger     From  July  1, 1859,  to  June  30, 1863. 

No.  10. 


From  July  1, 1860,  to  June  30, 1868. 
From  July  1, 1860,  to  June  30, 1863. 
From  July  1, 1863,  to  June  30, 1867. 
From  July  1, 1867,  to  June  30, 1875. 


Number  of  erasures  and  ap- 
parent alterations. 


Two  hundred  and  ninety-six. 
One  hundred andnlnety -three. 
Six  hundred  and  sixty-eighW 
Four  hundred  and  fifty-seven. 
One  hundred  and  sixty -eight 


Three  ledgers  fW>m  Beeister's  office,  containing 428  erasures  and  apparent  alteratioiii< 

Six  ledgers  trom  Secre^ryis  office,  containing 2, 099  erasures  and  apparent  alteratiooi- 

Total  in  9  ledgers 2,527 

I  certify  that  I  have  carefully  examined  the  nine  (9)  ledgers  enumerated  above,  and  that  the  forego- 
ing is  a  true  statement  of  the  erasures  and  apparent  alterations. 

JNO.  W.  GENTRY.  CUrk. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Dawes.)  In  the  cases  where  your  tables  show  what  are  called  erasures 
and  alterations,  are  you  able  to  tell  what  the  figures,  as  they  now  exist,  have  been 
substituted  for  ? — A.  1  am  not. 

Thus  it  appears  that  in  three  ledgers  from  the  Kegister's  office  there 
are  428  erasures  and  apparent  alterations ;  in  six  ledgers  of  the  Secre- 
tary's office  2,099  erasures  and  apparent  alterations ;  making  a  total  of 
2,527  in  nine  ledgers.    It  will  be  seen  that  the  Secretary's  ledgers  have 
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many  more  of  what  appear  to  be  changes  and  alterations  than  the  Regis- 
ter's books  have,  and  that  the  number  is  not  a  few  hundred  involving 
small  sums,  but  reaches  to  thousands  involving  many  millions  of  dollars; 
and  they  do  not  appear  only  in  the  day-books  or  journals,  but  extend  to 
the  great  ledger.-;  of  final  entry. 

As  to  scratches  in  and  alterations  of  the  books,  Major  Power  testifies 
(see  testimony,  p.  91) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  there  are  scratchen,  changes,  or  alterations,  what- 
ever you  choose  to  call  them,  upon  the  books  of  the  department ;  take  the  Secretary's 
office! — ^A.  Scratches  and  mis-entries  occur,  I  believe,  in  all  systems  of  accounts,  and 
the  Secretary's  office  of  the  Treasury  Dejiartment  is  no  exception  to  that.  A  clerk 
may  make  a  mistake  at  any  time. 

Q.  Is  that  likely  to  follow  from  the  day-book  or  journal  into  the  ledger? — A.  It 
would  be  in  the  journal  or  register. 

Q.  But  it  ought  not  to  be  in  the  ledger  ? — A.  No  scratches  or  mis-entries  should 
occur  in  the  ledger. 

Q.  You  keep  what  is  known  as  a  register  or  journal,  and  post  from  that  into  the 
ledger,  do  you  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

This  experienced  accountant  testifies  that,  while  scratches  might  occur 
in  the  day-book  or  journal,  they  ought  not  to  occiu'  in  the  ledger.  But 
yet  the  committee  find  thousands  of  scratches  and  apparent  alterations 
of  figures  in  ledgers  between  1860  and  J  870. 

TIME  REQUIRED  TO  EXAMINE  THE  DEBT  STATE3IENT. 

Major  Power  testifies  (see  testimony,  pp.  72  and  73) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

•  «###*» 

Q.  Please  state  how  lone  it  would  take  to  examine  carefully  the  deht  and  vouchers 
at  the  same  time  for  a  single  year,  sa^  take  the  year  lcf66,  so  that  you  could  tell  whether 
or  not  there  were  errors  in  the  details.  How  long  would  it  take  and  how  many  clerks 
to  go  through  that  year  or  any  year  you  choose  f — A.  It  would  not  be  feasible  to  exam- 
ine the  pubuc  debt  for  any  one  detached  year.     The  result  would  not  be  satisfactory. 

Q.  The  question  is,  how  long  would  it  take,  without  regard  to  results? — ^A.  The 
examination  of  the  debt  for  one  year  might  necessitate  an  examination  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  loan  up  to  that  period  and  even  afterwards.  It  would  take  four  or 
five  clerks  one  year  at  least. 

Q.  To  do  what  ? — A.  To  examine  the  debt  particularly  for  one  year,  and  for  the  rea- 
son, as  1  say,  that  the  examination  might  necessitate  going  back  to  the  commencement 
of  each  loan. 

Q,  Going  into  the  warrants  and  transactions  of  the  sovemment  to  show  whether  or 
not  there  were  errors  in  the  accounts? — A.  To  not  go  oeyond  the  stated  accounta  as  , 
stated  and  certified  by  the  Comptrollers,  it  would  not  be  a  task  of  much  difficulty.    It 
would  take  four  or  five  years. 

Q.  For  how  many  clerks  ? — A,  With  a  corps  of  seven  or  eight  clerks. 

Thus  it  appears  that  an  officer  of  the  Treasury  who  has  served  many 
years  in  the  Kegister's  office  and  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  is  satisfied 
that  "it  would  take  four  or  five  clerks  one  year  at  least"  to  carefully 
examine  the  public  debt  for  a  single  year,  and  to  examine  the  warrants 
and  transactions  of  the  government  looking  for  errors  would  take  the 
same  force  four  or  five  years.  And  yet  it  appears  from  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Bayley  that  he  atancy  with  no  experience  in  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, made  an  examination  into  all  the  transactions  of  the  government 
from  1833  to  1870  in  four  and  a  half  months. 
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Mr.  Bay  ley  testified  (see  testimony,  pp.  116  and  117) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

«  #  *  •  «  ^  «> 

Q.  Did  you,  iu  1870,  assist  Mr.  Saville,  chief  clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department,  in 
msuklng  up  a  revisory  statement  of  the  accounts  in  the  Secretary's  office  ? — A.  I  did. 
Q.  How  long  were  you  at  it  ? — A.  Ahout  four  months  and  a  half. 

Q.  Did  you  do  the  entire  work  yourself? — A.  I  did ;  that  is  to  say,  I  understand  yoa 
are  speaking  now  of  the  tables  in  the  Secretary's  rejjort. 

Q.  The  debt  tables  f — A.  No,  not  the  debt  tables,  but  the  receipts  and  expenditures. 

Q.  On  account  of  the  public  debt  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  of 
the  Government,  Tables  K  and  L,  I  think,  in  the  Secretary's  report  of  1870. 

Q.  Of  general  receipts  and  expenditures  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  appeared  there  for  the 
first  time  that  year. 

Q.  Who  was  engaged  on  the  debt  part  of  the  statement  connected  with  those  tables? 
[Exhibiting  to  the  witness  the  report  of  1870,  with  the  Tables  K  and  L.]  Are  those 
the  tables? — A.  The  whole  of  this  and  the  whole  of  that  [indicating  Tables  K  and  L] 
are  my  work  from  beginning  to  end. 

Q.  Are  these  the  receipts  and  expenditures  on  account  of  the  public  debt  T — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  to  a  certain  extent. 

Q.  Stat«,  now,  how  long  you  were  at  it. — A.  About  four  months  and  a  half  in  pre- 
paring that  particular  table. 

Q.  You  did  the  whole  work  yourself? — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  actual  manual  labor,  figtir- 
ing,  &c. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  your  data? — A.  From  the  printed  receipts  and  expenditures, 
so  far  as  printed  at  that  time.     Down,  I  think,  to  1866  they  were  printed 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  the  other  four  years  from  ? — A.  t>om  the  books  in  the  War- 
rant Division. 

Q.  Of  the  Secretar>''8  office  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

«  #  ,      «  n  »  »  * 

This  shows  that  Mr.  Bayley  alone  did  all  the  work  between  August 
and  November,  1870 — four  or  five  months  ;  that  he  commenced  in  1789 
with  the  Eeceipts  and  Expenditures,  examined  the  accounts  of  the  gov- 
ernment from  1789  to  1870,  and  made  up  a  statement  which  caused  small 
and  large  changes,  for  nearly  every  year  in  the  Receipts  and  Expendi- 
tures and  from  1833  in  the  public  debt.  If,  as  Major  Power  testifies  on 
page  73  of  the  testimony  (and  t>r,  Guilford,  of  the  Register's  oflSce,  on 
pages  24  and  26  of  the  the  testimony,  substantially  agrees  with  him),  it 
would  take  four  or  five  clerks  a  year  to  examine  carefully  as  to  the  debt 
of  one  year,  and  four  or  five  years  to  examine  it  between  1860  and  1870, 
how  could  Mr.  Bayley,  without  experience,  who  had  just  come  into  the 
department,  have  made  in  four  or  five  months  an  examination  from  1833 
to  1870  which  could  justify  a  change  in  the  figures  of  the  Finance  Re- 
ports ?  It  must  be  apparent  that  a  careful  examination  of  the  books 
and  accounts  of  the  Treasury  Department  from  1833  to  1870  could  not 
have  been  made  by  one  man,  or  even  a  dozen  men,  in  four  mouths  and 
•  a  half. 

STATEMENT  BELATINa  TO  DEBT,   INTEREST,   PREMIUMS,    AND  LOANS. 

Among  the  statements  furnished  to  the  committee  was  the  following 
from  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury- : 
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According  to  this  statement  of  the  Secretary,  the  decrease  in  the  pub- 
lic debt  in  1S70  was  ^107,779,786.13. 

It  is  a  ta^t  that  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  (bonds  issued  by  the  gov- 
ernment to  the  several  Pacific  Railroad  Companies)  .was  dropped  from 
the  debt  statement  in  1870,  which  shonld  have  redaced  the 

debt    : $58,638,320 

Amount  of  sinking  fund  deducted  by  Secretary,  as  stated 
in  Finance  ReiK>rt  of  1871,  p.  7,  also  in  statements  fur- 
nished committee  by  Secretary  and  Register,  was 117,  740, 000 

176, 378, 320 

The  difference  between  the  reported  decrease  of  the  public  debt  as 
above  stated  and  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  and  sinking  fund  is  nearly 
$70,000,000.  The  reports  furnish  no  explanation  what  became  of  this 
$70,000,000  or  how  it  is  accounted  for.  By  comparing  the  debt  state- 
ment of  the  Register  with  the  Secretary's  tabulated  statement  in  the 
Finance  Report  of  1870,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  Secretary's  statenieDt 
increased  the  debt  $94,000,000. 

The  committee  present  the  foUowing  comparative  statement  of  inter- 
est on  the  public  debt  firom  1860  to  1870 : 

Xo.  5  C. 

[Prepared  by  the  Senate  CoBButtee  on  TrmsoiT  Accfmnts.] 
Compantirt  Siaitmemt  of  Imierrti  on  ike  Pmhiie  Ikhi  fnm  July  l,  lc^>.  to  Jmly  I,  1870. 
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13. 443.  «^  29 

IS,  14^702  46 

la.  177.  314  €3 

$1144,  €30  96 

$3,177,275  71 

$3,144,130  94 

1«1-- 

5.  092. 630  43 

2. 445.  o:vi  93 

4.  liC^V  173  76 

4.035.157  27 

4,000,139  66 

4,034,157  30 

laC-- 

**  04*.  o09  59 

4, 198.  043  96 

13, 190-  324  45 

13. 190.  347  90 

13. 190. 317  49 

13. 190, 344  S4 

lt«3.. 

41.  iK4. 14S  01 

11.970.152  62 

24.  729.  846  61 

24.  7*9, 700  62 

24.729,846  61 

24, 729, 700  12 

le«4.. 

TK«v5a.4*7  24 

27.  17^  6.V1  36 

53.685.421  6» 

53.  6^5. 421  e» 

S3.6«3,421  69 

53.685,421  eO 

186S.. 

137. 742. 617  43 

82.  444.  077  52 

77.  397.  712  ft) 

77. 397. 129  17 

77,399.730  87 

77,3Ks090  30 

lc«.. 

146.  06^.  196  29 

liH.  257.  967  06 

133.1*7.  741  «» 

133. 067,  624  91 

133,067,512  19 

133.067,624  91 

iv^e:.. 

158.  892.451  39 

1.^9.  614.  758  49 

143.781.591  91 

143,  785. 142  82 

143. 782, 220  70 

143, 781, 391  91 

i?ei?.. 

128-  4o9,  5*i  14 

lla,^51.959  41 

140,  424.  045  71 

14<V  434. 057  07 

140.424,034  89 

140.424,045  71 

1?«9.. 

125.  .\23.  »*?  34 

181.  506,  933  64 

13^\,  694.  242  ^> 

130. 694.  242  e« 

130.6»4.H2  80 

130, 694,242  80 

1^0.. 

118,  7i4. 960  34 

167.  001. 472  7« 

129, 235. 4»  00 

129,23Si.4a^  00 
853.3^»tt  20 

129.235.442  22 
833,386.204  63 

129.235.496  00 

916,764,2^4  49 

853. 608, 774  25 

8S3s  383.  913  ^ 

853.381,839  02 

XOTIL. — The  sevexal  statements  o(  the  Secrvtarr  and  Kei:i$ter  for  U»e  yean  sobsequent  to  1870.  ex- 
lading  the  statement  of  "Intexe;^!  charge."  a|;:T«e  With  each  iviber. 


From  this  table  it  appears  that  six  different  statements  of  interest 
paid  disa^^ree  with  each  other ;  the  Register's  statements  do  not  agree 
with  each  other  nor  do  those  of  the  Secretary^  and  there  is  ab»iit 
$93,(KXK000  ^fference  between  the  highest  and  lowest  amoonts  for  the 
ten  years  included  in  this  table.  This  shows  either  that  there  is  an 
error  in  the  accounts  kept  in  the  different  offices  as  to  the  interest  paid, 
or  that  there  is  something  yet  to  be  exj^lained. 

It  is  a  fact  worthy  of  serious  consideration  that  in  the  statements  of 
the  receipts  and  expenditures^  interest  paid  on  the  public  debt,  and  cash 
in  the  Treasury,  the  Treasurers  statements  do  not  agree  by  many  mil- 
lions of  dollars  with  the  statements  of  the  Secretary  and  Register. 
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■i    TBEASrniER'S    STATEMENT    OF    RECEIPTS    AND    EXPENDITURES 
COMPARED  WITH   SECRETARY'S  AND    REGISTER'S  STATEMENTS. 

B  has  been  repeatedly  alleged  that  the  books  and  accounts  of  the 
faetary,  Comptroller,  Register,  and  Treasurer,  are  checks  on  each 
lier.  But  it  appears  that  the  Treasurer's  statements  between  1860 
Ul  1870  include  $331,409,634.10  more  receipts  than  the  Secretary  or 
e  Register  charges  him  with,  as  is  shown  by  the  following  compara- 
fe  table : 

No.  4  C. 

[Preparwl  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Treaanry  Account-s.] 

BijNiralir«  Statement  of  the  Total  Receipts  and  Expenditures  and  Balance  in  the  Treasury, 

Stke  fiscal  years  IWK)  to  1870,  inclusivef  in  Treasurer's  and  Secretary's  and  Register's 
tements  to  committee. 

TOTAL  RECEIPTS. 


• 

Year. 

Troaaarer'a  state- 
ment to  commit- 
tee. 

Total  receipts. 
$80.  544.  805  71 

^R^Sr"«  ntA^     Treasurer's  statement,  as  com- 
jjjj^^^                         Register  s  statements. 

1 
Year. 

Total  receipts.            Increase.            Decrease. 

II 

ft7fi.  Ail.  407  83  1     XH.  703.  .'^97  8fi 

1860 

n 

88, 694,  545  03  !          ^83.'  371^  640  13       ^5^  322^  904  90 

589. 301,  545  86            581,  679,  915  93         7,  621.  629  93 

8fl6, 396,  040  45            889,  379,  652  52  ,      7,  016,  387  93 

1,  408,  474,  234  51         1.  393.  461,  017  57       15, 013.  216  94 

1.  826, 075.  227  14  '       1,  805,  939,  345  93       20. 135.  881  21 

1, 326,  610,  336  25  i       1,  270,  884, 173  11       55,  726. 163  14 

... 

1861 

m 



1862 
1863 

E 

1864 

R 

1865 
1866 

m 

1. 176,  776,  082  57  i      1, 131,  060.  920  56       45, 715, 162  01 

1867 

In 

1, 075, 324,  046  89         1,  030,  749,  516  52  |     44,  574,  530  37 
658, 467,  731  68            609,  621,  828  27       48.  845,  903  41 
774, 464, 430  01             696,  729. 973  03       77,  734.  456  38 

1868 

f/^ 

1869 
1870 

w^ ..'.'.'.'.'.','.'.'.'.'. 

.........*.. 

Total 

9, 901, 129.  026  10  i       9.  560.  719.  392  00      331.  400.  634  10 

9.569,719,392  00 

................ 

*»«*§e  in  Treaanrer's 
^^nmptand  with  Sec- 
jWry^a  and  Regis- 

331,409,634  10 

1 

1 

331,409,634  10 

TOTAL  EXPENDITURES. 


Year. 


Treasurer's  state- 
ment to  commit- 
tee. 


Secretary's  and 
Register's  state- 
ments to  com- 
mittee. 


Treasurer's  statement,  as  com- 
pared with  Secretary's  and 
Register's  statements. 


Year. 


Total  expenditures.  Total  exi)enditures 


» 

I 

2 

1. 

4 

S 

« 

17 

iB 

• 

>• 

Total 


ereaae  in  Treaanrer's 
taoompared  with  Sec- 
^Kary  s  and  Regis- 
ter's atat«iiienta 


180, 

90. 

573, 

906, 

1, 310, 

1,»26, 

1.1»5, 
1,142, 

1, 114. 
633. 
780, 


758,523  53 
710, 267  98 
288,  988  01 
832,308  18 
564,454  83 
560,  212  58 
070. 567  59 
101, 532  89 
021.431  18 
911,220  31 
889,450  27 


9, 754, 707,  957  35 
9,423,726,847  70 


330,081,109  65 


$77,  561, 
84.689, 

570,  858. 

895,827, 
1. 298, 144, 
1,  904,  916, 
1, 141. 072, 
1, 093, 079, 
1, 069.  889. 

584. 777. 

702,907, 


948  39 
544  89 
741  00 
360  24 
656  00 
466  09 
666  09 
655  27 
970  74 
996  11 
842  88 


Increase. 


$3,196, 
6,020. 
2,430, 
11, 004, 
12, 409. 
21,652, 
53.097, 
49.  021, 
44, 131. 
49,  133, 
77,981, 


575  14 
723  99 
247  01 
947  94 
798  83 
746  49 
901  50 
877  62 
460  44 
224  20 
607  39 


9.423,726,847  70 


330, 981, 100  65 


330, 981, 109  65 


Decrease. 


1860 
1861 
1862 
1863 
1864 
1865 
1866 
1867 
1868 
1869 
1870 


8.  Rep.  539 in 
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This  table  makes  it  apparent  that  the  books  and  accounts  of  the  Sec- 
retary, Comptroller,  and  Register  do  not  agree  with  each  other  and  are 
not  a  check  upon  the  Treasurer,  for  the  latter,  as  already  stated,  accounts 
for  over  $331,000,000  of  receipts  more  than  appear  from  the  statements 
of  the  other  officers,  and  he  accounts  also  for  $330,981,109.65  more  ex- 
penditures, from  1860  to  1870,  than  the  Secretary  or  Register  seem  to 
charge  to  him. 

The  following  is  a  continuation  of  the  table  No.  4  C,  last  presented : 

BALANCE  IN  THE  TREASURY. 


Year. 

TreasurtT's  state- 
ment to  commitr 
tee. 

Secretary's    and 
Register's  state- 
mcnta   to    com- 
mittee. 

Treasurer's  statement  aa 
compared    with    Secre- 
tary's   and     Register's 
statemraits. 

Treasurer's 
statement  to 
committee. 

Tear. 

1 
*Balance  in  Treas-    *Balance  in  Treas- 
ury at  end  of  year,     iiry  at  end  of  year. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Unpaid  drafts. 

• 

I860 

$32, 979, 580  78 

30, 954, 160  02 

46.  965, 304  87 

36,529,037  14 

134, 433,  738  44 

33,  933,  657  89 

165. 473,  426  55 

200, 147,  976  23 

160, 557,  017  73 

185, 115, 673  14 

178,  722, 693  51 

$31, 815. 299  47 
30. 497,  394  71 
41.  307, 458  83 

$1,164,281  81 

456, 765  31 

a.  ftfi7.  846  04 

$1, 139, 121  34 
449,021  28 
1,  235, 189  99 
1,263,235  56 
1,585,307  14 
2, 539, 137  18 
4, 413,  357  14 
1, 138, 009  91 
1,620,809  86 
1, 333. 559  38 
1. 118. 577  00 

1860 

1861 

1862 

1861 
IMS 

1863 

34,  853, 751  10     1. 675, 286  04 
130. 160.  902  27     4. 272.  836  17 

1863 

1864 

1864 

1865 

81, 177, 687  00 
160,  817,  099  73 
198,  076, 537  09 
158, 936,  082  87 
183, 781, 985  76 
177, 604, 116  51 

2, 755,  970  89 
4,  656, 326  82 
2,  071, 439  14 
1,  620,  934  86 
1,333,687  88 
1, 118, 677  00 

1866 

1866 

1866 

1867 

1867 

1868 

1868 

1869 

1869 

1870 

1870 

^$28, 101, 644.91  deposited  with  the  SUtes  included. 

This  shows  at  a  glance  that  the  Secretary,  Eegister,  and  Treasurer 
do  not  agree  as  to  the  cash  balance  in  the  Treasury  at  the  same  date. 
The  Treasurer  says  he  has  more  cash  than  the  Secretary  and  Eegister 
have  charged  to  him,  and  this  is  not  for  a  single  year  or  to  the  exteut  of 
a  few  thousand  dollars,  but  it  covers  a  period  of  years  and  amounts  to 
millions  of  dollars. 
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BELATma  TO  PUBLIC  DEBT. 

►age  149  of  the  testimony  is  the  following  table,  showing  the  dif- 
«  between  the  Secretary's  and  Kegiste^s  tabular  statements  of 
tstanding  public  debt  for  each  fiscal  year  trom  1833  to  1870 : 

No.  1  C. 

PREP  ABED  BY  SENATE  COMMITTEE  ON  TREASURY  ACCOUNTS. 

y«  and  Register's  Ttibular  Statements  of  the  Outstanding  Public  Debt  for  the  fiscal 

years  1833  to  lb70,  inclusive, 

[Copied  fh>in  the  Finance  Reports  of  1870  and  1871.] 


Secretary's  state-  Register's  state- 
ment, Finance  ment,  Finance 
Report,  1870,  Report,  1870, 
page  XXV.  >     page  276. 


17,001, 

4,7«0, 

37, 

336, 

3,308, 

10,434. 

3,573, 

5,250, 

13.504. 

20,601, 

32,742, 

23,461, 

15,925, 

15,550, 

38,826. 

47,044. 

63,061, 

63,452, 

68.804, 

66,199, 

5d,803, 

42,242, 

35,586, 

31,  972, 

28,690, 

44. 911, 

58.496, 

64,842, 

90,580. 

524, 176. 

1. 119.  772, 

1. 815, 784, 

2,  680,  647, 

2,773,236, 

2,678,126, 

2,  611,  687, 

2,  588. 452, 

2, 480, 672, 


688  83 
082  08 
513  05 
957  83 
124  07 

221  14 
343  82 
875  54 
480  73 
226  28 
922  00 
652  50 
303  01 
202  97 
534  77 
862  23 
&S8  69 
773  55 
796  02 
341  71 
117  70 

222  42 
956  56 
537  90 
831 
881 
837  88 
287  88 
873  72 
412  13 
138  63 
370  57 
869  74 
173  69 
103  87 
851  19 
213  94 
427  81 


85 
03 


$7,001 

4, 760, 

351 

291 

1,878 

4,857 

11.983 

5,125 

6,737 

15, 028 

27, 203 

24,  748 

17,093 

16,  750 

38,956 

48,  526 

64.704 

64,228 

62,560 

65,131 

67,340 

47.  242 

39, 969 

30,063, 

29.060, 

44,  910, 

58.754 

64.769 

90,867 

514,  211 

1, 098,  793 

1, 740, 690, 

2,  682,  593 

2.  783, 425 

2,  602, 199 

2, 636,  320 

2, 489,  002 

2,  386, 358 


032  88 
081  08 
289  05 
089  05 
223  55 
660  46 
737  53 
077  63 
398  00 
486  37 
450  60 
188  23 
794  80 
926  33 
623  38 
379  37 
693  71 
238  37 
395  26 
692  13 
628  78 
206  05 
731  05 
904  64 
386  90 
777  66 
699  33 
703  08 
828  68 
371  92 
181  37 
489  49 
026  53 
879  21 
215  12 
964  67 
480  58 
599  74 


Secretary's  compared  with 
Register's. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


$665  95 
1  00 


45, 868  78 
1, 429,  900  52 
5,  576,  560  68 


125, 797  91 
6,  857,  082  73 
5,  572, 739  91 
5.  539, 471  31 


5,  744, 400  76 
1, 067, 649  58 


1, 008, 628  26 


72,684  80 


9,  965,  040  21 
20,  978,  957  26 
75,  003,  881  08 


99, 449,  733  36 
94, 313, 828  07 


$313, 776  00 


8, 410, 393  71 


1, 286,  535  73 
1, 168, 491  79 
1,  200.  723  36 

130,  088  61 
1,481,517  14 
1,642,835  02 

775, 464  82 


7,  537,  611  08 
4, 999, 983  63 
4, 382, 774  49 


360, 555  05 

'257,'86i*45' 

286,*  954  96 


1, 945, 156  79 
10, 189,  705  52 
14,  073,  111  25 
24, 633, 113  48 


Register's  state- 
ment. Finance 
Report,  1871, 
page  368. 


$7,001. 

4,760, 

37. 

336, 

3,308, 
10,434, 

3,  573, 

5,250, 
13,594, 
20, 601, 
32,742, 
23,461, 
15,  925, 
15,  550, 
38,826, 
47,044, 
63,061, 
63, 452, 
68,304, 
66,199, 
59, 803, 
42, 242, 
35,586, 
31, 972, 
28,699, 
44,911, 
58,496, 
64,842, 
90,580, 
524, 176, 
1,119.772, 

1,  815, 784, 
2, 680,  647, 

2,  773,  236, 
2.  678, 126, 
2,611,687, 
2,  588, 452, 
2, 480, 672, 


698  83 
082  08 
513  05 
957  83 
124  07 

221  14 
343  82 
875  54 
480  73 
226  28 
922  00 
652  60 
303  01 
202  97 
534  77 
862  23 
858  69 
773  55 
796  02 
341  71 
117  70 

222  42 
956  56 
537  90 
831  85 
881  03 
837  88 
287  88 
873  72 
412  13 
138  63 
370  57 
869  74 
173  69 
103  87 
851  19 
213  94 
427  81 


Year. 


1833 
1834 
1835 
1836 
1837 
1838 
1839 
1840 
1841 
1842 
1843 
1844 
1845 
1846 
1847 
1848 
1849 
1850 
1861 
1852 
1853 
1854 
1855 
1856 
1857 
1858 
1859 
1860 
1861 
1862 
1863 
1864 
1865 
1866 
1867 
1868 
1869 
1870 


118  it  appears  that  the  Secretary  and  the  Register  in  the  same  offi- 
^nance  Report,  that  of  1870,  differ  widely  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
c  debt  in  each  year  from  1833  to  1870,  and  that  for  the  latter  year 
lifference  (or  increase  by  the  Secretary  over  the  Register)  is, 
13,828.07,  and  the  great  diflferences  are  in  the  years  between  1861 
L870.  On  the  30th  of  June,  1860,  the  difference  was  but  $72,584.80, 
)  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1861,  the  Register's  statement  is  more 
that  of  the  Secretary  by  $286,954.96.  This  shows  that  the  Regis- 
debt  statement  from  the  beginning  of  the  government,  as  kept  by 
)8  and  Redemptions  down  to  and  including  1861,  was  less  than  that 
e  Secretary  made  up  by  the  new  mode  of  computing  it  by  Receipts 
Sxpenditures,  and  that  the  entire  increase  is  between  1861  and  1870. 
a  singular  fact  that  the  new  mode  of  statement  adopted  by  the 


\ 


/ 


XXXVI  INVESTIGATION    OF    THE   ACCOUNTS   OF 

Secretary  in  1870  made  but  little  change  in  the  public  debt  previous  to 
18G1,  while  from  1861  to  1870  a  very  large  increase  appears.  After  1870 
^6e  [Register's  and  the  Secretary's  statements  ot  the  debt  agree,  the  letter 
of  the  Secretary  through  his  chief  clerk  to  the  Eegister  having  caused 
the  latter  to  change  all  the  statements  made  by  him  previous  to  1871, 
and  to  increase  his  debt-table  so  as  to  agree  with  the  Secretary's  new 
table. 

APPROPRIATION  WARRANTS. 

Mellen  C.  Hooker,  custodian  of  the  files  of  the  Register's  office,  being 
asked  during  his  examination  as  to  certain  warrants  which  did  not  ap- 
pear on  the  files,  was  directed  to  make  search  therefor,  witbthe  follow- 
ing result  (see  testimony,  p.  138) : 

The  witness,  Mkllen  C.  Hooker,  after  being  absent  for  some  time,  returned,  and 
his  examination  was  continued  as  follows : 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  What  report  do  yon  make? — A.  The  warrants  for  which 
your  memorandum  calls,  namely.  No.  895,  dated  June  30,  1868,  and  No.  947,  dated 
June  30,  1870,  do  not  appear  on  the  files,  neither  have  they  been  on  the  files  since  I 
have  been  custodian  of  the  warrants. 

Q.  Can  you  direct  us  to  any  place  where  we  should  be  likely  to  get  information  con- 
nected with  them  f — A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Have  you  made  inquiry  or  search  for  them  yourself! — A.  I  have;  diligent  search. 

Q.  What  has  been  the  result? — A.  Diligent  search  on  my  part  has  failed  to  reveal 
their  whereabouts ;  search  made  as  soon  as  I  ascertained  that  they  were  gone. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  you  have  known  that  they  were  gone  f — ^A.  A  little  over 
two  years. 

Q.  Have  you  made  search  diligently  at  intervals  since? — A.  No  ;  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  infonned  the  Register  of  their  absence  ? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  place  or  anybody  to  whom  we  could  apply  that  could  give  us 
further  information  about  them  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

On  a  subsequent  day  the  same  witness  was  again  called,  lie  having 
been,  meanwhile,  instructed  to  make  further  search,  and  this  was  the 
result  (see  testimony,  p.  162) : 

Mellen  C.  Hooker  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  There  were  two  warrants  covering  the  permanent  and  indefinite  appro- 
priations for  1868  and  1870,  that  we  asked  you  to  produce  to  us  when  you  were  last  he- 
fore  us.     Have  you  been  able  to  find  them  ? — Answer.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  made  an  effort  to  find  them  f — A.  I  have. 

Q.  You  are.custodiau  of  the  warrants,  I  believe  T — A.  Of  the  appropriation  warrants. 

So  your  committee  were  unable  to  obtain  in  the  Treasury  Department 
these  two  large  warrants,  No.  895  and  No.  947,  for  1868  and  1870,  re- 
spectively, covering  the  permanent  and  indefinite  appropriations, 
amounting— 

For  the  vear  1868,  to |847, 209. 450  «0 

For  the  year  1870,  to 540,760,51195 

1,387,969,962  75 

Ko  one  in  the  Treasury  could  inform  the  committee  where  the  originals 
of  these  two  very  large  warrants  were,  nor  whether  absolutely  tra^ 
coi)ies  of  them  could  be  had.  The  warrant  for  1869  corresponding  witb 
the  two  missing  warrants  transfers  from  the  Treasury  nearly  $4OO,OOO,000» 
and  is  scratched  and  apparently  altered  in  several  places  and  to  the  ei^' 
tent  of  many  millions  of  dollars. 

The  following  letter  of  Mr.  Woodville  and  reply  of  Mr.  Hooker  will 
show  that  20  or  30  other  appropriation  warrants  are  missing: 

Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Accounts, 

H  ashingtony  Februaty  18,  1880. 
Sir  :  lu  the  caU  made  for  the  original  permanent,  annual,  and  indefinite  approprift* 
tion  warrants,  the  entire  file  for  the  year  1870  has  not  been  furnished.    As  the  num- 
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^er  of  tliese  warrants  for  the  year  1869  is  23,  and  for  the  year  1871,  34,  the  number  for 
the  year  1870  must  approximate  to  these  numbers. 

You  will  please  inform  me  why  these  warrants  for  1870  were  not  furnished. 
Respectfully, 

WILLIAM  WOODVILLE, 

Clerk, 
Mr.  Mellen  C.  Hooker, 

Custodian  of  the  Register' 8  Files j  Treasury  Department. 


Register's  Office, 
Treiisury  Department. 

Sir  :  When  I  assumed  charge  of  the  appropriation  warrants,  about  two  years  ago, 
the  warrants  for  1870,  Nos.  921  to  947  inclusive,  were  missing ;  and  diligent  search  on 
my  part  has  failed  to  reveal  their  whereabouts.    But  copies  and  registers  of  them  are 
on  tile  and  subject  to  your  order. 
Resi>ectfully, 

M.  C.  HOOKER. 

Mr.  WILXIA31   WOODVILLE. 

The  above  shows  that  all  the  original  permanent  and  indefinite  appro- 
priation warrants  for  1870  cannot  be  found. 

LOAN  DIVISION. 

Eugene  B.  Daskam,  Chief  of  the  Division  of  Public  Moneys  in  the 
Secretary's  office,  in  answer  to  the  question,  how  the  accounts  of  that 
•division  are  compared  with  those  of  the  Loan  Division,  said  (see  testi- 
mony, p.  141) : 

In  loan  matters  the  Division  of  Loans  has  the  original  certificate  of  deposit,  and  we 
send  the  list  there  for  check. 

Q.  How  long  after  the  transaction  closef«  in  your  office  is  the  warrant  issued  in  the 
division  of  Mr.  Power  ? — A.  There  is  no  regular  time. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  experience  in  loan  matters,  particularly  ? — A.  I  think  they  have 
been  sometimes  quite  a  long  time,  particularly  during  these  heavy  loan  transactions ; 
they  could  not  get  time  up  there  to  check  them. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  "  a  long  time"f — ^A.  Perhaps  a  Hst  has  been  up  there  a 
month  or  six  weeks. 

Q.  Ever  longer  than  that  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  but  they  may  have  been  longer. 

Again,  the  same  witness  testified  a«  to  the  course  pursued  with  money 
deposited  for  a  bond  (see  testimony,  p.  143) : 

Q.  What  would  you  do  with  that  f — A.  At  the  end  of  the  month,  that,  with  lots  of 
others,  would  be  listed.  It  makes  a  list  of  several  hundred,  perhaps.  We  onlv  cover 
in  about  once  a  month.  At  the  end  of  the  month  we  cover  in  from  all  the  different 
offices.    One  list  is  prepared  covering  perhaps  millions  of  dollars. 

And  again  (see  testimony,  p.  144)  : 

Q.  Then,  if  the  Loan  Division  issued  a  bond  for  $20,000  instead  of  ^10,000,  and 
chose  to  check  that  $10,000  when  it  came  back,  that  would  be  all  in  the  Loan  Divis- 
ion ?-«-A.  Yes ;  we  have  no  check  on  the  Loan  Di\nsion  in  such  a  transaction. 

By  reference  to  page  156  of  the  testimony  it  will  be  seen  that  Treasurer 
Gil  Allan  substantially  agrees  with  Mr.  Daskam.  The  Public  Moneys  Di- 
vision sends  a  list  to  the  Loan  Division  for  check,  but  there  is  no  regular 
or  prescribed  time  for  sending  it,  and  sometimes  it  stays  there  a  month  or 
six  weeks,  and  even  longer,  before  being  settled.  A  list  is  made,  say  at 
the  end  of  each  month,  containing,  it  may  be,  several  hundred  items, 
and  then  a  covering-in  warrant  may  be  made  for  a  million  dollars  or 
more.  It  is  plain  that  the  Public  Moneys  Division  has  no  check  on  the 
Iioan  Division  that  would  prevent  a  larger  bond  beiug  issued  where  a 
smaller  one  had  been  ordered  and  paid  for. 
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The  same  witness  (see  testimony,  p.  144)  testified : 

By  tlie  Chairman  : 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  me  whether  or  not  a\\  warrants  for  covering  in  on  expending  money 
originate  in  the  Secretary's  office  ? — A.  All  warrants  of  every  kind  and  description,  I 
think.  All  receipts  are  covered  into  the  Treasnry  by  warrant,  and  those  warrants  all 
come  from  the  Secretary's  office. 

It  thus  appears  that  all  warrants  of  every  kind  and  description  are 
issued  from  the  Warrant  Division  of  the  Secretary's  oflQce.  Money  paid 
into  the  Treasury  from  all  sources  is  covered  in  by  a  covering  warrant ; 
and  all  expenditures  are  made  on  warrants  which  are  the  authority  for 
paying  money  fix)m  the  Treasury.  Both  classes  of  warrants  originate 
in  the  same  oflOice,  and  the  questions  involved  in  them  are  decided  by  the 
same  officer.  The  committee  think  it  would  be  better  if  the  warrants 
for  the  covering  of  money  into  the  Treasury  were  issued  from  an  office 
different  from  that  from  which  warrants  for  the  expenditure  of  pubhc 
money  are  issued. 

ACCRUED  AND  UNCLAIMED  INTEREST  ON  BONDS. 

Treasurer  GilfiUan  (see  testimony,  p.  157)  testified  in  regard  to  the 
accrued  interest  on  bonds  subscribed  for : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Can  yon  give  us  the  amounts  of  unclaimed  interest  up  to  I860,  and  since  1S60, 
in  round  numbers! — A.  The  amount  of  unclaimed  interest  on  the  books  at  this  time^ 
which  accnied  prior  to  1860,  is  $*<i,407.45. 

Q.  How  much  since  I860?— A.  Since  1860  it  is  $87,927.31. 

Q.  Is  it  your  impression  that  it  would  improve  the  general  system  of  accounts  if 
that  was  returned,  after  standing  a  certain  number  of  years,  into  the  Treasury,  as  ftll 
other  appropriations  are  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  all  other  outstanding  liabilities. 

Q.  How  long  do  you  think  it  should  stand  before  being  returned  into  the  Treasurer! 
— ^A.  Other  bglances  and  checks  outstanding  are  turned  into  outstanding  liabilities 
every  three  years.    I  suppose  that  would  be  as  good  a  limit  as  any. 

Q.  Then  it  would  have  to  go  through  the  accounting  officers  as  any  other  outstand- 
ing liability  that  is  returned  to  the  Treasury  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  it  is  now,  the  demand  for  it  is  made  at  your  office,  and  it  is  at  your  discre- 
tion whether  it  is  right  or  not  to  pay  it  ? — A.  Yes^  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  pve  us  an  estimate  of  the  accrued  interest  on  bonds  for  a  given  year?— 
I  am  not  particular  what  year  you  take. — A.  For  the  fiscal  year  1879  the  accrued 
interest  deposited  on  account  of  4  per  cent,  bonds  was  $1,720,677.21. 

Q.  How  would  that  year  average  with  the  years  since  186.3  f — ^A.  That  would  de- 
pend on  whether  we  were  issuing  a  loan  or  not.     If  wo  were  not  issuing  a  loan  there 

would  be  no  deposits ;  if  we  were  issuing  a  loan,  there  would  be. 

#  #     .  #  *  «  «  • 

The  Treasurer  here  says  that  the  accrued  interest  on  bonds  sold  in 
1879  was  $1,720,677.21.  Large  as  this  sum  is  there  is  no  division  or  bu- 
reau in  the  Treasury  Department  from  whose  books  a  statement  of  the 
amount  received  between  1860  and  1878  could  be  furnished  to  the.com* 
mittee. 

In  regard  to  unclaimed  interest  the  same  officer  testifier,  (see  testi- 
mony, pp.  156  and  157) : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Can  yon  give  us  the  amounts  of  unclaimed  interest  up  to  1860,  and  since  1^» 
in  round  numbers  f — A.  The  amount  of  unclaimed  interest  on  the  books  at  this  time. 
which  accrued  prior  to  1860,  is  ^2,407.45. 

Q.  How  much  since  1860  f— A.  Since  18(50  it  is  ^7,9:J7.31.  .- 

Q.  Is  it  your  impression  that  it  would  improve  the  general  system  of  accounts  jj 
that  was  returned,  after  standing  a  certain  number  of  years,  into  the  Treasury,  as  ^ 
other  appropriations  are  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  all  other  outstanding  liabilities.  . 

Q.  How  long  do  you  think  it  should  stand  before  being  returned  into  the  Treasury ' 
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u  Other  balances  and  checks  outstanding  are  turned  into  outstanding  liabilities 

iry  three  ye^rs.     I  suppose  that  would  be  as  good  a  limit  as  any. 

^.  Then  it  would  have  to  go  through  the  accounting  officers  as  any  other  outstand- 

kbaliility  that  is  returned  to  the  Treasury  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

i|.  As  it"  is  now,  the  demand  made  for  it  is  made  at  your  office,  and  it  is  at  your 

peietion  whether  it  is  right  or  not  to  pay  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Thus  it  appears  that  unclaimed  interest  which  has  been  standing  for 
iU8  is  now  paid  by  the  Treasurer  when  demanded,  and  it  is  sometimes 
doubtftil  whether  tUe  true  owner  calls  for  it,  and  the  wrong  person 
X  be  paid.  The  committee  approve  of  the  Treasurer's  suggestion 
after  a  certain  period  such  claims  should  be  presented  formally 
id  go  through  tiie  offices  of  an  Auditor  and  Comptroller,  and  recom- 
pnd  that  all  unclaimed  interest  standing  more  than  three  years  be 
^Tered  into  the  Treasury. 
F Treasurer  Gilfillan  also  testifies  (see  testimony,  p.  157): 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  honds  issued,  on  an  average,  passes  through  your  office, 
nd  what  proportion  is  ordered  hy  the  Secretary  directly  on  the  Loan  Division! — ^A. 
k>  you  mean  what  proportion  of  the  deposits  are  made  here  f 

I Q.  I  mean  what  proportions  of  the  bonds  issued,  no  matter*  upon  what  basis  they 
K  Lwned,  are  on  deposits  that  pass  through  your  office  that  you  have  the  handling 
H— A.  I  have  the  ngures  for  the  4  per  cent,  loan  since  1877  up  to  December  31, 1879. 

can  give  you  those. 

Q.  Answer  in  your  own  way. — A.  The  total  deposits  on  account  of  principal  of  the 
I  per  cent,  loan  from  1877  to  December  31,  1879,  were  ^7:^,490,550.  Of  that  amount 
bere  was  deposited  at  the  Washington  office  ^108,146,117.76. 

It  wiU  be  seen  that  six-sevenths  of  the  bonds  issued  go  through  the 
Secretary's  office,  and  the  Treasurer  has  no  connection  with  them,  and 
fcat  only  one-seventh  is  ordered  by  the  Treasurer.  The  committee 
Blink  the  Secretary's  office  has  too  much  to  do  with  the  issue  of  bonds, 
tod  the  Treasurer's  office  too  little.  It  would  be  far  better  if  the 
Measurer  ordered  the  bonds  and  if  they  were  delivered  through  the 
treasurer,  so  that  he  could  see  if  the  proper  amounts  of  money  had 
een  paid  to  the  government  for  the  bonds  issued.  The  Treasurer 
liinks  bonds  ought  not  to  be  issued  on  the  certificates  to  any  one  ex- 
ept  the  person  who  receives  and  accounts  for  the  money. 

SINKING  FUND. 

Mr.  Treasurer  Gilfillan  testifies  (see  testimony,  p.  159) : 

By  the  Chairman: 

*  *  »  .        #  »  #  * 

Q.  \Vhat  is  the  difference  between  "  special "  and  "  sinking  fund,"  as  reported  T  In 
ie  report  of  1870  there  is  a  table  of  tlie  Treasurer  which  speaks  of  "special"  and 
*AiDking  fund."  I  want  to  know  what  the  difference  between  these  two  funds  is,  if 
there  is  any  f — A.  The  Treasury  bought  a  great  many  more  bonds  than  were  required 
for  the  sinking  fund,  which  were  set  apart  and  called,  for  distinction,  "the  special 
fiind."  The  sinking  fund  is  required  by  law,  and  the  special  fund  was  simply  a  regu- 
Ution  of  the  de])artment. 

Q.  When  you  came  to  deduct  from  the  public  debt  the  canceled  bonds,  was  any 
distinction  mad6  then,  or  was  the  whole  amount  canceled  and  deducted  in  the  same 
^ay?— A.  They  were  all  canceled  and  deducted  in  the  same  way. 
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In  this  connection  is  presented  table  No.  9  0,  prepared  by  the  com- 
mittee (see  testimony,  p.  191 ) : 

No.  9— C. 
[Prepared  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Treasory  Accounts.] 

Tretmirer's  and  Secretary  8  statements  of  purchases  of  hands  for  sinking  and  special  ftmif  to 

June  30,  1870. 

TREASUEER. 


FlMAKCE  Report  1870,  p,  193.— The  Treaanrer  says :  "There  were  held  on  the  30th  Jane,  1870,  by  the 

Treasnrer,  aa  custodian  of  the  speciid  ftmd  and  the  sinking  fond, 
coupon  and  registered  bonds  purchased  for  those  funds  amountmg  to 
$12^429,100. 


Treasurer's 


*^ st4itement  of  five-twenty  bonds  purchased  for  special  and  sinking  funds  frm 
May  11,  1H69,  to  July  1,  1870.^    (Finance  Report  1870,  p.  194.) 


5-208  of  1862 

5-20S  of  March,  1864 
5-208of  June,  1864  . 

5-208  of  1865 , 

Consols  of  1865 

Consols  of  1867 

Consols  of  1868 


Total, 


Loan. 


Coupon. 


$478, 700 


11, 561, 350 

5,257,000 

38, 818, 650 

22,258,200 

2, 314, 000 


80,687,900 


Registered. 


$14, 659. 600 
752,400 
5, 203, 750 
5, 618, 600 
0,  292, 700 
6, 769, 150 
445,000 


42,  741, 200 


Total. 


$15,138,300 
752,400 
16, 765, 100 
10,875,600 
48,111,35a 
29.027,350 
2,750,0M 


123,429.100 


SECRETARY.  > 

FnrjiKCE  Report  1870,  p.  xlv.— Note  to  detailed  statement  of  the  public  debt.    The  Secretary  sat^s : 

"The  bonds  which  have  been  purchased  for  the  sinking  and  ^>ecial 
funds,  amounting  to  $121,429,100,  were  treated  as  outstanding  on  the 
first  of  July  Ust  (1870).  Since  that  date,  the  act  of  July  14,  W(^ 
directed  their  cancellation  and  destruction,  and  they  hare  therefore 
been  deducted  from  the  amount  outstanding  in  this  statement. 

Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement^  July  1,  1870.     Bonds  purchased  by  Treasury. 


Loan. 


Total 


6-208ofl862 

5-208  of  March,  1864 
5-20S  of  June,  1864. 

5-20sofl865 

Consols  of  1865 

Consols  of  1867.... 
Consols  of  1868 

Total 


$15,063,700 
752,400 
16,488,150 
9,713,4M^ 

28,926.6^ 
2,744.0*^ 

121.429,  K** 


SECRETARY  AND  REGISTER. 


Statements  furnished  the  committee. 


Sinking  and  special  funds,  Juno  30,  1870 

This  amount  was  deducted  from  public  debt  of  1870. 


$117, 740. 


In  Finance  Report  of  1870,  page  196,  the  Treasnrer  gives  on  July 
1870,  class  of  bonds  bought,  net  cost  in  paper  and  gold,  and  says  th 
principal  wa«  $123,429,100,  yet  when  deducted  from  the  principal  of  th 
pubUc  debt  $117,740,000  only  was  deducted. 
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le  Treasarer  sajs  there  is  no  difference,  except  in  name,  between 
iking  fiind''  and  "special  fund,"  and  that  in  deducting  these  funds 
1  the  nominal  aggregate  of  the  public  debt  the  two  are  treated  in 
same  way;  and  on  June  30,  1870,  he  had  in  his  custody,  purchased 
inking  and  special  fund,  bonds  amounting  to  $123,429,100.  He 
0  gives  the  loans  to  which  the  bonds  belong,  and  of  what  kind, 
^ther  coupon  or  registered.  The  Secretary,  in  tne  Finance  Keportof 
ro,  page  14,  states  that  on  July  1,  1870,  there  were  to  the  credit  of 
is  fmid  $121,429,100,  showing  a  difference  of  $2,000,000;  that  is  to 
jr,  the  Secretary  reports  $2,000,000  less  than  the  Treasurer  reports  he 
fi  in  his  custody.  The  above  statement  further  shows  that  when  the 
souut  of  this  fund  is  deducted  from  tlie  nominal  total  of  the  public 
ibt,  the  sum  of  $117,740,000  only  is  deducted,  or  in  round  numbers 
^000,000  less  than  the  Treasurer  reported,  and  $4,000,000  less  than  the 
5cretery  reiwrted  as  having  been  purchased  and  paid  for. 

DMPARISON    OF    RECEIPTS    AND    EXPENDITURES   AND    ACCOUNTS  BE- 
TWEEN THE  DEPARTMENTS. 

In  William  Woodville's  examination  this  api>ears  (see  testimony,  pp. 
(8-179) : 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  prepared  certain  statements  for  the  committee  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have 
ma  here  numbered. 

The  Chairman.  These  are  certain  statements  prepare<l  by  the  committee  that  we 
fopose  to  offer  in  evidence.  [To  tlie  witness :]  Have  yon  prepared  these  statements 
nurself  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  are  a  comparison  between  the  ngnres  as  I  found  them. 
Q.  Did  you  take  all  the  figures  there  from  official  reports  f — A.  Yes,  sir,  with  the 
Eeeptiou  of  the  Navy  Department.  I  went  to  the  Navy  Department  books  and  took 
srtain  amounts  which  are  specified  at  the  bottom  in  their  ledger. 

It  will  be  seen  by  tables  7  0  and  8  C  (see  testimony,  pp.  188-190)  that 
oth  as  to  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  government  between 
860  and  1870  there  are  many  changes  in  figures  in  official  Finance 
te^iorts  to  Congress.  Some  of  the  changes  involve.large  amounts,  and 
hey  are  the  result  of  the  Secretary's  new  mode  of  statement  by  Receipts 
nd  Expenditures,  which  appeared  in  form  for  the  first  time  in  1870; 
md  the  changes  in  the  Register's  table  result  from  the  letter  of  Novem- 
)er  24,  1871,  from  the  Secretary  directing  the  Register  to  make  the 
ihaDges. 

Ajnong  the  tables  verified  by  Mr.  Woodville  is  the  following  (see  tes- 
timony, p.  195) : 
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No.  13  C. 

[Prepared  by  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Account  a.] 

Exhibit  showing  the  expenditures  far  PENSIONS,  from  atatemenlB  furnished  the  committee 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interiory  and  from  official  state- 
ment to  the  Senate  from  the  Treasury^  for  the  fiscal  years  1860  to  1876,  inclusive. 


Tear. 


1860. 

1661. 

1862. 

1863. 

1864. 

1865. 

1866. 

1867. 

1868. 

1869. 

1870. 

1871. 

1872. 

1873. 

1874 

1875. 

1876. 


Total 


Difference 


Statement  fur- 
nished com- 
mittee by  the 
Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 


$1, 
1, 

1. 

4, 
16, 
15, 
20, 
23, 
28, 
28, 
34, 
28, 
29, 
29. 
29, 
28, 


102,  926  15 
036,064  06 
853. 095  40 
078,991  59 
983. 924  41 
338,811  13 
605, 352  35 
936,  551  71 
782. 386  78 
476,621  78 
340,202  17 
443,  894  88 
533, 402  76 
359, 426  86 
038,  414  66 
456, 216  22 
257, 395  69 


321,  623,  678  60 
310, 239, 274  86 


Statement  fur- 
nished com- 
mittee by  the 
Secretary  of 
the  Xnterior. 


Statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  as  compared 
with  statement  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior. 


Increase. 


$1,  H'3, 

1,071, 

790, 

1,029, 

4,506, 

8,526, 

13,  459, 

18,  477, 

24,  010, 

28,  422, 

27,780, 

33,  077, 

30,169. 

29, 185, 

30,  593, 

29,683, 

28,  351, 


562  03 
461  55 
384  76 
143^8 
903  81 
153  11 
996  43 
512  08 
981  99 
884  08 
811  81 
383  63 
341  00 
£89  62 
749  56 
116  63 
599  69 


$62,  710  64 
49,  848  51 

477,  020  60 
7.  813  658  02 
2, 145, 355  92 
2. 459, 039  63 


53,737  70 

559, 390  36 

1,  366,  511  25 


Decrease. 


Official  state* 
ment  to  the 
Senate  from 
Treasury  No- 
vemboi"  12, 
1877. 


Year. 


$635  88 
35,397  49 


228,  595  21 


174, 137  24 


310,  239, 274  86 


15. 161, 409  87 
3,  777,  006  13 


11,384,403  74  \     11,384,403  74 


1, 635, 938  24 


1,  555, 334  90 

226, 900  41 

94,204  00 


$1,100, 

1,032. 

852, 

1,  078, 

4.985. 

16,  338, 

15, 605, 

20.  939, 

23,256, 

28.668, 

27.923, 

34.024. 

28.  042, 
29,165. 
29. 112, 

29,  552, 
28,  302, 


802  32 
768  22 
170  47 
513  3G 
273  89 
155  15 
549  88 
789  69 
509  36 
247  27 
512  11 
990  91 
509  16 
170  69 
184  12 
136  12 
368  91 


3,  777,  006  13  ,  319, 980.  651  63 
321.623,678  60 


1,  043,  026  97 


1860 
1861 
1862 
1863 
1864 
1865 
1866 
1887 
1868 
1869 
1870 
1871 
1872 
1873 
1874 
1875 
1876 


Difference,  or  increase,  in  statement  of  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  as  compared  with 
statement  of  Secretary  of  the  Interior  .   . . 


11,  384,  403  74 


The  above  table  shows  that  the  Secretary  of  the  luterior  funiisiied 
the  committee  with  an  oflBcial  statement  of  the  amounts  of  money  paid 
on  account  of  pensions  from  1860  to  1876,  inclusive,  which  amounted  to 
$310,239,274.86;  while  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  furnished  the  com- 
mittee with  a  statement  of  the  amounts  charged  to  pensions  tor  the 
same  period,  amounting  to  $321,623,678.60.    Difference,  $11,384,403.74. 

So  the  pension  account  is  charged  in  the  Treasury  Department  with  a 
sum  between  $11,000,000  and  $12,000,000  more  than  the  Secretaiy  of  the 
Interior  reports  to  have  been  expended. 

It  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  tables  on  pages  192,  193,  and  19^ 
that  the  State,  War,  and  Navy  Departments  all  disagree  with  the  TreJ^s- 
ury  Department  as  to  the  amounts  of  money  received  by  each  for  di^' 
biirsement,  but  the  committee  did  not  investigate  into  the  causes  ^^ 
such  discrepancies. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  books  and  a<;counts  betwe^^ 
the  different  departments  ought  to  be  so  kept  that  all  would  agree,  ait^  i 
there  should  be  no  differences  as  to  the  amounts  of  money  charged  au^  ^ 
received. 

From  pages  196  to  199,  inclusive,  of  the  testimony  will  be  found  a  eop;^ 
of  what  is  known  as  an  indefinite  appropriation  warrant.  No.  919,  date^; 
June  30,  1869.  This  warrant  takes  from  the  Treasury  $397,945,900.96^ 
and  it  is  countersigned  August  7,  1869,  more  than  a  month  after  th^ 
fiscal  year  had  closed — interval  enough  to  secure  accuracy  and  \)eTfect^ 
ness  in  every  item.  And  yet  seven  of  the  various  amounts,  including^ 
the  footing,  are  scratched  and  apparently  altered;  the  amounts  scratched--' 
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tnging  from  $25,000,000  to  $65,000,000,  and  making  a  total 
10,000,000.  The  committee  feel  that  the  frequency  and  mag- 
lese  erasures,  coupled  with  the  loss  of  so  many  of  the  orig- 
s,  deserve  more  than  a  mere  cursory  notice  of  the  facts  ^ 
nable  to  state  accurately  the  causes,  they  have  felt  it  to  be 
»  call  the  special  attention  of  the  Senate  to  them, 
cter  of  the  warrant  is  illustrated  by  the  portion  relating  to 
dr,"  which  is  here  given : 

STOCK  LEDGER. 

paid  ou  accouQt  of  reimbnrsement  of  Treasury  notes 

acts  of  Congress  prior  to  the  act  of  Jnly  22,  1846 $150  00 

aid  on  account  of  redemption  of  Treasury  notes  issued 

•July  17, 1861,  and  August  5, 1861 20,472  75 

iid  on  account  of  redemption  of  United  States  Treasury 

under  act  of  February  26, 1862 *  57,945,850  00 

aid  on  account  of  redemption  of  certificates  of  indebt- 

ctsof  Marchl  and  March  17, 1862 124,000  00 

aid  on  account  of  postage  and  other  stamps,  per  act  of 

,&c 203,019  77 

aid  on  account  of  payment  of  Treasury  notes,  per  9th 

)f  December  23, 1857 100  00 

ftid  on  account  of  redemption  of  gold  certificates,  per 

kct  of  March  3, 1863 '65,255,620  00 

paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  3-year  7.3  coupon 

es,  per  act  of  June  30, 1864,  and  March  3, 1865 *  36,391,300  00 

paia  on  account  of  redemption  of  2-year  5  per  cent. 

»s,  per  act  of  March  3, 1H63 215,000  00 

aid  on  account  of  premium  on  purchase  of  7.3  Treasury 
under  acts  of  June  30, 1864,  and  March  3, 1865,  per  1st 

)f  July  1,1862 300,000  00 

aid  on  account  of  expenses  incident  to  a  national  loan, 
m,  act  of  March  3, 1864,  et  aeq.j  in  addition  to  $119,176.64 

201,314  11 

aid  on  account  of  redemption  of  3-vear  6  per  cent,  com- 

st  notes,  per  act  of  March  3, 1863,  &c *  25, 361, 480  00 

aid  on  account  of  redemption  of  3  per  cent,  certificates 

jr  act  of  March  2, 1867 *  32,480,000  00 

>aid  on  account  of  redemption  of  Unit<?d  States  Texan 

ock,  as  authorized  by  au  act  of  September  9,  1850 4, 000  00 

paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  7.3  3-year  coupon 

under  act  of  July  17,1861 11,500  00 

aid  on  account  of  redemption  of  fractional  currency, 

March  3, 1863 *  26, 165, 122  99 

aid  on  account  of  payments  of  interest  on  the  public 

tion  to  the  sum  of  $8,841,674.70  repaid 130, 694,  242  80 

aid  on  account  of  reimbursement  of  temporary  loan, 

brnary25,1862,&c 604,171  00 

aid  on  account  of  redemption  of  stock  of  loan  of  1847 . .  764, 750  00 

lid  on  account  of  redemption  of  stock  of  loan  of  1848. .        7, 666, 8  -l  80 
paid  on  account  of  the  5th  annual  installment  of  the 

Q  of  the  Scheldt  dues,  per  act  of  March  2,  1865 55, 584  00 

paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  1-year  5  per  cent. 

es,  per  act  of  March  3,  1863 9,290  00 

tits  marked  with  an  ♦  are  scratched  and  apparently  altered. 
i  part  of  one  of  the  many  similar  warrants. 
.  Sullivan,  accountant  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
ring  his  examination,  testified  (see  testimony,  pp.  229,  230, 

Chairman  : 

•  »  •  •  #  « 

d  that  about  five  per  cent,  of  the  paper  received  for  printing  was  re- 
rfect,  and  was  delivered  to  the  currency  branch  of  the  Loan  Division  T — 
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Q.  Imperfect  sheets  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  are  they  delivered  there  for  that  purpose  ? — A.  That  is  the  office  designated 
hy  the  Secretary  to  receive  from  us  the  imperfect  impressions  and  to  balance  our  ac- 
counts. 

Q.  Is  that  the  office  from  which  you  receive  your  paper? — A.  Practically  it  is, 
although  it  is  located  in  a  different  part  of  the  building  and,  in  a  measure,  outside  the 
division. 

Q.  How  near  ready  for  circulation  is  the  note  when  you  deliver  it  to  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  t — A.  It  lacks  only  the  signature  of  the  bank  officers. 

Q.  How  is  it  with  legal-tenders  T  Do  the  legal-tenders  go  through  the  same  process 
you  have  described  as  to  bank-notes  ;  and  do  the  bonds  also  1 — A.  Substantially  the 
same ;  there  are  differences  of  detail,  and  perfect  legal-tenders  are  delivered  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States. 

Q.  I  understand  that  the  legal-tender  note,  the  greenback,  as  it  is  commonly  called, 
is  perfect  and  ready  for  circulation  when  you  deliver  it  to  the  Treasurer  and  take  a 
receipt  for  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  just  as  you  handle  the  legal-tender  notes  when  they  are  in 
circulation. 

Q.  Who  make«  the  demand  on  your  office  for  the  amount  that  is  wanted  of  legal- 
tender  notes  ? — A.  The  Treasurer  of  the  United  States. 

Q.  The  Treasurer  orders,  and  you  fill  his  order  and  take  his  receipt  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Register's  name  is  on  them,  is  it  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is. 

Q.  Do  the  notes  go  through  the  Register's  Office  before  being  delivered  to  the  Treas- 
urer t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  They  are  delivered  directly  from  your  office  to  the  Treasurer  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
«  «  *  »  »  «  « 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  bonds  printed  by  your  bureau,  are  they  numbered  by  you  or  by 
the  parties  to  whom  you  deliver  them  f — A.  They  are  numbered  by  the  Bureau  of 
Engraving  and  Printing. 

Q.  Are  they  numbered  consecutively  in  each  class  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  Each  class  and 
denomination  commences  at  one  and  runs  in  continuous  series  upward. 

Q    Then  a  $50  bond  and  a  $100  bond  might  be  of  the  same  number? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  so  on  of  any  other  denominations  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  $5,000  bond  might  be  of  the  same  number  as  a  $500  bond  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  receive  the  paper  for  a  bond  from  the  Loan 
Division,  and  you  deliver  the  perfect  bonds  and  the  imperfect  bonds  back  to  the  same 
division  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

•  »«««•# 

By  the  Cuairman: 

Q.  I  omitted  to  ask  you  about  revenue  stamps,  whether  you  printed  those  and  deliv- 
ered them  i)erfect  in  the  same  way,  taking  the  receipt  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Bu- 
reau ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  the  same  way.  We  deliver  the  perfect  stamps  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue,  and  take  his  receipt  for  them,  and  the  imperfect  to  the  cur- 
rency branch  of  the  Loan  Division. 

The  above  testimony  shows  that  about  five  per  cent,  of  the  paper  used 
in  printing  notes,  bonds,  &c.,  is  returned  to  the  Loan  Division  as  "im- 
perfect," having  oeen  spoiled  in  the  processes  through  which  it  passes^ 
that  the  paper  is  received  from  and  returned  to  the  Loan  Division ;  that 
national-bank  notes  are  delivered  by  the  Printing  Bureau  to  the  Comp^ 
troUer  of  the  Currency  for  circulation,  lacking  only  the  signatures  of  th^^ 
president  and  cashier  of  the  proper  bank ;  that  legal-tender  notes 
delivered  to  the  Treasurer  by  the  Printing  Bureau  for  circulation,  whei 
so  delivered  with  the  Register's  name  engraved  thereon,  but  they  dc^ 
not  pass  through  his  office  until  redeemed ;  that  bonds  are  delivered  tc^ 
the  Loan  Division  of  the  Secretary's  office  nearly  ready  for  use,  and  that 
revenue-stamps  are  delivered  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue 
by  the  Printing  Bureau  ready  for  use. 

James  H.  Saville,  now  a  lawyer  of  Washington,  D.  C,  who  was  chiel^ 
clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department  under  Mr.  Boutwell,  on  pages  200  and^ 
201  of  the  testimony  testified  among  other  things  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

»  «  #  #  #  •  » 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  what  is  commonly  known  as  the  difference  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  accounts  of  the  Treasury  Department  that  occurred  in  1870?— A.  I  am. 
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rho  prepared  the  tables  at  the  time  when  the  difference  that  has  been  ad- 
it appeared. — A.  Wlien  I  was  appointed  chief  of  the  consolidated  Warrant 
stituted  an  examination  of  the  accounts  of  the  government  with  a  view 
ion  of  a  financial  history  of  the  government. 

ng  were  you  engaged  in  that  examination  T — A.  J  think  about  two  years, 
red  at  any  conclusion  sufficiently  definite  to  justify  me  in  making  public 
it  in  the  premises. 

rou  had  completed  your  examination  what  was  done  in  connection  with 
by  way  of  public  statement  1 — A.  When  I  had  completed  the  examiua- 
t  result  of  it  was  the  publication  of  a  revised  statement  of  the  public 
as  the  new  scries,  and  I  think  beginning  on  the  Ist  of  January,  1871. 
t  statement  under  the  revised  accounts  was  made  on  the  1st  of  January,, 

»  «  «  «  «  # 

result  of  the  examination,  I  prepared  a  table  to  accompany  the  Finance 
n,  I  think,  in  which  I  made  a  comparison  of  the  accounts  of  Issues  and 
and  the  accounts  of  Receipts  and  Expenditures.  That  disclosed  a  differ- 
mount  of  the  debt  of  something  like  |ll6,000,000.  It  is  a  long  time  since 
:he  table,  and  I  would  not  like  to  state  positively  the  amount  without 
hat  table,  but  it  was  something  like  |1 16,000,000. 


ille  stated  that  he  was  familiar  with  the  changes  made  in 
he  examined  the  books,  and  when  that  was  done  he  made  and 
in  Januarys,  187 1,  a  revised  statement  of  the  Public  Debt.  The 
have  heretofore  shown  that  this  re\ised  statement  made  many 
the  total  amounts  of  the  Public  Debt  for  various  years  which 
reased  it  when  compared  with  former  published  statements 
le  Secretary  and  by  the  Register. 

lie  also  stated  that  the  difference  in  the  amount  of  the  Public 
3en  the  former  mode  of  stating  it  and  the  new  mode  was  in 
bers,  $116,000,000. 

201  of  the  testimony  Mr.  Saville  gives  this  explanation  of  the 
he  change. 

Ingalls  : 

•  «  #  #  »  * 

ate  the  reasons  that  induced  the  changed  statement  of  the  Public  Debt 
The  primary  reason  was  that  we  desired  to  be  accurate.  We  wanted  to 
t  before  the  world  a  statement  that  we  coald  swear  to,  if  necessary. 
,t  particulars  was  the  statement  made  previous  to  1871  inaccurate  f — A. 
ts  made  previous  to  1871  were  based,  as  I  have  stated  heretofore,  upon 
if  Issues  and  Redemptions  of  notes  and  bonds.  In  the  course  of  the  gov- 
sactions,  I  discovered  that  owing  to  the  views  of  some  of  the  officers  as 
aw  compelled  them  to  do,  they  had  never  kept  an  account  of  discount 
je,  for  instance;  they  never  had  kept  an  account  on  the  debit  or 
)f  their  ledgers  showing  an  expenditure  corresponding  to  the  issues  of 
as,  for  example — I  have  forgotten  now  the  exact  date,  but  early  in  the 
s  country — an  act  was  passed  by  Congress  providing  for  the  funding  of 
nary  debt^  which  was  estimated  to  be  about  ^6,000,000,  and  bonds  were 
amount  of  about  $76,000,000  on  account  of  the  Revolutionary  debt. 

ess  here  testifies  that  the  primary  reason  for  changing  the^ 
f  the  Public  Debt  in  1871  was  that  they  wanted  it  to  be  accu- 
>  be  able  to  put  before  the  world  a  statement  that  could  be 
necessary. 

recollected  that  in  the  letter  to  Eegister  Allison  directing 
J,  which  was  written  by  Mr.  Saville,  he  said  one  of  the  prin- 
18  was  that  the  different  statements  of  the  amount  of  the  debt 
;  officers  were  unfavorably  commented  upon  abroad, 
ked  in  what  was  the  debt  statement  prior  to  1871  incorrect,^ 
referred  principally  to  the  $76,000,000  of  Revolutionary  debt, 
hanges  and  increase  in  the  statements  of  the  debt  were  for 
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the  years  between  1861  and  1870.    The  Eevolutionary  Debt  had  been 
paid  oflf,  perhaps  fifty  years  before. 
Mr.  Saville  says  (see  testimony,  p.  208) : 

By  the  Chaiuman  : 

*  »        ,  »  #  •  «  • 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand,  or  not,  that  you  examined  each  book,  each  entr>'  on  account 
of  the  Public  Debt  from  the  organization  of  the  government  down  to  1870  f — A.  O,  no, 
sir;  I  did  not  examine  each  entry.  I  examined  each  book  and  each  account,  but  not 
in  detail,  so  as  to  go  to  each  entry.  It  woukl  have  taken  years  to  have  examined  each 
entry.     I  had  expected,  I  may  say,  to  do  that  before  I  got  through. 

Q.  The  question  is  what  you  aid  do  before  these  changes,  if  any,  took  place? — A. 
Permit  me  to  say  that  I  did  not  make  any  change. 

Q.  I  said  'Hhese  changes,  if  any."  Did  you  take  the  footings,  or  did  you  make  ad- 
ditions to  see  whether  tney  were  correct  or  not! — A.  I  took  the  footings  as  they  ap- 
peared on  the  books  of  original  entry,  and  the  reports  of  Issues  and  Redemptions,  and 
the  footings  of  the  ledgers  of  the  Public-Debt  accounts.  I  did  not  make  additions 
myself;  I  did  not  go  over  the  additions  to  see  that  they  were  correct. 

Q.  Did  you  take  the  footing  of  each  page  or  the  footing  of  a  month  or  a  quarter  f — 
A.  The  footings  of  the  year  from  year  to  year,  and  freouently  on  loans  that  were  nearly 

all  redeemed  the  footings  would  not  vary  for  four  or  nve  years  at  a  time. 

»«#«##  ft 

This  shows  that  the  footings  of  a  year  were  taken,  and  that  the  books 
were  not  carefully  examined  in  1870  before  the  many  changes  were  made. 
Mr.  Saville  further  testifies  (see  testunony,  p.  209) : 

Q.  If  you  commenced  your  work  in  1869  and  finished  it  in  1871,  how  do  you  account 
for  that  table  in  the  report  of  la70,  which  was  sent  to  Congress  in  1870? — ^A.  1  cannot 
recaU  the  facts  in  detail,  but  I  presume  that  that  table  in  the  report  of  1870  was  the 
result  of  my  investigations  up  to  that  tim6,  and  the  subsequent  investigations  simply 
confirmed  my  previous  examination  and  carried  the  details  further. 

This  shows  that  the  result  of  the  examination  made  by  Mr.  Saville 
was  published  in  the  Finance  Eeport  of  1870 ;  other  testimony  shows 
that  the  examination  commenced  in  1869,  after  Mr.  Boutwell  became 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  that  Mr.  Saville  did  most  of  the  work  at 
night  as  he  could  find  time.  It  has  also  been  shown  by  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  Saville  and  others  that  it  would  take  two  years  with  five  compe- 
tent clerks  to  make  a  carefiil  examination.  This  would  justify  the  belief 
that  the  order  to  make  the  changes  was  issued  without  careful  examina- 
tion of  the  books  and  accounts. 

By  reference  to  pages  212  and  213  will  be  found  the  following  testi- 
mony of  Mr.  Saville : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Now  tell  me  what  the  amount  of  Public  Debt  was,  as  stated  previous  to  1870,  for 
the  year  1862? — ^A.  In  the  Finance  Report  of  1869,  page  317,  the  Register  of  the  Treas- 
ury states  the  Public  Debt  on  the  1st  July,  1862,  at  $514,211,371.92,  and  in  the  Finance 
Report  of  1871,  page  13,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  states  the  Public  Debt  for  1862 
at  $524,176,412.13.  By  the  Secretary's  table  of  1871  the  debt  would  appear  to  have 
been  greater  in  the  year  1862  than  by  the  Register's  table  of  1869  by  19,965,040.29 

Q.  Then  in  that  year  there  appears  to  be  a  difference? — ^A.  There  is  a  difference  be- 
tween these  tables  of  $9,965,040.21. 

Q.  Now  take  the  two  following  years,  and  tell  us  whether  there  is  not  a  difference  and 
an  increase  ? — ^A.  In  the  two  following  years  there  is  also  a  difference  between  the  two 
tables.  For  the  year  1863  the  difference  is  an  increase  in  the  Secretary's  statement  of 
$20,978,957.26,  and  for  the  year  1864,  there  is  an  increase  in  the  Secretary's  table  of 
$75,093,881.08. 

Q.  Tlien,  as  reported  by  the  Register  for  the  years  we  have  named — 1862,  1863,  and 
1864 — and  as  reported  by  the  Secretary  in  the  report  of  1871,  and  continued  since, 
there  is  a  difference  in  round  numbera  of  $10,000,000,  $20,000,000,  and  $75,000,000  in 
these  three  years,  and  there  is  an  increase  in  the  Secretary's  report  i — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  do  the  figures  in  the  two  reports  agree?— A.  They  do  not  agree  in  the  two 
reports. 
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appears  fix)in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Saville  that  the  system  was 

n  1870,*  and  he  gives  the  figures  which  show  that  in  1862  the 

of  the  public  debt  was  apparently  increase^l  nearly  $10,000,000 ; 

50,000,000,  and  in  1864  $75,000,000. 

king  of  keeping  the  account  of  the  Public  Debt  by  Issues  and 

ans,  or  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  Mr.  Saville  says  (see  tes- 

.214): 

sc  it  had  not  niado  an  appropriation;  suppose,  as  in  the  Eads  jetty  matter 
Revolutionary  Debt,  there  was  an  act  directing  so  many  bonds  to  be  issued 
tain  debt,  how  would  you  manage  if  there  was  no  appropriation  made  ? — 
B  in  the  statement  of  the  Public  Debt  an  exact  case  like  that,  the  Oregon 
There  was  no  appropriation  made,  but  bonds  were  issued  directly  to  the 
I  payment  of  money,  but  no  money  ever  came  into  the  Treasury, 
lid  you  manage  that  f — ^A.  The  entry  could  not  be  correctly  and  legally 
ut  a  change  in  the  law  so  as  to  authorize  the  accounts  to  be  kept  in  the 
8Uggest<Mi ;  but  I  did  not  prepare  a  bill  with  that  end  in  view. 

>  such  law  has  ever  been  passed  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

3t  the  entries  were  all  made  ? — ^A.  Yon  mean  the  entries  are  aU  made  in  the 

■A.  Certainly. 

hey  were  made  without  law,  but  believed  to  be  correct  f — A.  The  entries 

e  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures. 

rse  not  1 — ^A.  They  are  made  by  issues. 

s  Just  my  point,  that  you  cannot  make  them  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures 

>  it  by  issues  ? — A.  The  only  account  since  the  Ist  of  July,  1871,  that  I  re- 
h  that  condition  of  things  occurs  is  in  that  northeast  boundary  case  I  have 
of.  I  know  of  no  other  except  the  Ea<ls  jetty  issue,  and  I  have  no  idea  of 
id  about  that. 

r.  Saville  shows  that  in  order  to  state  the  Public  Debt  by  lie- 
l  Expendituies  it  would  be  necessary  to  make  entries  for  which 
i  warrant  of  law.  No  good  and  substantial  reason  has  yet  been 
changing  the  namilton  system  of  keeping  and  stating  the  Pub- 
y  "  Issues  and  Redemptions."  On  this  point  Mr.  Sherman,  the 
jcretary,  said  in  the  Senate  in  1876: 

ten  heard  it  complained  that  the  system  of  keeping  accounts  fn  some 
the  service  ought  to  bo  changed,  but  it  is  a  very  diihcult  and  a  very  danger- 
and  I  invite  the  careful  scrutiny  of  any  man  who  undertakes  to  improve 
:  of  Alexander  Hamilton  and  Albert  Gallatin  and  all  the  great  men  who 
;he  office  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  to  devise  a  better  svstem  of  ac- 
»n  they  with  their  maturemiuiis  and  long  experience  established,  and  which 
larged  with  the  gradual  growth  of  our  government.  Their  svstem  has 
krae-work  of  our  hnances  for  more  than  eighty  years.  The  gradual  addi- 
mode  of  accounting  that  have  been  made  by  law  have  probably  made  as 
stem  as  can  be  devised.  But  ho  must  be  a  bold  man  and  a  wise  man  who 
iko,  without  study  and  experience,  to  stop  in  and  devise  a  better  system 
If  we  had  such  a  man,  if  there  is  such  a  one  who  is  willing  to  undertake 
jhall  be  very  ^lad  to  co-operate  with  him.  I  doubt  very  much  the  pro- 
y  tinkering  with  so  compbcated  a  machine  as  the  Treasury  Department. 

B  216  of  the  testimony  will  be  found  the  following  statement 
ville  concerning  the  dropping  from  the  statement  of  the  Pub- 
f  the  Pacific  Eailroad  bonds : 

e  Chairman: 

«•  «  4»  *  «  *  » 

yon  any  recollection,  in  making  up  your  debt  statement,  of  what  is  known 
ic  Railroad  bonds,  a  debt  of  about  ^58,000,000  in  round  numbers  f — A.  Yes, 

1  recollect  whether  or  not  these  bonds  had  been  in  the  Public-Debt  state- 
reated  as  a  part,  of  the  Public  Debt  up  to  1869? — A.  I  think  these  bonds 
i  as  part  of  the  Public  Debt  prior  to  the  time  of  Mr.  Boutwell  taking 
le  department, 
was  that  item  dropped  from  the  Public  Debt  of  the  United  States  aud 


XLVIII  INVESTIGATION    OF    THE   ACCOUNTS   OF 

treated  as  a  separate  Pacific  Railroad  debt? — A.  I  think  it  wasiu  March  or  April,  1869. 
When  Mr.  Boutwell  took  charge  of  the  department  one  of  the  first  acts  of  his  admin- 
istration was  to  take  it  out  of  the  body  of  the  debt,  if  my  memory  serves  me,  and  put 
it  by  itself  as  a  Pacific  Railroad  debt.' 

Q.  Ought  that,  or  not,  to  have  reduced  the  total  amount  of  the  public  debt  the  exact 
amount  of  whatwas  known  as  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  ?— ^A.  It  should  have  reduced 
the  ))rincipal  of  the  debt  by  the  amount  taken  out,  of  course. 

Q.  That  amount  was  about  fiftv-eight  million  dollars? — A.  $58,638,320  on  the  1st  of 
July,  l!iG9,  but  on  the  30th  of  June,  1868,  the  amouut  was  only  |29,089,000. 

Mr.  Saville  here  says  that  the  Pacific?  Railroad  debt,  amountiug  then 
to  over  $58,000,000,  was  dropped  or  taken  from  the  statement  of  the 
government  debt  in  1869,  when  i)reviously  it  had  been  included  in  the 
debt  statement  as  part  of  the  public  debt  of  the  United  States.  He  also 
says  that  this  withdrawal  of  the  Pacific  Eailroad  debt  ought  to  have  re- 
duced the  total  of  the  public  debt  statement  $58,638,320. 

Mr.  Saville  also  says  (see  testimony,  p.  217) : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  letter  written  by  you  as  chief  clerk,  for  the  Secretary,  in  1871, 
to  Mr.  Allisout  Rejrister,  in  regard  to  some  change  that  you  wished  in  the  manner  of 
reporting  the  public  debt? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think,  perhajis,  it  covers  more  than  that. 
I  have  not  seen  the  letter  for  many  years,  but  I  think  it  probably  covers  all  classes  of 
accounts. 

Q.  (Exhiliiting  letter  of  November  24,  1871,  of  Mr.  Saville  to  the  Reffist4>r  of  the 
Treasurj^,  publisned  on  page  5  of  this  te>stiinony.)  Did  you  consult  Mr.  Boutwell  be- 
fore you  wrote  that  letter  ?— A.  I  think  I  did. 

This  only  confirms  what  several  witnesses  say,  that  the  letter  to  Eeg- 
ister  Allison  to  make  changes  in  the  official  Finance  Keport  of  1871  was 
with  the  full  knowledge  of  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  that 
it  was  meant  to  be  and  was  treated  as  an  official  order  by  that  officer. 

Mr.  Saville  further  testifies  (see  testimony,  p.  218) : 

Q.  The  fiscal  year  ends  in  June? — A.  On  the  30th  of  June  of  the  same  year,  five 
months  prior. 

Q.  Was  not  that  time  enough  to  collect  and  include  any  warrant  that  might  have 
been  out  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  sixty  days  is  lime  enough  to  have  all  the  moneys  deposited 
covered  in. 

Q.  There  is  for  that  one  year  an  actual  difference  between  the  1869  report  and  the 
1871  report,  as  changed  by  yourself,  of  nine  million  dollars  in  round  numbers? — A. 
There  is  an  actual  dittereuce  of  nine  millions  and  more. 

Q.  And  the  statement  made  in  1871  by  yourself  increases  the  amouut  of  the  public 

debt  for  1862  nine  millions? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

»  »  #•»  #  #  #  * 

This  is  but  a  repetition  of  what  has  heretofore  been  testified  to,  that 
as  the  fiscal  year  ends  on  the  30th  of  June,  months  elapse  before  all  the 
accounts  are'in  fact  closed,  and  rei)orts  of  their  condition  made  to  Con- 
gress ;  that  sixty  days  is  time  enough  to  have  all  moneys  deposited  cov- 
ered into  the  Treasury,  and  that  the  statement  made  in  1871  did  appar- 
ently increase  the  debt  for  1862  $9,000,000. 

In  reference  to  erasures,  &c.,  Mr.  Saville  testifies  (see  testimony,  pp» 
220  and  221) : 

Q.  Are  j'ou  speaking  now  of  the  day-books  and  journals,  or  of  the  ledgers? — A.  The 
day-books,  journals,  and  ledgers,  but  mainly  the  i*egisters,  or  day-books,  as  they  might 
properly  be  called. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  bo  good  bookkeeping  to  carry  erasures  into  the  ledger? 
Of  course  a  ledger  is  made  up  from  the  day-books  and  journals,  and  do  you  think  it 
would  be  good  Dookkeeping  to  make  **  lots"  of  erasures  and  alterations,  as  you  ex- 
pressed it,  in  the  lodgers  ? — A.  I  should  not  call  it  good  bookkeeping.  I  would  not 
employ  a  bookkeeper  who  did  much  of  it. 

#  *  #         '  #  »  »  • 

Q.  Is  there  authority,  to  your  knowledge,  anywhere  that  will  permit  any  person  to 
alter  a  warrant  after  it  has  been  signed  by  the  Secretary? — ^A.  No ;  I  tbmk  there  i» 


Sq. 
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written  authority  to  that  effect,  no  authority  of  hiw.     Custom  is  the  only  author- 


J.  Do  you  say  it  is  customary  to  alter  warrants  f — A.  No ;  I  say  custom  would  be 
In  only  authority. 

^.  Have  vou  ever  altered  a  warrant  ? — A.  I  presume  I  have ;  but  I  do  not  know.    If , 
^•Tfrdid  alter  a  warrant,  it  was  with  the  authority  of  the  officer  who  signed  it.     I 
■^er  altered  a  warrant  without  the  authority  of  the  Secretarj-  of  the  Treasury  to 
bit. 

9.  If  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  there  to  give  you  authority,  could  you  not 
fcikea  new  warrant! — ^A.  A  new  warrant  could  have  been  made  to  take  the  place  of 
Ik  old  one. 

Q.  Would  not  that  have  been  the  proper  way  ? — A.  I  think  it  would  have  been 
^h  the  best  way. 

4.  Would  you,  as  chief  of  the  Warrant  Division,  have  sent  an  appropriation  war- 
ji^,  for  example,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  erasures  on  it  f — A.  An  appro- 
tttion  warrant  would  not  necessarily  be  altered,  and  probably  never  was  altered. 
Would  hardly  ever  be  necessary  to  alter  appropriation  warrants,  because  they  are 
led  on  the  acta  of  Congress  appropriating  money. 

h  Suppose  it  is  a  permanent  or  indefinite  warrant  f — A.  That  would  not  be  altered 
my  material  matter;  if  it  was  altered  in  figures  or  language,  or  anything  of  that 
d,  the  Comptroller  would  refuse  to  sign  it,  and  the  Register  would  refuse  to  record 
f  there  was  an  alteration  or  an  erasure  on  it  that  was  not  self  evidently  proper. 

Mr.  Saville  says  he  would  not  call  it  good  bookkeeping  to  make 
iBures  in  the  ledgers,  and  would  not  employ  a  bookkeeper  who  did 
Lch  of  it;  and  yet  thousands  of  erasures  and  alterations  on  the 
igers  of  the  Treasury  Department  api^ear  between  1860  and  1870. 
is  witness  says  he  "  never  altered  a  warrant  without  authority  of  the 
oretary  of  the  Treasury  to  do  it/'  and  that  much  the  better  way  would 
ve  been  to  prepare  a  new  warrant,  and  that  appropriation  warrants 
[>ecially  ought  not  to  be  altered.  And  yet  it  is  shown  that  the  large 
rmanent  appropriation  warrant  for  1869  has  several  apparent  alter- 
ions  upon  it,  and  it  may  be  that  those  that  cannot  be  found  are  in  ^ 
:e  condition. 

On  page  225  of  the  testimony  Mr.  Saville,  when  asked  if  the  books 
the  various  other  departments  ought  not  to  agree  with  those  of  the 
leasury  as  to  the  amounts  of  money  received  and  expended  by  those 
apartments,  replied:  "They  ought  to  agree  every  time.''  But  it  has 
«n  heretofore  shown  that  there  are  large  differences  between  some  of 
[6  other  departments  and  the  Treasury  when  their  books  are  compared. 
Attention  is  called  to  the  following  extracts  from  the  "  Report  of  the 
)int  Select  Committee  on  Retrencliment,"  made  to  the  Senate,  March 
1869,  by  Senator  Edmunds,  chairman. 

It  shows  that  a  large  amount  of  notes  and  bonds  at  that  time  were 
oaccounted  for;  that  the  methods  of  accountability  and  comparison 
etween  the  various  bureaus  in  the  TDreasury  Department  have  been, 
iDce  the  war,  quite  imperfect  and  deficient  and  grossly  careless;  that 
londs  were  duplicated,  and  that  the  signatures  of  the  Register  and 
heasurer  were  engraved  and  printed  from  the  same  plates  as  the  notes 
liemselves;  that  the  books  and  accounts  between  the  various  subdivis- 
ons  of  the  printing  establishment  have  been  until  recently  (to  say  noth- 
H  of  the  defects  still  existing)  so  irre^ilarly  kept,  and  contain,  many 
»f  them,  on  examination,  so  many  erasures  and  alterations  as  considera- 
My  to  diminish  confidence  in  the  accuracy  of  results  derived  from  such 
Bources.  That,  to  put>  the  best  face  on  it,  it  is  evident  that  the  course  of 
tUngs  there  has  not  been  such  as  to  merit  commendation  in  many  re- 
Bpecte ;  there  has  been  inexcusable  neglect  and  carelessness  in  the  meth- 
wU  and  operations  of  the  bureau  which  fiirnishecl  abundant  opportuni- 
sm* of  and  temptations  to  fraud  and  crime  by  the  persons  connected 
rtth  it 

8.  Rep.  539 iv 
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A  condensed  statement  of  bond  and  note  account  compiled  from  Senator  Edmundf't  report  of 

the  Joint  Select  Committee  on  Ketrenchment,  made  to  the  Senate  March  3,  1869. — (S.  Rep. 

No.  273,  4Uth  Cong.,  3d  Seas.) 

DEFICIT. 


Page  5 
PajLe  26 
Page  26 
Page  26 
Page  26 
Page  29 


Page  8 
Page  16 
Page  16 
Page  16 
Page  16 
Page  64 
Page  64 
Page  64 
Page  64 
Page  60 
Page  82 
Page  84 
Page  84 
Page  84 
Page  84 
Page  84 
Page  85 
Page  86 
Page  90 
Page  01 


1  bond,  $1, 000,  anaci'ounted  for 

26  bonds,       SOs,  not  Hatinfactorily  accounted  for 

7, 072  bonds,      lOOs,  not  satinfactorily  accounted  for 

1, 037  bonds,     500s,  not  Hatinfactorily  accounted  for 

368  bonds,  1, 000s,  not  satisfactorily  accoonted  for 

4  bonds,  1,  OOOe,  unaccounted  for 


$1,000  00 

1,300  0» 

707. 200  00 

518,500  00 

368,000  00 

4.000  00 


Total  deficit  in  bonds 1,600,000  00 


2  Treasury  notes,  1861,  $500b,  nnaccount«d  for 

283  7-30  coupon  Treasury  notes,     $50s,  unaccounte<l  for 

73  7-30  coupon  Treasury  notes,      100s,  unaccounted  for 

50  7-30  coupon  Treasury  notes,  1, 000s,  unaccounted  for 

70  7-30  coupon  Treasury  notes,  5, 000s,  unaccounted  for 

36  2-year  5  per  c«nt.  Treasury  notes,     $oOs,  unaccounted  for. . . 

3, 456  2-year  5  per  cent.  Treasury  not«s,      lOOs,  unaccount'ed  for. . . 

104  2-year  5  per  cent.  Treasury  not««,      500s,  unaccounted  for. .. 

4, 068  2-year  5  per  cent.  Treasury  notes,  1, 000s,  unaccounted  for. . . 

476  gold  certificates,  $5, 000s,  unaccounted  for 

840  legal-tender  notes,     lOs,  unaccounted  for 

Postage  currency,    5s,  unaccounted  for 

Postage  currency,  10s,  unaccounted  for 

Postage  cuiTency,  25s,  unaccounted  for 

Postage  currency,  50s,  unaccounted  for 

Fractional  currency,    5e,  unaccounted  for 

Fractional  currency.  25s,  unaC'Counted  for 

Fractional  currency,  new  issue,  508,  unaccounted  for 

900  certificate's  of  indebtedness,  $1, 000s,  unaccounted  for 

0, 800  certificates  of  indebtedness,    5, 000s,  partially  accounted  for. 


Total  deficit  in  notes  . 
Total  deficit  in  bonds. 


Totsl  deficit. 
Total  excess . 


1. 
14, 

7. 

50. 

305, 

1, 
345, 

S2, 

4.968, 

2,380. 

8, 


1, 

17, 

40, 

36, 

000. 

40,000, 


000  00 
150  00 
300  00 
000  00 
000  00 
800  00 
600  00 
000  00 
000  00 
000  00 
400  00 
654  00 
308  00 
900  00 
832  00 
528  00 
002  50 
007  50 
000  00 
000  00 


58.  220. 482  00 
1,  600, 000  00 


50,  820, 482  00 
440, 813  00 


Balance  of  deficit I  50,370,060  00 


EXCESS. 


Page  65 
Page  66 
Page  84 
Page  85 
Page  86 


32  2-year  5  per  cent.  Tn*asury  not«s,  $50s,  unaccounted  for 
3^56  2-year  5  per  cent.  Treasury  notes,  lOOs,  unaccountod  for 

Fractional  currency,  lOs,  unaccounted  for  . .! 

Fractional  currency,  508,  unat^counted  for , 

Fractional  currency,  new  issue,  258,  unaccounted  for 

Total  excess 


$1,600  00 

345,000  00 

57,305  00 

6,006  00 

30.383  00 


440, 813  00 


Extracts  taken  from  Senator  Edmunds^s  report  of  the  Joint  Select  Committee  on  Belrenchmemt 
made  to  the  Senate,  March  3,  1809.     {S.  report  Xo.  273,  40/A  Congress,  3d  session.) 

«  «  «  «  •  •  • 

Page  86.  In  regard  to  the  discrepancies  in  fractional  currency,  the  committee  n- 
mark: 

**  It  is  suggested  that  these  enormous  discrepancies  are  to  he  accounted  for  hy  a  con- 
fusion of  issues  and  denominations,  and  tliey  niiglit  have  occurred  in  that  way  with- 
out any  criminal  misconduct  on  the  part  of  any  V>ody.  Whether  they  did,  in  fact,  occur 
in  that  way,  the  committ^^e  are  unable  certainly  to  ascertain." 

•  *♦#*•• 

Page  91.  In  exidaining  the  difference  of  §49,000,000  in  the  certificates  of  depooit, 
the  committee  say : 

'^The  committee  believe  this  to  be  a  fact,  but  feel  bound  to  make  tlie  same  observa- 
tion as  before  touching  such  candessness  in  keeping  accounts.*' 

*  •  •  «  •  •  • 

Page  97.  The  committee  say : 

**  The  metho<l8  of  accountability  and  comparison  between  the  various  bureaus  in 
the  Treasury  Department,  as  well  as  their  own  operations,  have  been,  since  tl»  war 
began,  as  it  seems  to  us,  quite  imperfect  and  deticieut,  an<l  in  some  respects  gro«ly 

careless." 
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Page  99.  In  respect  to  the  duplications  of  the  third  series  of  the  5.208  of  1862,  the 
committee  observe : 

**  But  the  committee  are  entirely  satisfied  that  the  duplicates  in  question  were  du- 
plicated in  the  Treasury  and  not  out  of  it.  By  a  careful  comparison  with  the  genuine 
bonds  and  coupons  in  the  Treasury,  it  seems  to  the  committee  certain  that  these  dn- 
])licate8  were  printed,  both  faces  and  backs,  in  the  Treasury,  and  sealed  and  numbered 
in  the  Treasury." 

Page  100.  "As  to  the  7.30s  of  1864,  nothing  was  required  to  make  the  notes  them- 
selves perfect  for  if^sue  after  they  left  the  Printing  Bureau  and  the  sealing  department 
attached  thereto,  where  the  red  seal  was  imprinted  upon  them,  as  they  did  not  bear 
the  seal  of  the  Treasury  proper,  and  the  signatures  of  the  Register  and  Treasurer 
were  engraved  and  printea  from  the  same  plate  as  the  notes  themselves.  The  com- 
mittee hnd  that  a  considerable  number  and  amount  of  those  appear  to  have  been  du- 
plicat-ed  originally,  and  it  is  impossible,  as  is  said  in  respect  to  the  coupons,  to  know 
certainly  at  this  time  whether  these  duplications  are  mere  innocent  mistakes  or  are 

fraudulent." 

*  #  «  «  #  ^  • 

Pa^  lOl.  In  regard  to  the  issuing  of  notes  and  bonds  the  committee  remark : 
**aTi  these  circumstances  have  satislied  the  committee  that  the  methods  of  printing- 
numbering,  sealing,  and  issuing  of  the  securities  of  the  United  Statesought  to  be  adopted 
which  will  approach  the  nearest  to  being  absolutely  secure  agaiust  error  and  fraud,  even 
if  such  methods  should  be  much  more  expensive  than  others  having  lews  guarantees  of 
protection.  And  it  is  obvious  to  the  committee  that  the  highest  safety  is  to  be  at- 
tained by  so  conducting  the  work  that  no  one  or  even  two  departments  should  have 
it  in  their  power  to  finish  any  note,  bond,  or  coupon,  but  that  one  i»art  of  the  engrav- 
ing on  the  securities  should  be  printed  by  one  establishment,  and  a  succeeding  part 
by  another  depai  tment,  entirely  distinct  and  separate  from  the  first,  and  that  the 
final  process  of  sealing  and  signing  should  be  done  by  still  another  distinct  and  sepa- 
rate department  and  in  the  Treasury." 

Page  102.  In  respect  to  the  books  and  accounts  the  committee  remark  : 
**Tiie  books  and  accounts  between  the  various  subdivisions  of  the  printing  estab- 
lishment have  been,  until  recently  (to  say  nothing  of  defects  still  existing),  so  irregu- 
larly kept,  and  contain,  many  of  them,  on  examination  so  many  erasures  and  altera- 
tions, as  considerably  to  diminish  confidence  in  the  accuracy  of  results  derived  froqii 

such  sources." 

•  «  «  •  «  «  • 

Of  the  discrepancies  and  difficulties  in  the  operations  of  the  bureau  the  committee 
say: 

**  To  put  the  best  face  on  it,  it  is  evident  that  the  course  of  things  there  has  not 
been  such  as  to  merit  commendation  in  many  n^pects,  as  will  be  seen  from  the  evi- 
dence herewith  returned.  Many  things  have  been  done  which,  although  perhaps  in- 
nocent in  themselves,  could  but  have  a  demoralizing  tendency,  and  to  suggest  oppor- 
tunities and  methods  of  fraud  to  employes. 

**  The  committee  have  inspected  the  operations  of  the  bureau  as  thoroughly  as  pos- 
sible, and  have  examined  many  witnesses  in  relation  to  it,  whose  testimony  is  re- 
turned herewith  ;  and  they  have  also  informally  conferred  with  and  examined  many 
others.  The  result  is,  that  while  we  cannot  find  that  the  persons  in  chief  charge  have 
l>een  guilty  of  any  crime  or  intentional  wrong  towards  the  govenunent,  there  has 
been  inexcusable  neglect  and  oarelessnevss  in  the  methods  and  operations  of  the  bu- 
reau, which  furnished  abundant  opportunities  of  and  temptations  to  fraud  and  crime 
by  the  persons  connected  with  it.  How  it  will  tiirn  out  remains  to  be  determined 
whenl  oans  are  witMrawn.  But  as  to  fractional  currency  particularly,  if  any  fraud 
has  occurred  it  can  never  be  ascertained  from  redemptions  unless  the  frauds  have  been 
tjuoriuous  in  amount." 

We  have  reviewed  IVfr.  Saville's  testimony  by  itself^  owing  to  the  faet 
that  he  was  chief  clerk  in  the  Treasury  Department  in  1870  when  most 
of  the  apparent  changes  and  alterations  were  made;  and  is  the  only 
l)erson  not  now  in  the  employ  of  the  Treasury  Department  examined  by 
the  committee. 

The  committee  have  quoted  largely  from  the  testimony  of  Maior 
Power,  because  he  is  a  very  intelligent  man,  with  great  experience  in 
diflferent  divisions  of  the  Treasury  Department,  was  chief  of  Warrant 
l>ivi8ion  of  Treasury  Department,  and  was  selected  by  Secretary  Sher- 
man to  furnish  statements,  books,  and  general  information  to  the  com- 
mittee. 
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The  committee  have  confined  the  taking  of  testimony  to  officers  and 
employes  of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  have  used  in  this  report 
only  such  facts  as  are  proven  by  the  sworn  statements  of  Treasury  em- 
ployes, with  the  exception  of  Mr.  Saville. 

Opportunity  was  given  by  the  committee  to  the  Treasury  officials  at 
the  close  of  the  examination  to  make  such  explanation  as  they  desired, 
but  none  was  made  other  than  the  testimony  discloses. 

CONCLUSIONS. 

1st.  The  fiscal  year  of  the  United  States  closes  on  the  30th  of  June. 
The  Secretary's  office  originates  all  warrants,  and  notifies  the  First 
Comptroller,  Treasurer,  and  Register  as  to  the  number,  character,  and 
amount  of  the  last  warrant  issued  at  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year,  while 
the  finance  and  other  official  reports  are  made  to  Congress  the  following 
December.    This  allows  ample  time  to  adjust  the  accounts. 

2d.  The  committee  find  that  the  official  Finance  Rei)orts  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  and  the  tabulated  statements  of  the  Register  rela- 
tive to  the  receipt  and  expenditure  of  the  public  money  and  of  all  debts 
due  to  and  from  the  United  States  substantially  agree  up  to  and  includ- 
ing the  year  1869,  and  they  all  substantially  agree  since  the  year  1871, 
but  the  reports  and  statements  of  1871  on  these  subjects  do  not  agree  in 
manj'  and  large  amounts  with  any  of  the  official  report*  made  to  Con- 
gress prior  to  1870. 

3d.  The  changes  of  figures  in  the  statement  which  apparently  increased 
the  Public  Debt  and  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  going  l>ack  many 
years,  took  plac«  between  1869  and  1871.  In  November,  1871,  the  chief 
clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department,  with  the  knowledge  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  directed  in  writing  (see  letter,  p.  5,  of  testimony),  the 
Register,  who  is  the  official  bookkeeper  of  the  government,  to  make 
changes  in  or  omit  the  Public  Debt  statement  ftx)m  his  (the  Register's) 
report. 

4th.  The  statements  of  the  Public  Debt  and  of  Receipts  and  Expendi- 
tures as  contained  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  difter  widely  from  the 
previous  official  reports,  and  apparently  increase  the  Public  Debt,  while 
the  changes  in  the  Finance  Reports  commenced  with  the  year  1833  and 
continued  till  1870,  yet  down  to  1861  the  increases  and  decreases  in  the 
debt  nearly  balanced  each  other,  showing  that  the  debt  and  the  Receipts 
and  Expenditures  were  stated  with  substantial  correctness  and  accuracy 
previous  to  1861. 

5th.  The  testimony  of  Dr.  Guilford,  of  the  Treasury  Department  (see 
testimony,  pp.  26  and  37),  shows  that  three  items,  amounting  to  $6,293,- 
827.76  were  added  to  the  statement  of  the  Public  Debt  in  the  office  of  the 
Register  in  1871  *'in  order  to  harmonize  the  two."  These  items  are  not 
on  the  Public  Debt  books  in  the  Register's  office,  but  were  added  to 
such  statement  by  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

6th.  The  first  tabulated  statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  and  of  the  Public  Debt  was  in 
1870 ;  previous  to  that  date  the  Register  only  had  made  the  tabulated 
statement  of  the  Public  Debt  and  of  Receipts  and  Expenditures  which 
appeared  in  the  annual  Finance  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
The  Warrant  Division  of  the  Secretary's  office,  by  means  of  which  soch 
changes  in  figures  were  made,  was  organized  as  such  in  1870,  but  was 
not  expressly  recognized  by  law  until  1875. 

7th.  From  the  beginning  of  the  government  to  1870  the  Public  Debt  ac- 
count was  kept  and  its  statements  made  up  from  the  accounts  known 
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as  "Issues  and  Eedemptions,"  but  since  1870,  from  the  accounts 
known  as  "Keceipts  and  Expenditures.''  The  changes  of  and  appaient 
increases  in  the  Public  Debt  statements  are  alleged  to  have  resulted  from 
the  new  system  of  making  up  that  statement. 

By  this  new  mode  it  appears  that  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  on 
account  of  the  Public  Debt  from  the  organization  of  the  government  to 
June  30, 1871,  were — 

TotAl  receipts $7,094,541,041  38 

Total  expenditures 4,b57,434,540  51 

Balance 2,237,106,500  87 

Public  debt  June  30,  1871,  according  to  Secretary's  Monthly  Debt 
Statement,  and  Finance  Report  of  July  1, 1871 2,:J53,211,332  32 

Difference  between  the  two  modes  of  statement $  116,104,831  45 

The  Secretary's  explanation  of  this  alleged  discrepancy  will  be  found 
in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871,  page  20. 

8th.  Up  to  and  including  June  30,  1869,  the  government  bonds  issued 
to  the  Pacific  Railroad  Companies  were  included  and  treated  as  a  part 
of  the  Public  Debt  of  the  United  States,  and  at  that  date  amounted  to 
$58,638,320.  In  the  Finance  Report  of  1870  this  amount  is  dropped 
from  the  statement  as  part  of  the  Public  Debt,  and  stated  as  a  debt  of 
the  Pacific  Railroad  Companies.  The  Public  Debt  ought  to  have  been 
reduced  by  this  $58,638,320,  but  an  examination  of  the  figures  in  the 
statements  discloses  no  such  specific  reduction. 

9th.  The  changes  in  the  official  statements  of  the  amounts  of  the  Re- 
ceipts and  Expenditures  and  the  Public  Debt  in  the  Finance  Reports  were 
made  after  four  or  five  months'  work,  under  the  direction  of  his  superior 
oflBcers,  by  a  new,  inexperienced  clerk,  although  the  testimony  shows 
that  it  would  take  four  or  five  competent  clerks  four  or  five  years  to 
make  a  careful  statement  of  the  Public  Debt  and  of  the  Receipts  and  Ex- 
penditures between  1860  and  1870. 

10th.  Accoixling  to  the  present  sj^stem  of  issuing  bonds  there  is  no  suf- 
ficient check  on  the  Loan  Division  of  the  Secretary's  office.  Legal-ten- 
der notes,  national-bank  notes,  bonds,  and  revenue  stamps  are  delivered 
by  the  Printing  Bureau  of  the  Treasury  Department  to  the  Treasurer, 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  Loan  Division,  and  Commissioner  of  In- 
ternal Revenue,  respectively.  AH  should  go  through  the  office  of  the 
Register,  or  some  other  office  of  the  Treasury  Department,  as  a  check. 
The  report  made  on  the  Printing  Bureau  of  the  Treasury  Department  in 
1869,  by  the  Joint  Select  Committee  on  Retrenchment,  of  which  Senator 
Edmunds  was  chairman,  recommends  the  establishment  of  such  checks. 

11th.  The  erasures  and  apparent  alterations  upon  the  ledgers  of  the 
Secretary,  Treasurer,  and  Register  extend  to  thousands,  some  of  them 
aflTecting  millions  of  dollars.  Entire  leaves  are  cut  or  torn  from  some 
of  the  books,  but  no  evidence  taken  by  the  committee  discloses  the  fact 
that  these  erasures,  apparent  alterations,  and  mutilations  were  made  with 
a  fraudulent  intention. 

The  report  made  in  1869,  heretofore  referred  to,  shows  that  there  was 
at  that  time  great  carelessness  in  the  bookkeeping  of  the  Printing  Bureau 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  that  many  notes  and  bonds  were  un- 
accounted for. 

12th.  Official  reports  from  the  War,  Navy,  and  Interior  Departments  of 
the  amounts  received  and  expended  by  them  respectively  do  not  agree 
with  the  amounts  charged  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  them,  but  the 
committee  did  not  inv^estigate  into  the  causes  of  such  discrepancies. 

13th.  The  law  making  permanent  annual  and  indefinite  appropriatioua^ 
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except  those  relatiog  to  the  Public  Debt,  Special  Trust  Funds,  and  a 
few  other  objects,  should  be  repealed. 

There  should  also  be  some  adjustment  of  the  $28,101,644.91  deposited 
with  the  States,  and  other  nnavailables,  now  charged  to  the  TreasHrer 
as  cash  in  the  Treasury,  so  that  the  books  of  the  TreaHorer  mtkj  be  re- 
lieved of  these  items. 

14th.  No  officer  of  the  Treasury  Department  can  furnish  from  the  books 
a  statement  of  accrued  interest  on  bonds,  except  for  1879,  which  amounted 
to  about  $1,700,000.  The  account  of  accrued  interest  should  be  kept  in 
two  or  more  oflEices. 

15th.  It  appears  that  the  official  reports  and  statements  of  the  cash  in 
the  Treasury  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30,  between  1860  and  1870, 
by  the  Secretary,  Register,  and  Treasurer,  do  not  agree  as  to  the  amount. 
Interest  paid  on  the  Public  Debt  for  the  same  time  is  reported  differently 
by  the  Secretary  and  Register.  The  Treasurer  does  not  keep  a  separate 
account  of  the  interest  paid. 

16th.  The  total  and  the  net  receipts  and  expenditures  as  reported  by  tbe 
Secretary,  Comptroller,  and  Register  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  years  from 
1860  to  1870,  differ  widely  from  the  Tre>asurer's  report  thereof. 

17th.  The  Secretary's  and  the  Treasurer's  statements  of  the  sinking 
fund  and  of  bonds  purchased  therefor  and  deducted  from  the  Public  Debt 
for  the  years  1869  and  1870  differ  widely. 

18th.  The  original  permanent  indefinite  appropriation  warrant  for 
1869,  transferring  from  the  Treasury  nearly  $400,000,000,  has  scratches 
and  apparent  alterations  on  its  face  affecting  items  amounting  to  more 
than  $200,000,000.  Similar  original  warrants  for  1868  and  1870  cannot 
be  found,  and  are  said  to  have  been  missing  for  several  years,  but  du- 
plicates and  triplicates  of  these  warrants  are  preserved  in  the  department. 

19th.  The  committee  have  not  examined  as  a  witness  any  person  not 
now  employed  in  the  Treasury  Department,  except  Mr.  Saville,  who  was 
chief  clerk  at  the  time  of  the  changes.  The  subject-matter  of  inquirj* 
has  been  so  extensive  that  although  the  committee  have  given  to  it 
much  labor  and  earnest  attention,  they  feel  satisfied  that  much  has 
been  left  undone. 

RECOMMENDATIONS. 

I.  The  legal-tender  notes  are  delivered  by  the  Printing  Bureau  to  tlie 
Treasurer  ready  for  circulation.  The  Register's  name  is  printeii  on  them, 
but  they  do  not  pass  through  his  office  until  redeemed. 

National-bank  notes  are  delivered  by  the  Printing  Bureau  to  the  Conip 
troller  of  the  Currency  ready  for  circulation,  without  the  bank  ofliceR' 
names. 

Internal-revenue  stamps  are  delivered  by  the  Printing  Bureau  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Reveiiue  read}'  for  use. 

Bonds  are  delivered  by  the  Printing  Bureau  to  the  Loan  Division  of 
the  Secretary's  OflSice  nearly  ready  for  issue. 

All  imperfect  notes,  stamps,  and  bonds  are  returned  to  the  Lojm  Di- 
vision, which  is  the  same  division  that  delivers  to  the  Printing  Biu^^^i 
the  paper  from  which  tliey  are  made. 

The  committee  recommend  that  all  notes,  stamps,  and  bonds  pa5> 
through  the  oftice  of  the  Register,  or  some  other  office  of  the  department, 
before  delivery  to  the  above  officers  or  being  put  in  use. 

II.  Heretofore  the  bonds  issued  have  passed  through  the  Loan  Divis- 
ion of  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  through  the  Reg 
ister's  office.    The  committee  think  they  should  also  pass  through  the 
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iiasarer's  office,  so  as  to  ascertain  that  the  money  for  each  bond  issued 
8  been  received  by  the  Treasurer. 

UL  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasiuy,  the  First  Comptroller,  the  Register, 
d  the  Treasurer  should  each  make  annually  to  Congress  a  fuU,  true, 
i  plain  tabulated  statement  of  the  Eeceipts  and  Expenditures  of  the 
vemment,  including  tlie  Receipts  and  Expenditures  on  account  of  the 
iblic  Debt^  properly  classified  and  so  stated  that  all  four  statements 
idd  be  easily  and  readily  compared  each  with  the  other,  and  in  mak- 
I  such  statements  the  Comptroller,  Register,  and  Treasurer  should  not 
subject  to  orders  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  but  should  make 
t  «ame  from  the  books  kept  in  their  respective  offices. 
rv'.  According  to  the  practice  in  the  Treasury  Department,  all  war- 
its  for  receipts  and  expenditures  originate  in  the  Warrant  Division  of 
5  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  all  moneys  are  received 
d  paid  out  by  the  Treasurer.  The  committee  are  of  opinion  that 
i  receiving  or  covering  in  and  expenditure  warrants  should  be  issued 
im  difterent  divisions  and  also  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  should 
ke|it  in  separate  divisions,  the  heads  of  such  divisions  to  be  appointed 
the  President  and  coafirmed  by  the  Senate,  and  required  to  give 
uds  and  each  to  report  annually  through  the  Secretary  to  Congress  a 
itemeut  of  all  warrants  issued  and  moneys  received  and  expended. 
V".  When  the  Register  of  the  Treasury  or  any  other  official  whose  duty 
is  to  make  reports  to  Congress,  after  making  such  reports,  it  should 
t  be  in  the  power  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  or  the  President 
<^er  a  change  to  be  made  in  the  same,  but  if  errors  should  be  dis- 
vered  they  should  be  reported  to  Congress  for  action. 
VI.  The  committee  suggest  that  the  following  officers  ought  to  be  ap- 
linted  by  the  President,  confirmed  by  the  Senate,  and  give  a  reason- 
>le  bond,  to  be  fixed  by  the  President  or  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
z: 

Chief  clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department. 
Chief  of  the  Warrant  Division. 
Chief  of  the  Loan  Division. 
Assistant  Treasurer. 

Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Printing  and  Engraving. 
That  the  term  of  office  of  the  collectors  of  internal  revenue  ought  to 
e  four  years,  as  all  other  Presidential  offices  are. 
VIE.  The  committee  recx)mmend  that  all  permanent  annual  appropria- 
ons,  except  Interest  on  Public  Debt,  Sinking  Fund,  funding  of  the  Public 
^bt,  and  Special  Trust  Funds,  be  repealed  and  hereafter  annually  appro- 
riated  for  by  Congress.  Also,  what  is  known  in  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment as  deposits  with  the  States,  and  unavailables,  should  be  adjusted; 
bat  Unclaimed  Interest  and  what  is  known  as  Unclaimed  Old  Debt  be 
overed  into  the  Treasury,  and  when  claim  is  made  for  aiiy  part  thereof 
hat  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  examine  and  state  the  ac- 
onnt  subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  govern  unexpended  annual 
appropriations. 

VIII.  The  committee  approve  of  the  recommendation  made  by  Secre- 
ar}'  Woodbury,  in  1834,  repeated  by  Secretary  Sherman  in  the  last 
'inance  Report,  that  a  standing  committee  be  appointed  to  examine, 
ousider,  and  report  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  of  the  government, 
ith  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  examine  the  books  and 
Qcouiits  of  the  Treasury,  and  into  all  memoranda  relative  to  the  receipt 
ad  expenditure  of  public  money,  either  by  the  department  at  Washing- 
m  or  elsewhere;  and  also  shall  have  power  to  examine  into  the  ques- 
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tion  of  the  number  of  employes  of  the  government  and  their  compensa- 
tion, and  report  to  each  regular  session  of  the  Senate. 

Resolved  J  That  a  copy  of  this  report  be  furnished  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  and  he  be  directed  to  report  to  the  Senate,  at  the  next  regu- 
lar session,  whether  or  not  changes  could  be  made  in  the  mode  of  con- 
ducting the  business  in  his  department  which  would  provide  additional 
checks  and  secure  greater  safety  in  the  issuing  and  keeping  of  public 
moneys  and  securities;  whether  the  present  system  of  keeping  accounts 
and  books,  issuing  warrants,  and  of  receiving,  keeping,  and  paying 
money  can  be  improved ;  also  whether  any  employes  in  any  bureau  or 
division  of  the  department  can  be  dipensed  with,  or  transferred  to  other 
bureaus  or  divisions,  where  additional  force  may  be  needed ;  and  gen- 
erally to  submit  his  views  as  to  what  changes  will  add  to  the  safety  of 
the  public  moneys  and  securities,  and  tend  to  efficiency,  economy,  and 
security,  and  the  general  good  of  the  public  service. 

Resolved^  That  the  Secretaries  of  State,  War,  Navy,  and  Interior  De- 
partments, Postmaster-General,  and  Attorney-General,  be  directed  to 
report  to  the  Senate,  at  its  next  regular  session,  what  changes,  if  any, 
of  the  laws  regulating  the  management  of  thdr  several  departments,  or 
of  the  divisions  and  bureaus  thereof,  are  necessary  or  would  be  benefi- 
cial in  promoting  the  efficiency  or  economy  of  their  administration  or 
management ;  to  state  what  additional  guards  or  checks,  if  any,  would 
conduce  to  the  greater  security  of  the  public  money  disbursed  by  any  of 
them,  or  of  the  public  property  and  its  proceeds  which  is  in  their  charge. 
They  are  directed  to  set  forth  the  mode  in  which  the  accounts  for  their 
departments  are  kept  with  the  Treasury,  and  in  what  mode  the'Jaresent 
system  can  be  improved,  if  change  is  needed,  and  to  state  what  changes, 
if  any,  in  the  clerical  and  other  force  in  the  various  bureaus  of  the  sev- 
eral departments,  could  be  made  in  the  public  interest.  They  are  directed 
generally  to  furnish  the  Senate  with  such  information  as  in  their  judg- 
ment would  enable  it  to  pass  the  necessary  laws  and  regulations  to  carry 
out  their  recommendations. 
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VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 


The  immediate  occasion  for  the  appointment  of  this  select  committee 
i»  a  speech  delivered  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  by  the  Sena- 
ry from  West  Vir^nia  [Mr.  Davis]  on  the  13th  of  January,  1876,  irt 
^icb  he  asserted  that  the  various  tabulated  statements  of  receipts  and 
cjienditures  relating  to  the  public  debt,  contained  in  the  Finance  £e- 
>rt  of  1870,  differed  from  like  tabulated  statements  contained  in  the 
Uianee  RepK)rts  of  previous  years,  and  charged  that  the  report  of  1871 
^sanged  the  figures  and  increased  the  public  debt  over  former  reports 
om  the  same  department. 

The  resolution  appointing  the  committee  was  adopted  on  the  19th  of 
ovember,  1877,  and  authorized  the  investigation  of  "  the  Finance  Re- 
OTts,  books,  and  accounts  of  the  Treasury  Department,  particularly 
'ith  reference  to  the  differences,  discrepancies,  and  alterations  in  the 
KBounts  and  figures  that  have  been  made  in  them,  if  any  such  there 
fc»y  be',  especially  in  the  annual  statements  of  the  expenditures  of  the 
civemment  revenue  collected,  and  the  public  debt  contained  in  such 
eports.'^ 

The  duty  devolved  upon  the  committee  by  this  resolution  presupposed 
«  technical  knowledge  on  their  part,  of  the  system  of  accounting  in  the 
[treasury  Department,  or  required  that  they  should  be  assisted  in  their 
uvestigation  by  some  person  expert  in  such  matters.  The  amount  of 
abor  involved  in  the  investigation,  if  it  were  to  be  made  full  and  com- 
plete, was  scarcely  to  be  comprehended  by  those  not  familiar  with  the 
tpusiness  operations  of  that  department.  No  member  of  this  committee 
possessed  the  technical  knowledge  of  the  department  accounts  which 
wonld  enable  a  thorough  investigation  to  be  made,  and  it  became  neces- 
*ar}',  therefore,  to  employ  some  person  as  an  accountant  to  make  the 
examinations. 

Mr.  William  Woodville  was  engaged  by  the  committee  for  this  pur- 
pose, with  Edward  Byrne,  J.  J.  Sanborn,  and  J.  W.  Gentry  as  assistants, 
^ut  two  of  said  persons  being  employed  at  the  same  time.  In  the 
process  of  their  investigation,  the  committee  examined  various  offi- 
^rs  of  the  departtnent  now  in  service,  and,  in  addition,  Mr.  James  H. 
^ville,  who,  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  changes,  was  chief  of  the  War- 
^nt  Division,  and  subsequently  chief  clerk  in  that  department. 

They  found  that  some  time  in  18(59  an  examination  of  the  tabulated 
statements  which  had  been  up  to  that  time  printed  in  the  Finance  Re- 
^rt,  and  had  been  prepared  by  the  Register,  disclosed  the  fact  that 
^ey  contained  errors  and  discrepancies,  whereupon  the  chief  of  the^ 
'Warrant  Division,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
^used  the  Treasury  accounts  of  receipts  and  expenditures  to  be  an- 
lyzed,  with  a  view  to  the  preparation  of  a  more  accurate  statement  of 
hte  receipts  and  expenditures  under  the  several  heads  than  had  pre- 
ionsly  been  made. 

This  examination  showed  that  the  printed  statements  of  the  public 
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xut)  re»uii>  ui  luis  examiuaiiou  was  nrsii  pruiDeu  in  xne  Lnnsmee  J 

of  1870  as  Table  H  on  page  xxv.    This  table,  prex>ared  6*om  the  r 

of  the  office  of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  was  made  by  elei^ 

Secretary's  office,  while  the  tabulated  statements  compiled  by  ih 

ister  of  the  Treasury,  and  printed  in  the  same  Finance  R^mrt  o 

276,  continued  to  reprint  t^e  old  figures  as  the  same  had  appea 

all  previous  Finance  Reports,  thus  showing  a  discrepancy  in  two 

ments  that  purported  to  relate  to  the  same  subject.    These  di 

statements  attracted  attention  in  Europe,  where  the  then  As 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  engaged,  in  connection  with  the 

cate,  in  placing  the  new  funded  debt,  and  in  a  letter  to  the  depa 

he  called  attention  to  them,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  discrepandc 

unfavorably  commented  upon.    Thereupon,  on  the  24th  of  No\ 

1871,  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department,  with  the  appi 

the  Secretary,  addressed  the  following  letter  to  the  then  Registei 

Treasury  (testimony,  p.  5) : 

Treasury  Departme 

Sir  :  I  have  to  requoHt  that  the  st-atoment  of  the  puhlic  debt  on  the  1st  daj 
ary  in  each  of  the  years  from  1791  to  1842,  inchisive,  and  at  various  dat^  i 
quent  years,  to  July  1, 1870,  as  printed  on  paee  276  of  the  Finance  Re}>ort 
may  be  omitted  from  your  tables  in  the  forthcoming  reports,  or  elae  that  i 
rect«d  to  conform  to  Table  H  on  page  xxv  of  the  same  report  for  the  some  yo 
This  request  is  made  in  consequence  of  a  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretai 
Tn-asury,  now  in  London,  who  complains  that  these  different  tjibles  are  frequ 
ferred  to  in  England,  and  the  discrepancies  between  them  constantly  andonf 
commented  upon. 

The  table  found  on  page  xxv  is,  I  believe,  as  nearly  correct  as  the  examl 
the  accounts  up  to  the  present  time  will  enable  it  to  be  made,  though  I  am  i 
impresMion  there  will  be  some  changes  necessary  in  order  to  make  it  absolutely 
Verv  respectfully, 

J.  H.  SATILI 
CkieJ 
Hon.  John  Allison, 

Register  of  the  Treasury, 

Since  that  date,  the  tables  of  the  Secretary  and  of  the  Regist^ 
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^I^Dcies,  except  the  errors  and  omissions,  indicated  that  either  state- 
^Ht  was  wrong  when  viewed  from  its  respective  standpoint.  In  order, 
^Werer,  to  disarm  unfavorable  criticism  in  consequence  of  these  dis- 
^jMincies,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  his  report  of  1871,  at  page 
K  printed  a  note  explaining  the  cause  of  the  difference.  This  note  is 
>  follows: 

1^  statoment  of  the  receipts  And  expenditaFes,  oa  acconnt  of  the 
principal  of  the  pnhlic  debt,  wn  per  Tables  M  and  N,  shows  the 
net  recotptt^  froni  the  orgatiisation  of  the  government  to  June  30, 

1871,  to  have  been |7. 094, 541, 041  38 

le  expenditures  for  tlie  same  period  were ^ 4,857,434,540  &1 

Lea\ing 2,237,106,500  87 

the  amount  of  the  piincipal  of  the  public  debt  outstanding  and  unjiaid  on  June  30, 

The  amount  of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt,  outstanding  and  unpaid,  as 
jwu  by  the  monthly  debt  statement  for  July  1,  1871,  and  Tables  I  and  L,  is 
353,21 1,332.:)2,  showing  a  difference  of  $116,104,831.45  more  outstanding  by  debt 
ktement  than  by  the  statement  of  receipts  and  expenditures.  This  difference  is  thus 
plained:  The  following  stocks  were  issued  in  payment  of  various  old  debts  and 
dms,  but  in  the  transactions  no  money  ever  came  into  the  Treasury.  Ou  tin*  ma- 
rity  of  the  stock  it  was  paid  off,  showing  an  expenditure  where  there  had  been  no 
rresponding  receipt : 

tvolutionary  debt  of  the  several  States,  estimated .^76, 000, 000  00 

iSsisstppi  stock,  exact 4,282, 151  12 

^nisiana  purchase,  exact 11,250,000  00 

asbington  and  Georgetown  debt  to  Holland,  exact 1, 500, 000  00 

iite<l  states  bank  stock,  exact 7,000,000  00 

t  per  cent,  navy  stock,  exact 711,700  00 

xas  purchase,  exact 5,000,000  00 

»xican  indemnity,  fourth  and  fifth  installments,  exact 303, 573  92 

addition  to  the  foregoing,  the  following  amouut  is  to  be  add<'d, 
being  composed  of  discount  suffered  iu  placing  loans,  interest 
fiaid  and  erroneously  charged  as  principal,  and  various  errors  in 
lettling  and  stating  loan  accounts.  All  of  these  latter  and  the 
Revolutionary  debt  are  now  being  investigated,  and  will  be  ex- 
[tlainod  iu  a  future  report  in  detail 10,057.406  41 

116,104,831  45 

[t  must  lie  home  in  mind,  in  reading  this  explanation,  that  the  errors  alluded  to 
»  not  sncli  as  in  any  manner  affect  the  cash  account  of  the  government,  or  reflect 
on  the  integrity  of  former  officers  of  the  Treasury.  A  part,  of  the  differences  has 
.sen  from  a  want  of  knowledge  and  care  on  the  part  of  subordinate  clerks  in  stating 
ku  accounts,  but  much  the  larger  proportion  has  occurred  from  a  want  of  unity, 
tern,  and  proper  method  in  the  accounts  as  heretofore  kept  iu  the  department.  And 
?8e  latter  defects  are  partly  owing  to  a  want  of  sufficient  legislation  to  enable  the 
;ount«  to  be  properly  kept,  A  bill  was  presented  to  Congress  at  its  last  session 
lich  wtM*  intended  to  supply  this  deficiency.  It  passed  the  House,  but  was  not 
kched  in  the  Senate.  Until  there  is  legislation,  these  errors  and  defects  in  the  ac- 
mts  must  be  perpetuated,  and  others  must  be  made. 

is  an  illustration  of  the  class  of  differences  which  require  legislation  before  they 
a  be  corrected,  the  two  following  are  given  :  In  1850  there  were  $5,000,000  in  bonds 
ued  to  pay  Texan  indemnity.  For  these  bonds  no  money  was  ever  received,  and 
erefore  there  is  no  entry  representing  them  on  the  credit  side  of  the  account,  as  in 
iinary  loan  transactions.  When  the  stock  matured  it  was  paid  out  of  the  Treasury 
d  charged  in  the  loan  accounts,  thus  erroneously  reducing  this  account  by  just  the 
lonnt  paid.  The  loan  of  Febniary,  1861,  was  sold  at  a  discount  of  $2,019,776.10. 
ilv  the  difference  between  the  amount  of  this  loan  and  of  this  discount  was  received 
ro  the  Treasury.  The  loan  appears  in  the  debt  statement  at  the  jiar  of  the  issue, 
t  in  the  receipts  and  expenditures  it  can  only  appear  (for  want  of  a  premium  and 
jconnt  account)  at  the  actual  amount  of  money  received  for  the  loan. 

This  explanation  is  brief,  simple,  and  conclusive. 

On  the  i^eceipt  of  the  letter  of  the  chief  clerk,  above  referred  to,  the 
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he  came  into  office  aud  made  every  statement  correct,  and  let  the  old  stat^menUi 
to  take  care  of  themselves. 

William  Guilford  says,  on  page  23 : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Register  made  the  change  willingly-,  or  whet 
thought  it  ought  not  to  be  done  ? — A.  He  told  me  he  objected  to  it  on  the  gronii 
he  did  not  think  it  well  to  disturb  any  past  and  back  statements,  aud  that  he  i 
strated  with  the  Secretary  about  changing  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  reply  f — A.  I  do  not  know  the  words  of  the  reply,  but  the 
tary  sustained  Mr.  Saville  in  demanding  the  change. 

Joseph  T.  Power  says,  on  page  65: 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Register  thought  it  or  not  a  proper  thing  t 
carry  out  the  instructions  of  the  lett^jr  f — A.  The  Register  objected  very  stro 
the  change  suggested  in  the  letter,  and  my  recollection  is  that  he  presented  hii 
tions  to  the  Secretary. 

Q.  In  person  or  in  writing? — A.  In  person. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  result  of  the  objections  t — A.  I  only  know  what  Mr.  ^ 
the  Register,  stated  as  the  result  at  the  time. 

Q.  Now  tell  us  what  Mr.  Allison  stated  to  you  at  the  time  as  having  take 
between  him  and  the  Secretary  f — A.  My  recollection  is  that  about  this  time  t 
ject  of  the  change  in  the  uianner  of  stating  these  account*  was  before  the  depa; 
and  whether  immediately  before  or  after  the  receipt  of  this  order  Mr.  Allison  c 
nicat-ed  to  nie  the  fact  that  he  had  had  an  interview  with  the  Secretary',  a 
given  his  views  that  these  changes  should  not  be  made. 

These  changes  merely  involved  corrections  of  figures  in  tabi 
statements,  and  did  not  require  any  alterations  of  the  books  of  i 
in  the  department. 

Joseph  T.  Power,  page  96,  says : 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  We  are  instructed  to  put  a  question  to  you,  which  I  have  not  heard  yet 
will  put  it.  Do  you  know  of  the  alteratiou  of  any  tigure  upon  any  book  in  the 
ury  Department  f — A.  I  do  not,  except  to  correct  clerical  errors. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  alteration  of  any  amount  as  stated  in  any  book  in  the 
nry  Department  f  — -A.  I  do  not. 
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ision  of  the  public  debt  in  1870  ?— A.  The  amouuts  were  not  changed.  A 
cment  was  made  showing  different  results. 

•  «««•• 

■stood  you,  in  answer  to  Mr.  Dawes,  to  say  that  the  books  had  not  been 
that  the  tigures  upon  the  books  were  the  same  now  as  they  were  previous 
[  I  understand  you  correctly  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

know  that  personally  f — A.  I  rather  know  the  negative  of  it.  So  far  as 
re  never  known  of  a  single  change.     They  coiUd  not  be  changed  to  effect 

know  of  any  alterations,  erasures,  or  scratches  that  would  change  the 

jures  upon  any  of  the  books  f — A.  As  tixed  at  the  time  the  entry  was 

1  mean  t 

time. — A.  The  results  on  the  books,  as  balanced  each  quarter  or  each 

month,  have  remained  the  same  as  they  are  at  present. 

not  an  answer  to  the  question.     The  question  was,  do  you  know  yonr- 

rasures  or  alterations  or  changes  of  figures  upon  the  books  themselves  f — 

•n  where  a  wrong  entry  had  been  made,  and  it  had  been  corrected,  but 

^nt'Cmporaneons  change  in  the  entry. 

it  made  by  a  counter  entry,  or  was  it  made  by  erasing  a  figure  and  placing 

u  its  place  ? — A.  It  was  just  correcting  a  blunder  ot  the  clerk. 

king  how  it  was  made. — A.  I  should  have  to  refer  to  the  particular  in- 

1  may  have  been  one  way  or  another. 

ou  not  any  in  your  mind  f — A.  I  bave  none.     I  have  seen  cases  where  a 

ted  from  the  Secretary's  office,  and  was  not  granted  by  the  Comptroller, 

>  be  returned.     In  that  case  the  entry  was  canceled.    That  is  the  only 

ires  that  ought  to  appear  ux)on  the  books  and  that  I  know  of  on  the  books. 

same  witness  says,  ou  page  102 : 
.  Dawes  : 

le  that  all  the  books  of  the  department,  including  those  of  the  Treasurer 
iiually  balanced  once  each  quarter? — A.  They  are  once,  each  quartei  at 

ve  been  since  the  foundation  of  the  government,  as  far  as  you  know  f — 
r  as  I  know. 

on  ever  known  or  heard  of  a  single  fic^ure  of  those  balances  being  changed 
ances  were  made  f — A.  I  have  never  known  a  single  figure  being  changed 
balances  since  they  were  first  determined. 

.  Mooref  at  page  103  of  the  testimony,  says : 

know  of  any  change  of  figures  in  your  books  by  anybody  ? — A.  O,  no.     I 

krge  of  them  always ;  I  started  them. 

s'e  made  no  change  of  figures,  have  you  ? — ^A.  "None  at  all. 

ow  of  nobody  else  having  made  any  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

imonnts  in  your  books  ? — A.  Not  a  particle.    Everything  is  as  it  has  been 

know  of  any  such  change  in  any  book  in  the  department  f — ^A.  I  do  not. 

the  most  conclusive  testimony  upon  this  point  is  that  of  J. 
the  present  chief  clerk,  on  page  99  of  the  testimony : 

.  Dawes  : 

.ny  other  experts  go  over  this  same  ground  with  the  books  now  that  was 
the  Treasury  officials  before  this  change  in  the  mode  of  statement  was 
i'hey  would  find  the  same  results  on  the  face  of  the  books, 
igure  is  there  now  that  was  when  the  work  was  undertaken  ? — ^A.  Yes, 

following  from  the  testimony  of  James  H.  Saville,  chief  clerk 
the  corrections  were  made,  and  who  supervised  and  directO/d 
ations  which  developed  these  various  errors  and  led  to  their 
on  page  204  of  the  testimony  he  says : 

Dawes: 

datA  from  which  you  made  this  comparative  statement  now  exist  in  the 
>artmentf— A.  I  do  not  think  they  do,  except  in*a  fragmentary  shape  and' 
by  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Bay  ley,  whom'  I  had  appointed  for  the 
ise  of  assisting  me. 

\,  mean  your  minutes,  but  the  data  from  which  they  were  compiled. — A. 
exist  in  the  department. 
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Q.  Could  any  man  with  your  skill  and  patience  and  labor  retrace  your  stei^? — A. 
Without  any  difficulty,  froin  the  records  as  they  exist. 

Q.  In  the* Treasury  Department! — A.  Yes,  sir;  without  any  difficulty. 

Q.  They  exist  without  any  chans^e  of  figures  f — A.  Without  a  change  or  alteration 
or  a  scratch  of  any  kind.  You  will  probably  find  on  some  of  the  accounts  which  I  ex- 
amined, in  my  own  handwriting,  lead-pencil  notes  calling  attention  to  errors  in  the 
statements  of  the  clerks  who  made  them. 

Q.  But  has  a  figure  been  altered,  so  far  as  you  know  ? — A.  No  figure  has  been  altered 
in  the  records  of  the  department  or  papers  of  the  department. 

Q.  If  the  government  should  choose  to  continue  the  old  mode  of  st-atin^  the  public 
debt,  the  means  of  continuing  it  exiiit  in  the  Treasury  Department  ? — A.  It  is  continued 
in  the  Treasury  Department  to  this  day — in  the  Loan  Division  of  the  Treasury 
Department. 

Q.  The  same  old  mode  ? — A.  The  same  old  method ;  and  if  they  do  as  I  instructed 
the  clerks  to  do  when  I  had  charge  of  the  department,  every  month  a  debt  statement 
made  from  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  in  the  Warrant  Di\ision  is  compared  with 
a  duplicate  debt  statement  made  from  Issues  and  Redemptions  in  the  Loan  Division. 

Q.  So  that  if  the  government  should  determine  to  go  back  to  the  old  method  ot 
stating  the  public  debt,  they  have  but  to  refer  to  the  books  in  existence  in  the  depart- 
ment?— A.  That  is  all;  simply  refer  to  their  own  recorils  unchanged  and  unaltered  in 
a  single  line  or  figure. 

R.  A.  Bay  ley,  on  page  119,  says: 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  figures  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department,  from  which 
you  made  your  statement,  changed  during  the  examination  which  brought  out  this 
result  f — A.  No,  sir ;  not  the  slightest  change  was  made. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  those  figures  remain  to-day  as  they  were  when  they  were 
first  made  upon  the  books,  from  1^9  te  the  present  time? — A.  Yes,  sir;  exactly. 

James  Gilfillan,  Treasurer,  on  pages  161  and  162,  says: 

Q.  I  think  you  stated  when  you  were  here  before  that  you  had  a  set  of  books  in  yonr 
department  that  were  comi)ared  once  in  three  months  with  corresponding  sets  in 
others? — A.  I  render  my  account  quarterly  to  the  accounting  officers. 

Q.  Of  all  your  transai^ctious  quarterly  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Annual  accounts  too  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  the  account  so  rendered  entered  on  permanent  books  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  those  accounts  since  you  have  had  knowledge  of  them  been  changed  after 
they  were  rendered  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  any  particular? — ^A.  Not  in  any  particular. 

Q.  Could  they  be  changed  on  other  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  without  its 
being  detected  by  your  books?  After  they  left  you  and  went  on  the  other  books,  if 
they  were  finally  entered  ui)on  other  books  difterent  from  yours,  of  course  your  books 
would  detect  the  difierence  ? — A.  If  there  was  a  misentry  of  a  warrant  the  statements 
of  the  different  offices  would  differ. 

Q.  You  render  an  account  and  it  is  closed  once  a  quarter,  and  that  account  is  en- 
tered upon  some  books  which  the  Auditor  and  Comptroller  keep? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  does  it  not  follow  that  if  it  is  changed  on  their  books  after  it  is  entered, 
your  books  would  detect  it? — A.  If  they  were  examined,  but  there  would  be  no  risk, 
it  seems  to  me,  unless  the  Treasurer's  account  was  also  altered. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  **risk"? — A.  No  risk  of  loss.  It  would  certainly  be  de- 
tected by  the  Register  after  it  passed  the  two  accounting  officers. 

Q.  If  there  should  be  any  alteration  while  the  account  was  in  their  offices  it  would 
be  detected,  after  it  passed  their  offices,  in  the  Register's  office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  detected  also  by  going  back  to  your  office? — A.  I  do  not  know 
that  any  difference  between  my  books  and  the  books  of  the  First  Auditor  or  of  the 
Comptroller  would  be  detected  by  me  afterwards. 

Q.  Why  not  ?  Suppose  the  account  you  rendei'ed  was  not  faithfully  entered  upon 
their  books,  but  was  changed  for  some  purpose,  would  not  their  books  side  by  side  with 
j'oui*8  show  the  dittcrem^e  f — A.  A  change  of  the  account  would  most  certainly  be  dis- 
covered. 

Q.  Or,  if  after  it  had  passed  them  you  should  change  vour  own  books,  their  entries 
would  detect  the  change  in  your  books  ?  Suppose  you  take  your  books  after  you  have 
rendered  your  account,  and  change  them  by  erasing  figures,  could  that  be  tlone  with- 
out being  detected? — A.  No,  sir;  there  are  too  many  checks. 

Mellen  C.  Hooker,  custodian  of  records,  on  page  164,  says: 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  Do  you  know  as  a  fact  that  there  ever  has  been  a  warrant  in  the  Treasury  De- 
partment altered  after  it  has  been  signed  by  the  Secretary  ?— A.  I  do  not. 
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Q.  Take  the  apparent  erasure  on  tins  register  of  the  warrant  dat«d  June  30,  1870 ; 
is  there  anything  there  to  show  that  it  was  not  to  correct  a  mistake  made  by  the  pen- 
man when  he  copied  itf — A.  I  cannot  see  anything  which  does  not  show  that  fact. 

Q.  If  the  penman  when  he  copied  it  found,  after  comparing  his  copy  with  the  orig- 
inal, that  he  had  made  a  mistake  in  a  tigure  in  that  entry  of  $1, 166. <>7, 'would  not  that 
fact  necessitate  also  a  change  in  the  footing  ? — A.  Certainly,  it  would. 

Q.  Is  not  the  api>earauce  of  this  book  perfectly  consistent  with  the  idea  that  there 
was  a  clerical  mistake  made  by  the  penman  when  ho  copied  itf — A.  It  is,  in  my  opin- 
ion. 

Q.  Is  there  the  slightest  evidence  in  existence  anywhere  to  your  knowledge  to  the 
contrary  ? — A.  There  is  not. 

Kone  of  these  changes  affected  the  actual  aroouDt  of  the  debt  then  or 
at  any  previous  date  issued  or  outstanding.  All  the  tabular  statements 
were  simply  compilations  from  the  books,  which  were  likely  to  vary  with 
the  judgment  or  accuracy  of  the  persons  making  them,  and  it  necessarily 
follows  that  the  differences  between  them  are  mainly  differences  of  stand- 
point, not  differences  in  fact. 

These  differences  are  thus  detailed  and  explained  by  the  clerk  who 
made  the  original  revision  in  1870,  and  who  has  ever  since  been  engaged 
in  analyzing  them. 

E.  A.  Bayley,  on  pages  119, 120,  121,  and  122  of  the  testimony,  says : 

By  Mr.  Ingau^  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  completed  the  work  that  you  were  directed 
to  perform,  in  reference  to  a  complete  analysis  of  the  public-debt  statement  as  com- 
pared with  the  amount  of  receipts  and  expenditures  ? — A.  Only  so  far  as  that  table 
goes. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  state  what  is  the  exact  difference  actually  existing  f  There  is  an 
apparent  difference  of  ^116,000,000  in  round  numbers,  as  stated  by  your  table.  What 
is  the  exact  difference  actually  existing  between  these  two  statements  of  account  f — 
A.  Do  von  mean  between  the  table  as  there  shown  and  the  public-debt  statement  as 
iasned  f 

Q.  I  want  to  know  the  fact  whether  there  is  any  difference  at  all  between  the  amount 
of  money  that  has  been  expended  and  the  amount  that  has  been  appropriated  ? — A. 
If  I  understand  you  arisi;ht,  I  say  no,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  there  is  none  ? — A.  None ;  but  perhaps  I  do  not  exactly  understand  you. 

Q.  In  the  Finance  Report  of  1872,  on  page  18,  in  Table  I,  appears  a  statement  of  the 
differences  between  the  several  accounts,  *^  showing  the  outstanding  principal  of  the 
public  debt,  with  an  explanation  thereof,  so  far  as  the  examination  of  the  accounts  has 
progressed."  What  I  desire  to  obtain  from  you  is  a  statement  as  to  whether  there  is 
any  actual  difference  between  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  and  the  accounts  that 
you  have  examined  and  have  stated  in  your  table  which  appears  on  page  18  f — ^A.  Only 
the  difference  accounted  for  by  the  note  there  printed,  if  I  understand  the  meanuig  of 
the  question  aright.  They  are  both  the  same,  substantially.  Under  present  circum- 
stances, there  must  always  remain  a  difference  of  ^116,000,000,  in  round  numbers,  as 
shown  by  the  note  in  the  report  before  you. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  State  now  of  what  items  that  $116,000,000  is  made  up. — A.  It  is  thus  made  up, 
as  stated  in  the  note : 

French  farmers-general  loan $153, 688  "89 

French  loan  of  eighteen  million  livres 3,267, 000  00 

Spanish  loan  of  1781 174,017  13 

Ftench  loan  of  ten  million  livres 1, 815, 000  00 

French  loan  of  six  million  livres 1,089,000  00 

Balance  of  supplies  due  France 24,332  86 

Dutch  loan  of  1782 2,000,000  00 

Dutch  loan  of  1784 800,000  00 

Debt  due  foreign  officers 186,988  78 

Dutch  loan  of  1787 400,000  00 

Dutch  loan  of  1788 400,000  00 

Interest  due  on  the  foreign  debt 1,771,496  90 

Domestic  debt  of  the  Revolution,  estimated — .  63,918,475  44 

The  a1)ove  are  the  details  (so  far  as  the  progress  of  the  examination 
has  developed  them)  of  the  item  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  (page 
20),  **  Revolutionary  debt,  estimated  $76,000,000." 


LXIV  INVESTIGATION    OF   THE   ACCOUNTS    OF 

Mississippi-purchase  stock 14,282, 151  12 

Louisiana-purchase  stock 11, 250, 000  00 

Washington  and  Georgetown  debt  assumed  by  the  United  States ....  1, 500, 000  00 

United  States  Bank  subscription  stock 7, 000, 000  00 

Six  percent.  Navy  stock 711,700  00 

Texas-purchase  stock 5,000,000  00 

Mexican  indemnity  stock 303,573  92 

Bonn tv-land  scrip 233,075  00 

Tompkins  fraud  in  loan  of  1798 1,000  00 

The  following  amounts  represent  the  discounts  suffered  in  placing  the 
loans  named  ;  only  the  money  actually  received  was  covered  into  the 
Treasury.  The  difference  between  this  and  the  face  value  of  the 
stock  issued  was  the  discount.  To  make  the  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures on  the  loan  accounts  correct,  these  discounts  should  be  credited 
to  the  loans  as  receipts  and  charged  to  a  discount  account. 

Loan  of  1796 Discount.  10,000  00 

Loan  of  February.  1813 do....  2,109,377  43 

Loan  of  August,  1813 do....  988,581  % 

Ten-million  loan  of  1814 do....  1,983,895  25 

Six-million  loan  of  1814 do....  1,076,826  97 

Undesignated  stock  of  1814 do....  93,868  95 

Loan  of  March,  1815 do....  588,820  93 

Loan  of  February,  1861 do....  2,019,776  10 

The  foregoing  are  the  details  of  the  difference  of  $116,105,081.45,  so  far 

as  the  examination  of  the  public-debt  accounts  has  progressed. 

There  still  remains  to  be  explained 942, 433  83 

Total 116,105,081  45 

Q.  When  did  this  $116,000,000  first  appear  in  the  Finance  Beport  f— A.  The  first  note 
is  in  1871. 

Q.  When  did  this  $116,000,000  first  appear;  what  is  it  a  discrepancy  between?— A. 
The  discrepancy  is  between  the  amount  received  on  account  of  loans  and  Treasorj 
notes. 

Q.  In  the  published  reports  in  which  year  did  it  first  appear  to  make  a  discrep- 
ancy?— A.  In  1870. 

Q.  Under  wh^t  head  ? — ^A.  Under  the  head  of  Tables  K  and  L. 

Q.  What  are  their  names  f — ^A.  **  Statement  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the 
United  States." 

Q.  That  made  a  discrepancy  of  $116,000,000  between  that  statement  and  what  other 
statement  f — A.  And  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  as  shown  at  that  time  by  the  debt 
statement. 

Q.  This  $116,000,000,  then,  first  appeared  there  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  first  appeared  in  what  f — A.  It  first  appeared  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870, 
the  amount  itself;  the  note  in  1871. 

Q.  It  first  appeared  in  what  part  of  the  Finance  Report  of  1870  f — A.  In  the  tables  K 
and  L. 

Q.  Tables  which  show  what  f — A.  Which  show  the  receipts  and  exiienditares  from 
1789  to  1870. 

Q.  In  the  table  of  receipts  and  expenditures  there  appeared  $116,000,000  more  that 
yesu*  than  when  f  What  is  the  discrepancy  in  these  tables  with ;  what  do  they  differ 
from  f — A.  The  difference  between  the  receipts  and  expenditures  differs  from  the  pnb- 
lic  debt  statement  that  amount.    That  is  my  understanding  of  it. 

Q.  That  year  for  the  first  time  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  is  the  larger  f — ^A.  The  public  debt  statement.        ^    * 

Q.  The  public  debt  statement  was  that  year  $116,000,000  larger  than  what — what  is 
this  difference  about  f — A.  It  is  a  difference  between  the  amount  as  shown  by  the  rt- 
ceipts  in  these  tables  on  account  of  loans  and  Treasury  notes  and  the  expenditures  od 
account  of  the  redemption  of  the  same — between  that*  balance  and  that  shown  by  the 
public  debt  statement  at  that  date. 

Q.  That  difference  appeared  for  the  first  time  in  the  published  reports  in  what  year  f— 
A.  Eight  hundred  and  seventy. 

Q.  It  arose  from  including  in  one  of  the  statements  the  items  which  yon  have  giveD- 
Were  all  the  items  which  you  have  given  that  make  up  the  $116,000,000  ever  published 
before  in  the  Finance  Report  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  They  were  published  that  year  for  the  first  time  T— A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is,  in  the 
year  1871. 
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•  And  that  increased  the  amonut  of  the  public  expenditures  by  the  sum  of  $116,- 

000  f — A.  No.  sir ;  there  was  no  increase. 

w  It  increased  the  amount  stated  in  the  report  when  published  for  the  first  time ;  or 
|4  eSect  had  it  f — A.  It  was  included  in  the  aggregates  as  published.    There  is  no 
ilion  of  the  difference  in  any  shape  in  1B70. 
.  It  was  included  in  the  j)ublic  expenditures  in  1870  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in  that  table. 

-  Was  it  ever  inchided  in  the  table  of  public  expenditures  before  that  time! — A.  I 
ik  rery  likely  it  was.  It  must  have  been,  so  lar  as  the  expenditures  were  con« 
led. 

.  If  it  had  always  been  included,  how  came  it,  then,  to  make  a  difference  in  1870  f — - 
t  did  not  make  any  difference ;  there  wss  no  difference. 

.  Then  you  have  not  accounted  for  how  a  difference  in  1870  arose  by  including 
5,000,000 1 — ^A.  I  have  not  pretended  to. 

-  Will  you  make  the  effort  ? — ^A.  I  have  attempted  to  explain,  by  this  note,  why  it 
liat  the  "difference  between  the  receipts  from  loans  and  Treasury  notes  and  the  re- 
rptions  of  loans  and  Treasury  notes  does  not  agree  with  the  public-debt  statement 
uhat  day. 

[.  Why  do  they  not  agree  with  it  ? — A.  For  the  very  reason  I  have  stated. 

i.  Because  in  one  of  them  these  items  are  included  and  in  the  other  they  are  not? — 

ISOj  sir;  because  in  the  receipts  from  loans  and  Treasury  notes  are  included  all 

neys  received  for  that  piirpose,  and  in  the  expenditures  are  included  all  the  money 

ich  has  been  paid  out  for  redemption  of  the  public  debt.     The  government  having 

«ived  no  money  for  these  items  which  I  have  named  here,  of  course  they  cannot 

jear  as  receipts. 

2.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  then,  that  it  is  because  in  the  receipt  column  this  $116,000,000 

M  not  appear  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

J.  While  it  does  appear  in  the  redemption  column  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

J.  Is  that  the  whole  explanation  of  this  difference? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

J.  The  reason  why  it  did  not  aj>pear  in  the  column  of  receipts  arose  from  the  mode 

keeping  the  books  in  those  times  f — A.  No,  sir ;  it  arose  from  the  fact  that  no  money 

8  received,  the  bonds  or  stock  having  been  issued  to  pay  indebtedness. 

1.  It  arose  from  the  fact  that  the  books  which  kept  the  account  of  receipts  only 
re  no  place  in  them  for  these  items  ? — A.  Certainly.     They  did  not  belong  there. 

).  And  yon  obtained  those  items  ftom  another  source  ? — A.  I  obtained  those  items 

m  the  statements  of  redemptions  and  expenditures  on  account  of  the  public  debt. 

J.  Were  all  the  items  that  make  up  the  $116,000,000,  or  were  they  not,  on  the  books 

the  Treasury  Department  f — A.  So  far  as  the  expenditures  go,  they  were. 

).  Were  you  enabled  to  make  up  the  amount  of  this  $116,^0,000  from  data  on  the 

>k8  of  the  Treasury  Department  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  wherever  I  attempted  to ;  that  is  to 

r,  when  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  go  to  the  books.     If  I  had  any  doubt  of  any- 

ng,  I  went  to  the  original  books  to  see  it. 

}.  You  made  it  up  entirely  from  books  of  some  kind  ?— A.  Entirely  from  the  accounts 

the  government. 

2.  Did  you  make  up  this  whole  amount  of  $116,000,000  from  data  that  came  from 
>  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

As  to  these  the  committee's  expert,  William  Woodville,  on  pages  186 
id  187,  says : 

).  Take  the  public  debt,  treated  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures  instead  of  Issues 
d  Redemptions,  how  much  difference  does  there  appear  to  be  by  that  statement  f — 
$116,000,000,  in  round  numbers. 

).  Does  that  agree  in  amount  with  the  statement  made  and  found  in  the  Finance 
port  of  1871,  made  up  by  Mr.  Bayley,  who  gave  testimony  here? — A.  No,  sir;  it 
rees  with  the  Finance  Report  of  1876,  page  18,  because  there  were  some  other  things 
DQgbt  in  in  the  mean  time. 
^,  How  much  difference  was  there? — A.  $250. 

().  Then  the  statement  you  have  been  questioned  about  by  Senator  Ingalls,  and  the 
e  produced  here  by  Mr.  Bayley,  the  Treasury  clerk,  agree  within  $250  f — A.  Exactly. 
ley  are  precisely  the  same  when  divided  into  periods. 

IJ.  They  would  have  agreed,  but  that  he  stopped  in  1871  and  you  went  further  ? — 

I  went  to  1879,  and  in  the  mean  time  there  has  been  an  expenditure  where  there 

s  been  no  corresponding  receipt.    If  you  state  the  public  debt  by  Receipts  and  Ex- 

oditares,  every  expenditure  wnere  there  has  been  no  receipt  will  make  a  correspond- 

1  discrepancy  in  this  way  of  stating  the  public  debt. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

}.  And  that  is  the  explanation  of  this  whole  trouble  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
).  Then  I  understand  that  in  making  up  the  debt  by  receipts  and  expenditures 

S.  Rep.  539 -y- 


t 


LXVI  INVESTIGATION    OF   THE   ACCOUNTS    OF 

instead  of  the  way  it  was  formerly  made  up,  by  issues  and  redemptions,  there  is  a 
difference  of  $116,000,000.— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  is  principally  from  the  fact  that  bonds  were  issued  for  which  no  amounts 
went  into  the  Treasury,  and  ween  they  were  redeemed  money  went  out  of  the  Treasury 
for  them  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  There  is  another  thing.  If  a  loan  is  sold  at  a  discount,  the 
difference  between  the  receipts  from  that  loan  and  the  par  value  will  make  exactly  a 
corresponding  discrepancy  in  this  way  of  stating  the  public  debt. 

The  Eegister  accepted  none  of  these  changes  blindly  or  simply  in  obe- 
^ence  to  orders.  He  caused  an  examination  to  be  made  of  the  books 
and  accounts  in  his  office,  the  result  of  which  is  stated  by  the  present 
Eegister  of  the  Treasury,  as  follows : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  Register  had  kept  an  account  from  the  earliest  day  of  the  government ;  the 
organization  of  the  office  shows  that  he  has  been  the  official  bookkeeper  of  the  gov- 
ernment ;  but  instead  of  comparing  his  own  statements  as  previously  made  to  Congress, 
he  adopted  under  the  instructions  of  that  letter  such  statements  as  was  sent  him  from 
the  Secretary's  office.  Is  that  the  true  statement  of  it? — A.  Yes,  I  may  say  that,  in 
the  main ;  but  by  compariug  the  receipts  and  expenditures  account,  which  was  regis- 
tered in  our  office,  they  were  found,  I  believe,  to  agree  in  the  main  with  those  in  the 
Secretary's  office.  But  there  were  no  changes  made  in  the  books.  My  understanding 
is,  that  after  the  order  from  Mr.  Saville  the  report  made  in  the  Secretary's  office  was 
aaopted  by  the  Begister ;  but  there  has  been,  also,  at  the  same  time  an  examination 
of  the  books  in  the  Register's  office  another  set  of  books,  by  which  it  was  ascertained 
that  the  report  in  the  Secretary's  office  was  the  correct  one.  I  have  stated  that  one 
reason  why  the  books  kept  by  the  two  offices  did  not  agree  was,  that  one  was  kept  by 
'*  issues  and  redemptions,"  and  the  other  by  "  receipts  and  expenditures,"  which  would 
cover  all  redemptions.  Another  subject  of  difference  was  the  trust  ftind  belonging  to 
the  government.  They  were  sometimes  put  in  the  public  debt,  and  sometimes 
omitted. 

William  P.  Titcomb  says,  on  page  13 : 

Q.  WTiat  did  the  changes  involve? — A.  It  was  believed  that  the  changes  involved 
corrections,  and  that  after  the  changes  were  made  the  statements  were  more  nearly 
the  absohite  facts.  As  I  understand  it,  the  changes  were  based  on  the  belief  that  the 
former  statements  had  not  been  so  absolutely  correct. 

And  the  same  witness,  on  page  21,  says : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Mr.  Beck  has  asked  you  whether  your  report  made  to  the  Secretary  and  by  tbe 
Secretary  to  Congress  ought  not  to  be  au  exact  transcript  of  your  books  at  all  times  f— 
A.  I  should  call  them  a  compilation  from  the  books.  It  is  bringing  together  various 
items. 

Q.  And  should  be  a  true  statement,  and  intended  to  be  a  true  statement,  from  the 
books? — A.  Undoubtedly. 

And  on  page  17  the  same  witness  says,  in  answer  to  a  question  by 
Mr.  Allison : 

Q.  In  the  letter  above  alluded  to  the  Register  states  that  he  sends  to  the  Secretary 
'^A  report  on  the  public  debt  according  to  the  receipts  and  expenditures,  and  also 
comparative  statements  showing  the  differences  between  the  loan  account  and  the  re- 
ceipts and  expenditures  account";  and  he  also  states  that  in  making  up  this  report 
"it  necessitated  the  re-examination  of  every  account  from  1836  to  July  1,  1871."  Will 
you  ascertain  under  whose  direction  this  report  was  made  up  and  furnish  this  report  to 
the  committee,  as  well  as  the  name  of  the  person  under  whose  immediate  charge  it 
was  made  ? — A.  I  can  state  now  by  whom  tliat  examination  was  made,  or  the  person 
having  charge  of  it,  and  who  made  the  report.  It  was  the  then  chief  clerk  of  the  Reg- 
ister's office,  Maj.  J.  T.  Power,  who  is  now  the  chief  of  the  warrant  division  in  the 
Secretary's  office. 

Joseph  T.  Power  says,  on  page  66 : 

Q.  Was  there  a  careful  and  detailed  examination  made  of  the  books  of  the  Reg- 
ister's office  from  1833  to  lb70,  inclusive,  when  these  changes  were  made  ? — A.  I  un- 
derstand that  there  was. 

Q.  How  long  did  it  take  and  how  many  clerks  ? — A.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr. 
Saville  asked  the  Register  to  detail  two  clerks  from  the  office  for  this  purpose  to  work 
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li«e  statements  in  connection  with  other  clerks  in  the  Secretary's  office,  but  how 
y  were  from  the  Secretary's  office  I  do  not  know.  I  think  they  were  at  work  less- 
i  a  year. 

Jid  on  page  72  the  same  witness  says  : 

Then  the  changes  and  alterations  that  appear  in  tlie  pnblic  debt  were  made  be- 
»i  1869  and  1871  f— A.  Yes,  sir.  You  say  ** changes  in  the  public  debt."  They 
i  changes  in  the  reporta,  not  in  the  public  debt. 

lie  same  witness,  on  page  97,  says : 

.  In  making  the^e  different  statements  since  1870,  has  a  single  figure  been  changed 

he  books  of  the  department  f — A.  Not  one. 

.  It  is  only  a  different  method  of  putting  together  what  the  books  state  ? — A.  Pre- 

»y- 

.  Is  the  same  true  in  relation  to  the  statements  of  receipts  and  expenditures  for 
k  years  f — A.  It  is  the  same,  but  receipts  and  expenditures  have  always  been  stated 
ti  what  is  called  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  account,  the  difference  arising  in 
n  from  a  difference  in  statmg,  one  by  warrants  paid,  and  the  other  by  warrants 
«d.    That  is  another  class. 

[he  revision  of  these  tabulated  statements,  in  addition  to  correcting 
i>r8  in  judgment,  discovered  and  corrected  numerous  errors  and  blun- 
8: 

}lenni  W.  Scofield,  on  page  19,  says: 

.  So  that  in  fact  the  material  changes,  whether  they  were  the  system  or  what  not, 
;  occurred,  occurred  between  1869  and  1871  f — A.  I  think  they  occurred  in  1871  ex- 
iTely,  with  the  excepti<m  of  a  blunder  in  this  tabulated  statement  which  was 
e  by  Mr.  Nevin — he  did  not  know  how  to  make  it — the  bhinder  of  deducting  the 
in  the  Treasury. 

You  speak  of  the  great  discrepancy  in  1869  and  1870.  How  do  you  understand 
that  originated  T — A.  My  understanding  is  that  it  originated  in  the  Receipts  and 
mditnres  Division,  hy  the  chief  of  that  division  taking  the  monthly  public-debt 
»ment  as  a  guide  to  him  instead  of  going  to  the  books  of  that  division  ;  he  thought 
was  an  official  statement.    That  is  my  understanding  of  it. 

And  he  deducted  the  cash  in  the  Treasury  from  the  amount  of  the  debt  T — ^A. 
r  is  apparently  the  way  in  which  he  arrived  at  the  figures  which  were  published 
le  Register's  report. 

rilliam  Guilford,  on  page  26,  says: 

I  understood  you  to  say,  in  answer  to  Senator  Davis,  that  there  were  clerical 
«  in  the  statements  of  1869  and  1870.  WiU  you  now  state  the  nature  of  those 
«  and  the  extent  of  them,  as  nearly  as  yon  can  t — A.  The  public  debt,  in  the 
iments  for  1869  and  1870,  was  stated  by  the  head  of  the  division,  who  had  no  prac- 
experience  in  the  business,  and  he  was  told  by  Mr.  Saville  that  he  must  make  it 
»  with  the  public-debt  stat-ement  of  the  Secretary.  Instead  of  making  it  up  from 
K>oks  of  the  Register's  office,  he  sent  up-stairs  and  got  the  public-debt  statement 
be  last  month  of  that  year  from  the  Secretary's  office.  In  this  public-debt  state- 
;,  as  yon  are  aware,  I  presume,  there  is  a  column  '*  principal  of  the  public  debt"; 
)  is  then  a  column  of  interest,  which  added  is  carried  out,  making  so  much.  Then 
)  IB  a  column  of  ''cash  in  the  Treasury''  which  is  deducted,  leaving  a  net  total  of 
Qch.  Instead  of  taking  the  figures  of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt,  he  took 
Igures  below,  which  gave  the  present  debt  plus  the  interest  and  minus  the  cash 
te  Treasury,  making  one  hundred  million  oollars  difference  from  what  the  real 
of  the  public  debt  was.  He  took  that  for  the  two  years  1869  and  1870,  as  you 
«adily  see  by  referring  to  the  public-debt  statements  of  those  two  years. 
That  accounts  for  the  errors  tnere  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

f  the  fact  that  such  a  revision  was  necessary  and  proper  there  can 

lO  possible  doubt. 

>seph  T.  Power,  on  pages  79  and  80  of  the  testimony,  says  : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

In  yonr  judgment,  was  there  a  necessity  for  going  back  for  30  or  40  years  (as  was 
in  1870)  to  get  the  items  for  stating  the  public  debt  in  the  way  which  you  now 
:  is  the  best  way f — A.  Yes;  it  could  have  commenced  there,  but  not  without 
;  back  and  stating  the  account  up  to  that  date  from  some  period  when  the  publio 
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-debt  was  commencing  or  where  it  could  be  determined  with  perfect  accuracy.  The 
statement,  as  furnished  in  the  report  of  1870,  at  page  24,  is  the  approximation  to  that ; 
that  is,  to  furnish  the  basis  for  the  commencement  of  this  account  in  1870. 

Q.  Now  explain  why  you  could  not  have  assumed  that  the  debt  was  a  given  amoant 
in  1870,  and  commenced  your  system  from  there  ?  In  other  words,  why  you  could  not 
have  taken  what  the  debt  appeared  to  be  at  that  day  and  commenced  your  new  sys- 
tem?— A.  The  difficulty  would  be  to  tell  what  that  day  was  when  the  two  accounts 
•could  be  brought  together. 

Q.  Could  you  not  have  taken  the  year  1869  or  1870  as  the  basis  and  starts  from 
that,  as  well  as  to  have  gone  back  to  1833  and  started  from  there  ? — A.  The  diflBculty 
is  to  find  a  starting  poiut  at  which  both  accounts  would  perfectly  reconcile,  and,  con- 
sidering the  magnitude  of  this  public-debt  account  in  1870,  it  was  simply  impossible  to 
determine  that  without  making  this  examination  from  the  commencement  of  each  loan 
Then  in  18^)6  the  accountants  assumed  from  the  best  information  at  hand  an  amount 
with  which  they  commenced,  and  to  make  that  as  small  as  possible  they  commenced 
in  that  year,  noted  in  history  as  being  the  period  when  there  was  comparatively  no 
public  debt. 

The  correctness  of  this  revisioD,  which  was  made  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  in  1869  and  1870,  and  pablished  in  the  Finance  Rei>ort  for  the 
jfirst  time  in  1870,  is  fully  established  by  sabseqaent  examinations. 

Joseph  T.  Power,  on  pages  81  and  82,  says: 

By  the  Cuairmax  : 

Q.  By  Receipts  and  Expenditures  there  are  $116,000,000,  in  round  numbers,  unac- 
counted for,  according  to  this  report.  There  is  the  Revolutionary  debt,  estimated  at 
$76,000, 000,  in  round  numbers.  Could  not  that  estimate  have  been  $86,000,000  as  well 
as  $76,000,0001 — A.  That  amount  put  in  there  as  "  estimated  "  is  the  amount  which 
the  present  government  assumed  from  the  old  government,  $76,000,000. 

Mr.  Dawes.  Does  the  chairman  mean  by  that  question  to  inquire  the  data  on  which 
that  estimate  was  made? 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Dawes.  If  the  witness  knows  what  were  the  data  I  should  like  to  aacertain 

them. 

The  Witness.  It  is  a  historical  fact,  and  I  believe  the  public  accounts  have  hereto- 
fore fixed  that  sum  uniformly  at  $76,000,000.  It  was  an  assumed  amount,  and  until 
the  whole  debt  was  paid  it  could  never  be  determined  how  much  was  outstanding  of 
these  loans. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Then  you  speak  of  Mississippi  stock,  the  Louisiana  ])urchasc,  Washington  and 
Georgetown  debt,  United  States  Bank  stock,  Six  per  cent.  Navy  stock,  Texas  purchajie^ 
Mexican  indemnity,  and  then  add : 

**  In  addition  t-o  the  foregoing,  the  following  amount  is  to  be  added,  being  composed 
of  discounts  suffered  in  placing  loans,  interest  paid  and  erroneously  charged  as  prin- 
cipal, and  various  errors  in  settling  and  stating  loan  accounts.  All  of  these  latt«r  and 
the  Revolutionary  debt  are  now.  being  investigated  and  wiU  be  explained  in  a  future 
report  in  detail." 

That  amount  is  $10,057,406.41,  unexplained  in  any  way  except  in  the  way  I  have 
designated.  The  changes  of  figures  we  have  referred  to  in  the  debt  statement  took 
place  in  1870.  This  report  is  that  of  1871,  which  says  that  examinations  are  yet  to 
take  place  to  explain  over  $10,000,000.  Is  it  not  a  little  singular  that  these  changes, 
amounting  to  cents  as  well  as  many  dollars,  should  have  taken  place  a  year  befoit* 
this  examination  was  concluded,  by  which  ten  million  was  unaccounted  for! — A 
That  ten  million  referred  to  there  relates  to  discrepancies  prior  to  1836  in  all  cases; 
and  in  the  Finance  Reports  of  1876,  on  page  18,  a  thorough  examination  brings  it  down 
to  a  discrepancy  of  $942,433.83  **as  uneuumerated  items,  consisting  of  premiums  aud 
discount,  interest,  commissions,  brokerage,  &c.,  the  full  details  of  which  can  only  be 
given  when  the  examination  of  the  a<;couuts  of  the  domestic  debt  of  the  Revolutioo 
IS  completed." 

The  final  result  of  the  examination,  as  it  now  stands,  is  shown  on  pa^e  18  of  this  re- 
port. It  has  all  been  explained  except  that  $942,433.83,  and  the  examination  has  not 
been  brought  further  than  that.  The  clerks  have  all  been  taken  off  this  examination, 
as  the  re<luction  of  force  in  the  department  does  not  enable  us  to  continue  theexamiDS- 
tion.  We  have  but  one  clerk  who  is  on  all  this  general  detail  of  statement,  and  there 
has  been  nothing  done  on  it  for  two  years ;  but  I  would  state  that  it  may  be  found 
that  some  of  these  accounts  have  been  destroyed  in  the  fire  of  1812  and  subsequent 
casualties,  by  which  the  accounts  of  the  department  have  suffered,  but  even  to  the 
very  penny  it  is  capable  of  explanation  with  that  exception.  What  makes  it  so  very 
difficult  to  explain  some  of  these  earlier  loans  is  that  on  the  first  loan  of  the  government, 
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took  np  the  old  debt  and  isHaed  stock  for  two-thirds  the  amount  of  the  debt  at 
cent,  and  the  other  third  deferred  to  1808,  the  payment  of  interest  was  applied 
>  interest  accrued  and  indents  of  interest  were  issued.     The  law  authorizing  the 
pmption  of  that,  according  to  my  recollection,  provided  for  redeeming  it  in  this 

r:  Eight  per  cent,  of  the  debt  was  redeemed  every  year.  What  was  interest  was 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  8  per  cent,  and  the  balance  to  go  to  a  reduction  of  the  princi- 
^  and  thus  it  makes  one  oi  the  most  complicated  accounts  possible,  and  it  would  take 
K«  of  examination  to  get  out  that  single  account  itself  to  determine  what  was  in- 
^•t  and  what  was  principal. 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 
J.  How  old  is  the  transaction  ? — A.  The  first  loan  of  1792. 

the  same  witness,  on  page  99,  says : 

• 

k-  Yon  read  from  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  that  the  difference  had  been  ascer- 
Cked,  with  the  exception  of  about  $10,000,000,  which  would  be  explained  hereafter 
en  ascertained.  What  has  been  the  result  of  the  further  examination  ? — A.  The 
ftance  Report  for  1876,  on  page  18,  gives  the  explanation.  That  ditlerence  is  there 
fty  det4iiled  down  to  the  item  of  $94*2,433.83,  which  consists  of  unenumerated  items, 
premiums,  interest,  discount,  &c. 

^.  AU  these  differences  have  been  traced  down  to  §943,433.83,  which  has  not  yet  been 
fcced  upon  the  books  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

^.  Do  you  mean  to  say  by  that  answer  that  somewhere,  and  in  some  account  in  the 
oks,  as  heretofore  kept,  all  these  items,  with  the  exception  of  the  amount  you  have 
It  stated,  have  been  found  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  stated  heretofore  that  of  the  tirst  loan  there  has  ns  yet  been  found  no  trace 
<he  diflference  between  the  face  of  the  loan  and  the  actual  amount  received  from  it? 
{4.  Under  the  act  of  Congress  of  August  4, 1790,  what  is  called  the  six  per  cent,  stock 
id  deferred  stock  and  the  three  per  cent,  stock  were  issued  to  take  up  the  domestic 
ibt,  and  interest  accrued  thereon,  of  the  Revolution,  and  the  floating  debt.  That 
mstituted  the  funded  debt  of  that  period.  These  loans  were  redeemed  in  such  a  wjiy 
&  to  make  it  almost  impossible  to  exactly  determine  the  amount  of  interest  and  the 
iM)unt  of  principal  paid  upon  the  loans,  as  the  first  payment  was  made  by  redeeming 
ght  per  cent,  of^  the  bonds,  which  paid  the  interest,  six  per  cent.,  and  two  per  cent,  of 
m  pnncipal.  This  eight  per  cent,  payment  each  year  increasea  the  amount  of  pay- 
lent  on  the  principal  every  year,  and  diminished  the  amount  of  interest.  The  pVinci- 
il  payments  were  increasing  each  year,  and  the  interest  decreasing ;  so  that  that  is 
De  of  the  difficulties  of  investigating  that  particular  loan,  and  illustrates  the  difiicnl- 
tes  of  accurately  determining  the  amount  paid  for  principal. 

The  mode  of  making  these  tabulated  statements,  adopted  in  1870  and 
lorsued  ever  since,  is  the  best  and  most  accurate  in  the  opinion  of  the 
lost  competent  clerks  in  the  department. 

Mr.  Guilford  says,  on  page  27 : 

Q.  How  much  time  would  such  examination  require  for  a  given  year — say  1869 — 
iiyouT office  T— A.  It  probably  would  not  take  over  about  a  month's  time ;  but  then 
rdo  not  see  what  you  could  arrive  at,  for  they  are  statements  entirely  different ;  one 
i  •  statement  of  the  issues  of  a  loan,  and  the  other  is  a  statement  of  the  actual  receipts 
tein  that  loan,  and  they  have  no  relation  to  each  other.  For  instance,  if  you  issue 
He  hundred  notes,  and  charge  yourself  as  owing  that  amount  as  soon  as  you  issue 
bem,  I  think  it  would  be  an  incorrect  statement  of  your  indebtedness.  You  do  not 
fwe  anything  until  those  notes  have  passed  into  other  hands  and  you  have  received 
ht  money  for  them.  The  old  statement  was  a  statement  of  all  the  obligations  which 
he  United  States  issued.  The  present  statement  is  the  amount  of  money  actually  re- 
vived by  the  United  States,  which  I  think  is  the  true  statement. 

Q.  Then  you  regard  the  present  mode  of  statement  as  an  improvement  upon  the  old 
node  T— A.  I  do,  and  very  materially  so,  and  1  think  any  business  man  would  coincide 
Q  that  view. 

Q.  It  shows  the  true  condition  of  the  public  debt? — A.  Exactly,  with  the  exception 
hat  I  do  not  know  about  the  classification  of  it ;  it  may  be  wrongly  classified,  but  the 
utdu9  I  consider  far  superior. 

In  reference  to  the  relative  merits  of  the  two  methoda  of  s'ating  the 
ebt  and  the  cause  of  the  changes  in  the  figures,  Dr.  Guilford  says : 

Q.  I  think  you  have  stated  fully  that  those  changes  occurring  in  the  public-debt 
atement  during  the  years  1870  and  1871,  as  api^ears  from  the  tabulated  statements 
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of  the  Register  and  the  Secretary,  arose  from  the  different  methods  adopted  in  stating, 
and  from  no  other  cause  or  reason  f — A.  That  is  all ;  different  methods  of  statement. 
One  method  was  of  stating  it  by  issnes  and  redemptions,  and  the  other  a  diifereut 
method  of  classification. 

Q.  And  you  regard  the  latt»^r  method  as  the  best  method  of  stating  the  debt  f — A. 
The  method  that  now  obtains ;  I  do. 

The  following  statement  from  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Guilford  further 
elucidates  this  subject : 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Yonr  largo  experience  in  the  office  of  the  Register  enables  you  to  speak  pretty 
fully  of  the  duties  of  that  office,  and  therefore  I  want  you  now,  as  briefly  as  you  can, 
to  tell  us  what  you  understand  by  the  first  subdivision  of  section  313  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  which  provides  that  "  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Register  to  keep  the  ac- 
counts of  the  receipts  and  exx)enditure8  of  public  money,  and  of  all  debts  due  to  or 
from  the  United  States." — A.  That  the  Register's  office  shall  be  the  bookkeepers  of 
the  government,  to  put  it  as  condensed  as  possible. 

Q.  And  every  dollar  that  comes  into  the  Treasury  and  every  dollar  that  goes  out  of 
the  Treasury  must  appear  on  the  books  of  the  Register  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  his  annual  published  reports  import  absolute  verity  as  to  those  facts  ? — A. 
They  are  supposed  to  do  so. 

Q.  That  is  the  object  of  them  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  has,  from  the  beginning  of  the  government,  or  from  a  very  early  i>eriod  of  it, 
ma  le  these  annual  reports  to  Congress  and  the  country,  has  he  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  up  to  1870  the  annual  report  so  furnished  was  all  that  the  country  had  to 
rely  upon  as  to  the  truth  of  the  condition  of  the  Treasury  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  you  say  that  in  1871  it  was  ascertained  that  all  those  statements  had  been 
false  from  the  beginning  of  the  government? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  propose  to  tell  usf — A.  Not  that  they  were  false,  but  that  they 
were  not  stated  correctly  :  that  they  were  not  stated  on  a  correct  basis  as  far  as  the 
public  debt  was  concernea.  They  stated  the  amount  that  the  government  professe<l 
to  owe,  but  not  the  amount  it  did  actually  owe ;  the  difference  was  that  it  stated  the 
amount  the  government  i>roposed  to  owe  from  year  to  year,  and  not  what  it  did  actu- 
ally owe. 

Q.  Would,  or  not,  each  year  then  correct  the  other  ? — A.  It  might,  and  it  did  in  a 
great  measure  correct  the  other,  year  by  year,  provitled  all  the  loans  were  negotiated. 

Q.  So  that  what  failed  to  appear  in  one  year  by  reason  of  the  issue  not  having  been 
negotiated  would  appear  in  the  next  when  it  wasf — A.  Unless  the  loan  was  canceled 
or  not  wholly  negotiated. 

Q.  And  if  it  had  been  either  canceled  or  not  wholly  negotiated,  was  it  not  the  duty 
of  the  Register  in  the  succeeding  year,  from  that  fact  appearing,  to  so  alter  his  state- 
ment as  to  make  that  appear? — A.  He  ought  to  do  it,  of  course. 

Q.  The  Secretary  ascertained,  or  the  Register  and  the  Secretary  together  ascertained, 
in  1871,  that  from  1833  there  had  been  wrong  statements  made  to  the  public  annually 
by  the  Register  as  to  the  truth  of  the  debt  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  you  can  say  it  was 
wrong.  For  instance,  cm  a  certain  basis  you  may  say  you  owe  a  certain  amount  of 
money,  and  on  another  basis  you  may  say  you  owe  a  different  amount  of  money,  and 
still  both  would  be  correct.  For  instance,  you  may  say,  **  lowe  $100,000,"  which  might 
be  correct.  You  may  say  then  that  I  owe  $100,000,  but  I  have  $50,000  coming  to  me, 
and  consequently  I  only  ow©  $50,000.  There  would  be  a  difference  of  $.50,000,  and  yet 
both  statements  would  be  correct.     It  depends  entirely  on  the  basis  of  your  statement. 

Q.  You  state  this,  however,  that  in  1871,  and  from  that  time  on,  the  statement  noir 
goes  forth  to  the  country  that  each  statement  made  by  the  Register  from  the  time  he 
began  to  make  statements  up  to  1870  was  made  upon  a  false  basis  f — ^A.  According  to 
my  opinion,  they  were. 

Q.  That  is  now  the  statement  made  to  the  country  each  year? — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Is  it  not  true  that  you  have  for  the  years  embracing  1869  and  1870,  and  back  of 
them,  in  the  last  eight  or  nine  years,  repudiated  all  the  former  statements  by  the 
Register  as  to  the  stat«  of  his  accounts  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  if  you  call  it  that,  and  accord- 
ing to  my  opinion  very  correctly. 

Joseph  T.  Powers  says  on  this  subject,  on  page  79 : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  your  judgment,  which  is  the  most  proper  way  to  keep  the  public-debt  stat*- 
ment,  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures"  or  by  Issues  and  Redemptions,  taking  in  view 
such  transactions  as  the  Massachusetts  payment,  and  the  Eads  payment  for  the  jet- 
ties not  long  ago,  where  bonds  were  issued  without  any  receipts  going  into  the 
Treasury?— A.  The  most  unreliable  way  of  stating  the  public  debt  is  by  Receipt* 
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aiicl  Expenditures ;  the  next  more  reliable  way  is  by  I8<!)iie8  and  Redemptions  ;  but  the 
most  reliable  way,  in  my  opinion,  is,  as  it  is  now  stated,  by  joining  the  two  together, 
making  one  balance  and  check  the  other. 

The  same  witness,  on  page  98  of  the  testimony,  says : 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  In  stating  to  Mr.  Davis  the  difference  between  the  method  adopted  by  the 
Secretary  and  the  method  adopted  by  the  Register  of  keeping  the  public  debt  ac- 
count, you  stated  that  the  Secretary's  was  by  the  amount  of  receipts  and  expenditures 
on  account  of  the  public  debt,  and  the  Register's  was  by  the  amount  of  issues  and 
redemptions,  and  you  stated  that  the  most  jierfect  way  of  keeping  the  accounts  was 
by  yoking  them  together^  as  had  been  done  since  1870.  Will  you  state  to  us  what  you 
mean  by  that  term  "yoking  them  together,"  which  you  said  was  the  most  perfect 
wav  f — A.  Under  the  present  system,  established  in  1870,  the  Division  of  Issues  and 
Redemptions  reports  at  the  end  of  every  month  the  amount  of  the  subscriptions  to  the 
loan  or  that  they  have  ready  to  issue  and  will  issue,  and  that  amount  of  money  is  cov- 
ered into  the  Treasury  and  charged  to  the  Treasurer ;  also,  all  redemptions  made  by 
the  Treasurer  are  credited  to  that  officer  in  the  same  month  the  redemptions  are  made, 
so  that  at  all  times  the  one  account  balances  and  checks  the  other.  Prior  to  1870 
money  was  covered  into  the  Treasury"  under  one  fiscal  year  and  bonds  were  issued  in 
another  fiscal  year.  Under  the  present  system  the  money  is  covered  into  the  Treasury 
in  one  fiscal  year  and  the  bonds  are  issued  as  of  that  same  fiscal  year,  although  there 
may  be  at  the  end  of  the  month  (as  there  was  at  the  end  of  last  month)  a  large  amount 
of  unissued  bonds ;  but  to  keep  the  account  correct  the  amount  is  charged  to  the 
Treasurer  as  of  that  date. 

The  committee's  clerks  found  numerous  instances  where  the  original 
record  books  of  the  department  had  been  altered  by  the  erasure  of 
words  and  figures  and  the  writing  of  others  over  them,  and  in  one  or 
two  instances  where  whole  pages  of  record  books  had  been  cut  out;  but 
the  evidence  of  the  committee's  own  clerks,  a«  well  as  of  all  other  per- 
sons examined  on  this  point,  indicated  that  all  these  changes  and  muti- 
lations occurred  in  the  usual  course  of  business,  and  were  necessary  to 
correct  errors  previously  made. 

John  W.  Gentry,  one  of  the  clerks  to  the  committee,  examined  nine 
ledgers,  and  found  upon  them  2,527  "  erasures  and  apparent  alterations.'' 
This  is  the  substance  of  his  whole  testimony,  and  the  result  of  it  all  is 
the  following,  from  page  176 : 

Q  Have  you  found  in  any  instance  where  you  have  examined  the  warrants  that 
either  a  warrant  covering  in  or  a  warrant  paying  out  money  now  differs  from  the  entry 
as  it  stands  on  the  book  F— A.  Not  as  it  stands  at  the  present  time. 

Q.  As  the  entry  stands  in  the  book  at  the  present  time,  the  warrant  covering  in  or 
the  warrant  paying  out  agrees  with  it,  so  far  as  you  have  examined  f — ^A.  They  agree. 

Q.  You  have  found  no  discrepancy  in  that  respect  ? — A.  None. 

That  such  errors  are  not  uncommon  may  be  fully  seen  by  the  follow- 
ing passage  from  the  testimony  (page  178)  of  William  Woodville,  one 
of  the  committee's  experts : 

William  Woodville  recalled. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Have  you  made  a  copy  of  the  warrant  No.  919,  of  1869  ? — Answer.  Yes, 
sir ;  this  is  it  (producing  a  paper). 

Q.  Is  that  a  true  copy  of  the  original  warrant  ? — A.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  Mr. 
Gentry  and  myself  are  going  to  compare  it  and  hand  it  to  the  rex)orter  to-morrow,  and 
then  we  shall  testify  that  it  is  a  true  copy. 

Q.  Did  you  make  it  for  a  true  copy  ? — ^A.  I  did  make  it  for  a  true  copy  and  have 
copied  it  carefully,  but  I  have  not  yet  comx)ared  it  with  the  original ;  I  will  do  it ;  it 
is  intended  to  be  a  true  copy. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  If  you  find  in  comparing  your  copy  with  the  original  that  you  have  made  a 
wrong  entry  of  a  word,  you  will  erase  it  and  put  in  the  right  word  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in 
the  copy. 

Q.  With  the  intention,  of  course,  of  making  it  right  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Have  you  ever  done  that  in  preparing  papers  ? — A.  Yea,  sir ;  when  I  have  made 
a  mistake  of  course  I  have  done  it. 

Q.  You  are  a  bookkeeper,  are  you  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  been. 

Q.  In  your  entries  in  books  has  it  been  your  miafortime  ever  to  get  a  wrong  word 
or  a  wrong  figure  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  book  then  f — A.  I  scratched  it. 

Q.  For  the  purpose  of  making  it  what  it  should  have  been  f — A.  A  bookkeeper  un- 
avoidably sometimes  will  make  a  transposition  of  figures. 

Q.  Ana  you  scratch  out  what  has  been  put  down  Tor  the  purpose  of  making  It  what 
you  intended  to  make  it  when  you  made  the  entry  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  following  from  testimony  of  Mr.  Saville,  on  page  219,  gives  tbe 
opinion  of  another  expei  t  on  this  branch  of  the  question : 

Q.  You  have  said  that  yon  examined  the  bSoks  and  that  there  were  no  erasures  or 
scratches  upon  them  f — A.  That  I  made  none. 

Q.  You  referred  to  that  matter  in  some  way.  In  your  examination  of  the  books  did 
you  discover  or  see  any  erasures  or  scratches  upon  any  of  the  IxKjks  f — A.  Yes,  lots  of 
them ;  alterations  and  erasures ;  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  keep  books  withoat 
making  erasures,  in  my  opinion. 

Q.  What  was  tlie  character  of  those  you  saw  f — A.  In  the  nature  of  erasures  and 
corrections  made  in  the  course  of  the  business,  where  h  clerk  probably  had  made  a 
mistake,  transposed  a  figure  or  had  entered  a  wrong  amount  or  a  wrong  number,  and 
discovering  his  error  had  erased  and  corrected  it. 

Q.  Was  that  in  the  day-books  or  journals  only,  or  was  it  carried  on  into  the  ledgers?— 
A.  I  will  say  that  in  all  the  examinations  I  made  of  the  accounts  of  the  department  I 
never  was  able  to  find  a  coiTection  and  alteration  or  an  erasure  that  was  not  justified 
by  a  careful  examination  of  all  the  material  that  went  to  make  the  basis  of  the  entry. 
I  mean  by  that,  that  taking  a  single  erasure  or  alteration  and  tracing  the  occasion  for 
it  through  all  the  papers  which  related  to  that  entry,  I  never  found  that  the  same 
erasure  had  been  made  in  all  the  papers  relating  to  that  one  entry.  The  erasures  were 
all  evidently  the  result  of  discovered  errors  subsequent  to  the  making  of  the  entrj'. 
Whenever  an  erasure  was  made,  it  always  had  an  object  in  view.  1  will  say  that 
when  I  first  came  into  the  Treasury  Department  I  had  an  idea  that  it  was  very  wrong 
to  ever  make  a  change  on  a  public  book  without  explaining  right  on  the  book  itself 
why  it  was  done ;  and  if  you  have  examined  the  books  I  have  kept  when  I  first  came 
into  the  department  vou  will  find  that  wherever  there  is  an  alteration  or  erasure  that 
does  not  explain  itself  there  is  a  red-ink  note  explainiug  it,  until  I  found  that  it  was 
absolutely  labor  that  I  could  not  perform. 

Q.  Are  you  speaking  now  of  the  day-books  and  journals  or  of  the  ledgers  T — A.  The 
day-books,  journals,  and  ledgers,  but  mainly  the  registers,  or  day-books,  as  they  might 
properly  be  called. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  good  bookkeeping  to  carry  erasures  into  the  ledger? 
Of  course  a  ledger  is  made  up  from  the  day-books  and  journals,  and  do  yon  thim^  it 
would  be  good  bookkeeping  to  make  ** lots"  of  erasures  and  alterations,  as  you  ex- 
pressed it,  in  the  ledgers  T — A.  I  should  not  call  it  good  bookkeeping.  I  would  not 
employ  a  lK)okkeeper  who  did  much  of  it. 

Q.  While  it  might  occur  frequently  in  the  day-books  or  journals,  ought  it  to  occnr 
in  the  ledgers  T — A.  It  ought  not  to  occur  very  often  in  the  ledgera  unless  there  i* 
some  reason  for  it.  When  I  said  "lots,"  I  did  not  have  reference  to  the  volume  of  the 
business.  When  you  consider  the  alterations  and  erasures  in  relation  to  their  propor- 
tion to  the  volume  of  business  done,  there  were  very  few  erasures  comparatively.  The 
erasures  were  numerous ;  but,  in  proportion  to  the  volume  of  business  done,  they  were 
very  few. 

The  result  of  all  the  testimony  and  of  the  examinations  of  the  committee 
shows  conclusively  that  no  money  can  be  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  ex- 
cept by  warrant  drawn  by  the  Secretary,  countersigned  by  the  Comp- 
troller, and  registered  by  the  Begister;  that  all  such  warrants  are  either 
warrants  in  favor  of  disbursing  officers,  advancing  to  them  money  which 
they  must  subsequently  account  for,  or  warrants  issued  in  favor  of 
public  creditors  based  upon  settlement^  of  the  proper  Auditor  and  Comp- 
troller in  their  favor  upon  vouchers  and  evidence  ou  file  in  the  office  of 
the  proper  Auditor. 

The  money  of  the  government  is  deposited  with  the  Treasurer  antl 
the  various  assistant  treasurers  and  designated  depositories,  who  issu* 
certificates  of  deposit  therefor  in  triplicate,  one  of  which  is  retained 
by  the  depositor,  one  is  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Ih^ 
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Treasnrer,  and  the.  third  transmitted  to  the  same  officer  by  the  deposi- 
tor. Upon  these  certificates  of  deposit  the  money  is  covered  into  the 
Treasury  by  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary,  countersigned  by  the  Comp- 
troller, registered  by  the  Eegister,  and  receipted  by  the  Treasurer. 

Upon  the  warrants  directing  the  payment  of  money  out  of  the  Treas- 
ury, the  Treasurer  issues  his  draft  in  favor  of  the  public  creditor  or  dis- 
bursing officer,  as  the  case  may  be,  but  does  not  receive  credit  for  the 
payment  until  after  the  draft  has  been  actually  paid  and  returned 
properly  indorsed  and  attached  to  the  warrant.  He  is  charged  with  all 
the  warrants  issued  covering  money  into  the  Treasury  immediately  upon 
their  issue,  and  it,  therefore,  results  that  in  his  account  he  is  charged 
with  every  "covering"  warrant  as  soon  as  issued,  but  does  not  receive 
credit  for  the  "pay '^warrant  until  the  draft  issued  thereon  has  been 
actually  paid  and  returned.  This  occasions  what  is  known  as  outstand- 
ing warraut«,  which  vary  in  amount  from  time  to  time. 

On  page  8  of  Senate  Report  of  Committee,  !No.  371,  Forty-fourth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  the  following  explanation  of  this  occurs,  and  as  this 
explanation  is  brief,  complete,  and  accurate,  it  is  here  inserted : 

"The  Eegister  of  the  Treasury,  since  the  commencement  of  the  gov- 
ernment, has  pursued  the  system  of  stating  the  expenditures  of  the 
government  by  the  Treasurei^s  account  (warrants  paid);  but  as  this 
account  cannot  be  settled  in  time  to  be  included  in  the  Finance  Report, 
the  expenditures,  as  shown  by  the  appropriation  account  (warrants 
issued),  are  used  for  the  time  being ;  but  as  soon  as  the  Treasurer's 
account  is  settled,  the  correct  amount  by  warrants  paid  is  substituted 
in  the  published  tables.  During  the  war  the  settlement  of  the  Treas- 
urer's account  was  so  far  in  arrears  that  the  change  from  warrants 
issued  to  warrants  paid  was  not  made  front  1862  until  1869,  when  the 
changes  in  the  years  1862  to  1866,  inclusive,  were  effected." 

The  report  above  referred  to  contains  a  brief  and  conclusive  expla- 
nation of  the  various  differences  in  the  tabulated  statements,  which 
have  been  so  much  commented  upon,  and  fully  justifies  the  statement 
that  while  the  tables  from  diff'erent  data  when  compared  together  do 
show  discrepancies,  all  of  these  discrepancies  are  matters  of  detail,  and 
are  susceptible  of  comx>lete  explanation,  satisfactory  to  any  person  of 
sufficient  intelligence  to  understand  them  and  fairness  to  concede  their 
correctness.  The  result  of  all  the  testimony  taken  by  the  committee, 
and  the  examinations  of  its  experts,  fully  sustains  the  accuracy  of  their 
report.  The  undersigned  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  differences  in  these 
statements  are  unfortunate,  and  they  can  think  of  no  remedy  for  the 
trouble  but  the  establishment  of  a  rule  in  the  department  that  all  tables 
and  statements  shall  emanate  from  one  source  and  shall  invariably  be 
made  from  the  same  data  and  upon  the  same  principle. 

CONCLUSIONS. 

Ist.  The  tabulated  statements  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  and 
of  the  public  debt  as  contained  in  the  official  finance  reports  up  to  and 
including  the  year  1869  substantially  agree,  and  the  same  tabulated 
statements  in  the  finance  reports  from  1871  to  the  present  time  also 
substantially  agree.  The  tabulated  statements  of  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures and  of  the  public  debt  accompanying  the  Secretary's  report,  as 
printed  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870,  do  not  agree  with  the  like  stiite- 
ments  of  the  Register  in  the  same  report,  and  the  reason  for  this  disa- 
greement in  1870  is  that  in  that  year  the  tabulated  statements  of  the 
Secretarj^'s  report  were  made  in  his  own  office  after  a  careful  revision. 
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and  reanalysis  of  the  books  by  competent  clerks  in  his  office,  which  dls* 
closed  certain  errors  in  the  classification  of  expenditures. 

2d.  In  November,  1871,  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
under  instructions  from  the  Secretary^  directed  the  Eegister  of  the 
Treasury,  in  writing,  to  make  changes  in  his  tabular  statement  of  the 
public  debt  so  as  to  conform  the  same  to  a  like  statement  made  in  the 
Secretary's  office,  or  to  omit  his  tabular  statement  altogether.  These 
changes  were  made  by  the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  not,  however,  until 
after  he  had  made  a  careful  analysis  and  examination  of  the  various 
changes  and  ascertained  them  to  be  correct. 

3d.  The  statements  of  the  public  debt  and  of  the  receipts  and  expend- 
itures as  contained  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  difter  materially  in 
their  figures  from  those  contained  in  previous  finance  reports,  but  all  of 
these  differences  are  shown  to  have  been  the  result  of  different  methods 
of  classification,  or  different  systems  of  accounting,  and  none  of  these 
differences  indicate  that  any  change  has  been  made  in  the  original  books 
of  the  department  or  changed  the  final  result  or  affected  the  accuracy 
of  the  books. 

4th.  The  first  tabulated  statements  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures 
and  of  the  public  debt  made  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury were  prepared  in  1870.  Previous  to  that  date  these  statements,  as 
made  in  the  Register's  office,  were  the  only  ones  which  appeared  in  the 
annual  Finance  Report. 

5th.  Until  1870,  the  tabular  statement  of  the  public  debt,  as  published 
in  the  Finance  Report,  was  made  up  from  the  accounts  known  as  "  Issues 
and  Redemption"  accounts,  but  since  that  date  it  has  been  made  from 
the  accounts  known  as  "  Receipts  and  Expenditures  "  accounts.  The  dif- 
ferences between  the  figures -as  published  prior  to  1870,  and  those  pub- 
lished since  that  time,  have  resulted  from  this  new  method  of  making  up 
this  tabular  statement. 

The  total  receipts  on  account  of  public  debt  from  the  organization  of 
the  government  to  June  30, 1871,  were  $7,094,541,041.31,  and  the  total  ex- 
penditures were  $4,857,434,540.51.  leaving  a  balance  of  $2,237,106,500.80; 
and  this  should  be  the  amount  oi  the  public  debt  outstanding  and  um- 
paid,  for  the  receipts  and  expenditures  account  contained  all  transac- 
tions. 

The  Finance  Report  of  1871  states  the  actual  public  debt  at  $2,353,- 
211,332.32,  leaving  $116,104,831.52  more  outstanding  ttian  the  receipts 
and  expenditures  would  seem  to  indicate. 

This  item  of  difference  is  explained  on  page  20  of  the  Finance  Report 
of  1871,  and  consists  of  two  classes  of  transactions,  one  being  bonds 
issued  in  payment  of  various  debts  and  claims  for  which  no  money  ever 
came  into  the  Treasury,  and  which  when  matured  and  paid  off  would 
show  an  expenditure  where  there  had  been  no  corresponding  receipt, 
and  the  other  being  discount  suffered  in  placing  loans.  There  are  some 
minor  errors  also,  such  as  interest  paid  and  erroneously  charged  as  prin- 
cipal, and  errors  in  settling  and  stating  loan  accounts,  but  these  latter 
are  neither  very  numerous  nor  very  large  in  amount. 

6th.  Up  to  and  including  June  30, 1869,  the  bonds  issued  to  the  Pa- 
cific Railway  Companies  were  treated  as  part  of  the  public  debt  of  the 
United  States,  and  included  in  the  tabular  statement  of  the  public  debt, 
and  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870  these  Pacific  Railway  bonds  are 
dropped  from  the  public  debt  of  the  United  States,  and  treated  as  a 
special  debt  of  the  railway  companies. 

7th.  The  changes  in  the  tabular  statements  of  the  public  debt  and 
the  receipts  and  expenditures  were  made  after  a  careful  examination  by 
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three  competent  clerks — Maj.  Boss  A.  Fish,  Dr.  William  Guilford,  and 
Kafael  A.  Baily — under  the  direction  of  their  superior  officers,  and  sub- 
sequent examinations  sustain  the  accuracy  of  the  figures  in  the  revised 
statements. 

8th.  The  present  method  of  handling  securities  of  the  government, 
including  notes,  bonds,  and  stamps,  would  be  greatly  improved  by  hav- 
ing all  securities  pass  through  the  office  of  the  Register. 

The  report  of  the  Joint  Select  Committee  on  Eetrenchment  (Senator 
Edmunds,  of  Vermont,  chairman),  made  in  1869,  recommends  the  estab- 
lishment of  some  additional  check. 

9th.  Numerous  alterations  and  erasures  upon  the  books  of  the  Secre- 
tary, Treasurer,  and  Eegister  were  discovered,  and  in  some  instances 
entii'e  leaves  were  found  to  be  cut  or  torn  from  some  of  the  books  5  but 
none  of  these  alterations,  erasures,  or  mutilations  have  in  any  manner 
affected  the  accuracy  of  the  accounts,  nor  was  the  committee  able  to 
discover  that  these  alterations  and  erasures  were  other  than  what  they 
purported  to  be,  viz,  the  correction  of  errors  and  omissions  occurring  at 
the  time,  and  the  necessity  for  which  was  fully  sustained  by  all  the  cor- 
responding contemporaneous  and  supplemental  records  and  papers  in 
the  files  of  the  department. 

10th.  The  official  statements  of  the  amounts  received  and  expended 
by  the  War  and  Navy  and  Interior  Departments,  respectively,  do  not 
agree  with  the  amounts  charged  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  them 
for  apparently  the  same  period  of  time,  but  the  committee  did  not  in- 
vestigate the  causes  of  such  discrepancies. 

11th.  The  official  statements  of  the  cash  in  the  Treasury  on  the  30th 
day  of  June  in  each  year,  as  made  by  the  Secretary,  Register,  and  Treas- 
urer, do  not  agree  in  amount;  but  no  examination  was  made  as  to  the 
cause  of  these  differences. 

12th.  The  statement  of  the  amount  of  interest  on  the  public  debt  paid 
as  reported  by  the  Secretary,  Treasurer,  and  the  Register,  respectively, 
do  not  agree,  but  the  committee  did  not  investigate  the  cause  of  this 
discrepancy.  The  Treasurer  does  not  keep  a  sei>arate  account  of  the 
interest  paid. 

13th.  The  total  and  the  net  receipts  and  expenditures,  as  reported  by 
the  Secretary,  Comptroller,  and  Register,  at  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year, 
all  agree,  the  one  with  the  other,  but  the  same  statement  as  made  by  the 
Treasurer  difters  materially  from  the  others. 

14th.  The  Secretary's  statement  of  the  sinking  fund  and  of  the  bonds 
purchased  therefor  in  the  years  1869  and  1870  does  not  agree  with  the 
Treasurer's  statement  on  the  same  subject. 

We  are  of  opinion  that  the  result  of  the  investigation  by  this  committee 
has  not  justified  its  creation,  nor  the  great  expense  attending  its  con- 
duct, and  that  it  has  failed  te  disclose  any  facts  that  have  not  for  many 
years  been  fully  known  to  Congress  and  the  country. 

JOHN  J.  INGALLS. 
H.  L.  DAWES. 
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TESTIMONY 

TAKEN  BY 


E  SELECT  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  SENATE 


APPOINTED 


nrestigate  the  accounts^  bool'M,  and  statements  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
entj  consisting  of  Messrs.  Davis^  of  West  Virginm  (chairman)^  Becky 
Ui^on^  Ingalls,  ami  Cameron. of  Pen nsi/lvan la. 


Washington,  January  3, 1879. 
LEXNi  W.  ScoFiELD  swoni  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

(aestion.  WTiat  position  do  you  occupy  in  the  Treasury  Department ! — 
swer.  I  am  Register  of  the  Treasury.  I  was  appointed  in  April, 
8. 

j.  State  what  is  the  general  duty  of  the  Register,  especially  as  re- 
ds keeping  accounts  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  public 
ley,  and  of  the  debts  due  to  and  from  the  United  States  t — A.  On 
;e  118  of  the  Congressional  Directory  the  duties  of  the  Register  are 
ted  concisely  and  accurately,  a«  follows : 

he  Repister  of  the  Treasury  has  charge  of  the  great  account-books  of  the  United 
tes.  which  show  every  receipt  and  di.sbui*8ement,  and  from  which  statements  are 
aally  made  for  transmission  to  Congress.  He  signs  and  issues  aU  bonds,  Treasury 
eas  and  other  securities;  registers  all  warrant*  drawn  by  the  Secretary  upon  the 
iHirer;  transmits  statements  of  balances  due  to  individuals  after  their  settlement 
the  First  Comptroller,  on  which  payment  is  made ;  issues  shijis'  registers,  licenses, 
enrollments ;  prepares  annual  returns  of  all  vessels  built,  lost,  or  destroyed ;  and 
prepares  statements  of  the  tonnage  o^' vess«ds  in  which  importations  and  exi)orta- 
«  are  made,  with  the  various  articles  and  their  values.  These  duties  are  attended 
I  live  divi^*ious,  viz : 

mpOM  and  Xote  Division. — Bonds,  interest-coupons,  gold-certificates,  certificates  of 
»it  and  of  iiidebte<lness  an^  examined,  registered,  and  issued  or  redeemed. 
9U  and  Fractional  Currency  Division. — Treasury  notes,  notes  of  natiomil  banks  which 
i  gone  into  liciuidatiou,  and  mutilated  fractional  currency  are  examined,  canceled, 
destroyed. 

tan  Dirision. — Registered  and  coupon  bonds  are  issued,  embracing  the  transfer  of 
effistered  Iwnds ;  the  conversion  of  coupon  into  registered ;  the  ledger  accounts 
I  holders  of  registered  bonds,  and  schedules  made  out  upon  which  interest  on  same 
lid. 

Keiptm  and  Expenditures  Division. — The  ledgers  of  the  United  States  are  kept,  show- 
the  civil,  diplomatic,  internal-revenue,  miscellai.eonH,  and  public-debt  receiiits  and 
snditures;  also,  statements  of  the  wanauts  and  drafts  registered. 
ynnage  IHvision. — Accounts  are  kept  showing  the  registered  and  the  enrolled  and 
Mefl  tonnage,  divided  into  different  classes,  and  exhibiting  what  is  annually  built 
what  is  engaged  in  the  tisheries  of  diflcrent  kinds. 

lie  Register  also  makes  a  tabulated  statement  of  the  principal  of  the 
Jlic  debt. 
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By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  How  often! — A.  Annually.  Section  313  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
prescribes  the  duties  of  the  Register. 

By  the  Chairman  :^ 

tj.  I  hand  you  the  Finance  Report  for  1870  and  call  your  attention  to 
page  276,  and  also  the  Finance  Report  for  1871  and  call  your  attention 
to  page  368,  and  ask  whether  those  tabulated  statements  of  the  public 
debt  were  made  in  the  Register's  office  ! — A.  They  puriiort  to  have  heeu 
so  made,  and  I  have  no  doubt  they  were. 

Q.  And  were  officially  reported  to  Congress? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  they  agi^ee  as  to  the  amount  of  the  public  debt ! — A.  They  do 
not  for  some  of  the  years.  From  1833  down  to  1870,  inclusive,  I  believe, 
they  differ.  The  tables  themselves  will  show  the  differences.  Prior  to 
1833  they  agree. 

Q.  Do  all  the  years  differ  between  1833  and  1870  ?— A.  I  think  they  do. 

Q.  Can  you  state  why  the  tables  made  by  the  Register  in  1870  and 
1871  differ  so  largely  with  each  other  ! — A.  In  1870  a  tabulated  statement 
of  the  public  debt  was  made  in  the  Secretary's  office,  as  well  as  in  the 
Register's.  For  the  years  1833  to  1870,  inclusive,  these  two  tables  dis- 
agreed very  widely  in  the  amount  of  the  debt.  They  were  bound  in  the 
same  volume,  and  attention  was  attracted  to  the* differences.  The  Regis- 
ter, in  his  rei)ort  of  1871,  adopted,  hy  direction  of  Mr.  SaWlle,  chief  clerk, 
the  statement  made  in  the  Secretary's  office  for  the  disagreeing  years. 
And  thus  occur  the  disagreements  in  the  Register's  statements  for  1870 
and  1871. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  amount  involved  in  these  changes  ? — A.  1  have 
never  compared  them  to  see  exactly  the  amount,  but  1  tliink  it  was  only 
a  few  hundred  dollars  in  some  years,  in  Others  as  high  as  seventy -five 
millions.  In  1869  and  1870  I  think  it  was  nearly  a  hundi'eil  million. 
In  those  two  years  there  was  a  mistake  in  the  amount  i*eported  by  tbe 
Register's  office.  The  cash  in  the  Treasury  was  deducted  from  the  debt 
for  those  two  years.  That,  of  course,  made  it  considerably  less  than  it 
really  was.  Jt  corres]>onded  with  the  monthly  statement  of  the  Secn^- 
tary,  which  you  know  is  made  by  stating  the  debt  and  then  deduetiui? 
the  amount  of  money  in  the  Treasury  from  it.  The  gentleman  who  wa^s 
in  charge  of  tlie  books  at  that  time  got  the  inii>ression  that  that  was  tbe 
way  to  make  it,  and,  as  I  stated,  he  deducte<l  the  amount  of  money  in 
the  Treasury  those  two  years,  which  showed  the  debt  a  great  deal  lessi 
than  it  was — probably  nearly  one  hundred  millions. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  Do  1  understand  you  that  the  dlsi'rei>ancy  which  api>ear.s  in  ISiiOainl 
1870,  as  from  a  printed  statement  prei)ared  for  this  committee,  is  owiiijr 
to  tlie  fact  tliat  the  i>orson  in  charge  of  the  books  in  making  up  the 
statement  deducted  the  cash  in  the  Treasury  from  tlie  amount  oi'  the 
debt  ? — A.  Yes;  tlie  books  were  right,  but  in  making  up  his  statement, 
as  I  understand,  he  deducted  (foUowing  the  S<*cretary*s  monthly  rep«»rt 
of  th(^  real  indebtedness  of  the  United  States)  the  cash  in  the  Treasury 
from  tbe  amount  of  the  i>ublic  debt,  which  was  a  mistake. 

I*y  the  CUAiioiAN : 

Q,  Tiiat  is  the  explanation  as  to  1S;>1)  and  1S70  ?— A.  There  was  very 
likely  a  <litiV*rence  besides  that,  but  I  speak  of  that  as  causing  S(»  jriviit 
a  ditt'eriMice  for  those  two  years. 

Q,  AA^as  the  same  mistake  made  two  years  in  succession! — A.  I  think 
ijo.    It  was  not  any  mistake  in  the  books,  but  it  was  a  mistaken  idea  of 
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the  officer  who  made  out  the  statement  as  to  how  he  should  state  the 
public  debt.  If  you  get  the  Seci'etarj''s  monthly  statements  for  1869  and 
1870,  you  will  see  that  the  gentleman  who  made  out  that  report  took  the 
amount  of  cash  in  the  Ti^asury  and  deducted  it  fix)m  the  amount  of  the 
debt,  the  same  as  the  Seci^etary  did.  That  makes  the  large  discrepancy 
of  those  years ;  but  I  think  there  was  still  a  difference  without  regard 
to  that. 

Q.  Have  you  any  exi>lanatiou  to  make  of  the  Other  years  ! — A.  I  am  not 
able  from  memory  to  explain  these  discrepancies  in  detail,  for  the  reason 
that  I  have  never  made  it  a  study  and  am  not  familiar  with  it;  but  I 
can  state  in  general  my  understanding  of  the  way  the  differences 
occurred,  and  that  may,  perhaps,  aid  you  in  the  investigation  and  in 
calling  others.  The  Secretary  of  the  Ti-easury  makes  out  a  tabulated 
statement  and  the  Register  of  the  Treasury  makes  out  another  tabulated 
statement  of  the  United  States  del>t  annually.  The  Secretary's  is  made 
out  from  the  books  of  his  ottice  and  the  Registei^'s  from  the  books  of  his 
office. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  two  different  sets  of  books  are  kept,  one  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  proper,  and  the  other  in  the 
office  of  the  Register  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  long  has  that  been  the  case  that  two  sets  of  books  have  been 
kept,  and  that  the  Secretary  and  Register  has  each  made  a  tabulated 
statement? — A.  The  books,  I  suj^pose,  have  always  been  kept,  but  the 
Secretary's  tabulated  statement  was  not  made  until  1870. 

Q.  Which  is  the  senior — which  has  been  kept  the  longest  f — A.  The 
R<»gister's  statement. 

(}.  1  understand  you  to  state  that  the  Register  made  two  statements — 
one  in  1870  and  the  other  in  1871 — in  which  there  are  large  differences  ? — 
A.  The  Register  formerly  made  his  report  of  the  public  debtby  what  they 
called  ** issues  and  redemptions."  The  Secretary's  was  made  from  ''re- 
ceipts and  expenditiues."  The  amount  of  bonds  issued  and  the  amount 
redeemed  woxdd  show  on  the  Registei-'s  books.  Deducting  the  amount 
redeemed  from  the  amount  issued,  would  show  the  amount  of  public 
debt  in  one  way.  The  amount  of  moneys  received  on  account  of  the 
public  debt  might  differ  with  the  amount  of  issues  of  bonds — I  mean, 
might  <liffer  at  one  particular  date — because  the  moneys  would  be  re- 
c<*ived  into  the  Treasury,  an<l  a  repoit  made  on  that  day  would  show 
so  nn:ch  receii)ts  of  money,  but  tin*  bonds  might  not  be  issued  for  several 
da\  s  after.  A  rei)ort  made  on  the  basis  of  re(^cii)ts,  therefore,  would 
dill'er  tVoui  a  report  made  on  the  basis  of  the  issiu's,  and  so  with  exi)eud- 
it arcs  on  behalf  of  redemptions.  If  a  hundred  million  of  the  4  j)er 
rviits  had  been  subscribed  and  i)aid  for  June  .'iO,  the  last  day  of  the 
tiscal  yeiir,  tlie  bonds  would  ni>t  have  been  issued  until  the  1st  of  July, 
the?  be^anning  of  another  fiscal  year.  By  tlie  Treasurer  s  books,  the  \n\h- 
{[(•  doht  would  jii)pear  to  be  incieased  by  that  amount,  but  the  increase 
ivould  not  show  on  the  'Vissne''  books  of  the  Re^iister  until  the  following 
cear.  So,  if  the  Tr.casurcr  had  redeemed  that  amount  on  that  day,  his 
rrport  would  show  that  redaction  of  the  jmblic  debt,  l)ut  the  redeemed 
iionds  would  notapi)ear  on  tiie  Register's  books  until  the  lirst  of  the  fol- 
lowing fiscal  year. 

Q.  When  does  your  fiscal  year  close  ? — A.  June  30,  now. 

Q.  When  do  you  make  this  statement  to  Congress  ? — A.  It  is  usually 
\t\iu\e  in  October,  I  think. 
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Q.  Four  or  five  months  intervene  between  the  time  the  fiscal  year 
closes  and  the  time  when  these  statements  are  made  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  not  that  time  enough  to  get  your  accounts  adjusted  so  that  these 
discrepancies  ought  not  to  appear!  In  other  words,  was  it  not  the 
intention  of  Congress,  when  they  gave  you  four  or  five  months,  that  tliis 
should  be  sufficient  to  get  in  the  items  you  have  been  describing,  so  that 
when  the  report  was  made  to  Congress  it  should  be  a  correct  one? — A. 
I  suppose  that  was  the  object  of  the  act  of  Congress  which  made  the 
fiscal  year  close  the  last  of  June  instead  of  the  last  of  November  as  for- 
merly ;  but  still  the  report  must  be  made  up  from  the  entries  on  the 
books  during  the  fiscal  year,  and  not  according  to  subsequent  entries,  I 
think  this  change  was  made  about  1842. 

Q.  Before  the  great  bulk  of  these  discrepancies  occurred  ? — A.  Tliere 
were  but  few  prcAious,  but  the  public  debt  was  very  small  prior  to  that, 
and  almost  nothing  at  that  time. 

Q.  Can  you  stat-e  the  reason  for  going  back  thirty  odd  years  after  the 
books  had  been  closed,  and  changing  the  figures  of  the  public  debt  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  state  first  that  there  were  no  changes  made  in  the 
Kegister's  books  in  any  way,  as  I  understand.  The  figures  were  left  to 
stand  as  they  were  before.  The  change  was  made  in  the  tabulated  state- 
ment of  the  public  debt,  and  that  was  done  upon  the  order  of  Mr.  Saville 
which  I  have  here.  That  change  was  to  make  the  figures  correspond  to 
the  report  made  in  the  Secretary's  office  prior  to  that. 

Q.  If  the  books  of  the  Register,  who  is  the  official  bookkeeper,  had 
not  been  changed,  the  previous  reports  made  to  Congress  ought  to  agree 
with  the  books,  ought  they  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  they  ? — ^A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  Then,  do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  suppose  the  reports 
made  to  Congress  previous  to  1870  from  the  Register's  books  were  not 
correct,  or  were  correct?  What  do  you  say  on  that  subject  f — A.  I  think 
the  reports  made  to  Congress  prior  to  1870  were  correct,  according  to 
the  books  kept  known  as  the  books  of  'issues  and  redemptions." 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  Were  they  made  from  that  account  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  they  dif- 
fered from  the  report  made  in  the  Secretary's  office,  which  was  made 
up  from  ^'receipts  and  expenditures''  in  behalf  of  the  public  debt,  aid 
the  Register  was  directed  to  make  out  his  tabulated  statement  in  accord- 
ance with  the  receipts  and  expenditures,  so  that  it  would  correspond 
with  the  Secretary's  report. 

Q.  Instead  of  from  issues  and  redemptions  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  other  words,  he  was  required  to  change  the  fonn  of  the  state- 
ment f — A.  Yes. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  the  Register's  books  at  that  time  re-examined  so  a«  to  set* 
whether  or  not  the^^  would  support  the  after  statement,  or  which  state- 
ment they  would  support,  if  either ! — A.  You  must  know  that  all  this 
testimony  I  am  giving  is  historical.  It  does  not  come  within  my  own 
knowledge.  I  understand  that  there  was  a  very  careful  examinatiou 
and  comparison  made. 

Q.  In  the  Register's  office  ! — A.  In  the  Register's  office  and  in  the 
Secretary's  office,  and  also  a  report  made  taking  up  each  year  and  com- 
paring the  di8crei>ancies,  and  pointing  out  in  what  they  consisteil. 

Q.  Have  you  that  report  ? — A.  1  have  seen  it.  It  is  printed.  We 
can  get  it  for  you. 

Q.  Were  the  warrants  re-examined  at  the  same  time,  to  yoiu*  knowl- 
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^ge? — A.  I  have  no  knowledge  whether  they  were  or  not.  I  have 
never  nnderstood  whether  the  warrants  were  re-exaniined  or  not. 

Q.  You  do  not  state  of  your  own  knowledge  that  the  books  were  re- 
examined in  the  Kegister's  office? — A.  IN'o;  and  I  may  as  well  say  here 
that  pretty  much  all  I  am  stating  now  is  rather  what  I  have  learned 
from  the  books  and  the  clerks  since  I  have  been  in  the  office,  than  from 
any  personal  knowledge  I  may  have. 

Q.  You  speak  of  an  order  from  tlie  Secretarj'  to  tlie  then  Register, 
who  I  believe  was  Mr.  Allison,  to  make  the  changes  you  have  referred 
to  in  this  debt  statement.  Will  you  give  the  committee  that  order? — ^A. 
Yes,  sir;  this  is  the  original  order,  and  I  will  hand  jou  a  copy. 

Q.  Read  us  the  origiiml. — A.  I  will. 

Treasuky  Department, 

November  24,  1871. 

Sir:  I  have  to  request  that  the  statement  of  the  puhlic  debt  on  the  Ist  day  of  Janu- 
ary in  each  of  the  years  from  1791  to  1842,  iuchisive,  and  at  various  dates  in  subse- 
quent years,  to  July  1,  1870,  as  pinnted  on  page  276  of  the  Finance  Report  for  1870, 
may  be  omitted  from  your  tables  in  the  forthcoming  reports,  or  else  tliat  it  be  cor- 
rected to  confoiin  to  Table  H  on  page  xxv  of  the  same  report  for  the  same  year. 

This  request  is  made  in  consequence  of  a  lett^^r  from  tlie  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  - 
Treasury,  now  in  London,  who  complains  that  these  different  tables  are  frequently  re- 
ferred to  in  England,  and  the  discrepancies  between  them  constantly  and  unfavorably 
commented  upon. 

The  table  found  on  page  xxv  is,  I  believe,  as  nearly  correct  as  the  examination  of 
the  accounts  uj)  to  the  present  time  \Wll  euaVile  it  to  be  made,  though  I  am  under  the 
impression  there  will  l»e  some  changes  necessary  in  order  to  make  it  absolutely  re- 
liable. 

Vcrv  respectfullv, 

J.  H.  SAVILLE, 

Chief  Clerk. 
Hon.  Joirx  Allison, 

lleghter  of  the  Treanury. 

This  letter  is  indorsed  '^Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  chief  clerk;  24, 171. 
Asks  statement  of  the  public  debt  may  be  made  to  correspond  with 
statement  made  in  Secretary's  office.  Memorandum.  As  published  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1871,  the  statement  is  the  same  as  the 
Secretary's." 

I  believe  that  indorsement  is  in  Mr.  Allison's  handwriting.  Now  if 
you  will  take  the  report  made  by  the  Seci'etary's  office  in  1871,  and  that 
made  by  the  Register  in  1871,  in  accordance  with  that  order,  you  will 
find  that  they  are  alike,  and  they  have  continued  from  that  time  to  this 
to  be  alike  or  very  nearly  alike.  I  think  there  is  a  few  hundred  dollars 
discrepancy  this  year,  and  was  last  year. 

Q.  That  is,  the  Register's  report  to  Congress  after  1870  wai?  made  in 
accordance  with  directions  from  the  Secretarj^'s  office  ! — A.  Yes,  su' ;  I 
understand  that  the  Register  made  no  changes  in  his  books,  but  adopted 
the  report  made  by  the  Secretary  down  to  that  date. 

Q.  The  Register  had  kept  an  account  from  the  earliest  day  of  the 
government;  the  organization  of  the  office  shows  that  he  has  been  the 
official  bookkeei)er  of  the  government ;  but  instead  of  comparing  his 
own  statements  as  previously  made  to  Congress,  he  adopted  under  the 
instructions  of  tliat  letter  such  statement  as  was  sent  him  from  the  Sec- 
retary's office.  Is  that  the  true  statement  of  it  ? — A.  tYes,  1  may  say 
that,  in  the  main;  but  by  comparing  the  receipts  and  expenditures 
account,  which  was  registered  in  our  office,  they  were  found,  I  believe, 
to  agree  in  the  main  with  those  in  the  Secretary's  office.  IJut  there  were 
no  changes  made  in  the  books.  My  understanding  is,  that  after  the  order 
from  Mr.  Saville  the  rej^ort  made  in  the  Secretary's  office  was  adopted 
by  the  Register;  but  there  hi>  been,  also,  at  the  sAuie  time  auexamxw^- 


-^ 


6  INVESTIGATION   OF   THE   ACCOUNTS   OF 

tion  of  the  books  in  the  Register's  office,  another  set  of  books,  by  which 
it  was  ascertained  that  the  report  in  the  Secretary's  office  was  the  cor- 
rect one.  1  have  stated  that  one  reason  why  the  books  kept  by  the  t^'o 
offices  did  not  agree  was,  that  one  was  kept  by  "issues  and  retlemptions,'' 
and  the  other  by  "re^ieipts  and  expenditures"  which  would  cover  all 
redemptions.  Another  subject  of  diff'erence  was  the  trust  funds  belong- 
ing to  the  government.  They  were  sometimes  put  in  the  public  debt, 
and  sometimes  omitted. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  Such  as  Indian  funds,  do  you  mean  ? — A.  Indian  funds,  Smithson- 
ian funds,  and  the  naval  pension  fund.  I  was  told  that  those  items 
make  up  a  portion  of  the  difl'erence. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  state  that  the  main  diffi?rence  is  in  the  man- 
ner of  stating  the  accounts  by  issues  and  redemptions  in  your  office? — 
A.'  So  I  understand.  The  ditference  is  between  stating  the  account  by 
"issues  and  redemptions"  alone,  and  stating  it  by  "receipts and  expend- 
itures" on  account  of  the  public  debt.  By  issues  and  redemptions  you 
get  no  premiums  or  discounts — no  interest  account. 

Q.  I  understand  that  in  1870  you  changed  the  manner  of  stating  the 
account  which  had  been  kept  from  the  organization  of  the  government, 
or  the  mode  of  keeping  the  books  jn  the  office  ? — A.  I  cannot  learn  that 
any  change  was  actually  made,  although  I  came  across  a  report  the 
other  day  of  Mr.  Allison,  directed  to  the  Secretary,  in  which  he  said  he 
had  ordered  some  change  to  be  made.  I  will  get  that  for  you ;  not  a 
change  in  the  method  of  keeping  the  books  that  they  had  already,  but 
that  lie  had  opened  a  new  set.  I  have  inquired  of  some  of  my  clerks, 
and  they  say  thev  do  not  know  anything  about  that.  I  happened  to  see 
that  in  his  report. 

Q.  The  two  tables  I  have  exhibited  to  you  show  that  there  were 
changes  from  1833  to  1870,  inclusive.  Both  cannot  be  correct  if  tak^ 
from  the  books,  because  there  were  great  differences  between  them; 
seventy-five  millions,  ninety-nine  millions,  and  ninety-four  millions  a 
year,  sometimes;  sometimes  very  small  amounts. — A.  I  think  those 
large  amounts  were  made  in  the  way  I  stated  to  you.  The  debt  was 
made  a  good  deal  smaller  in  the  Register's  report  than  it  really  was,  by 
improperlji  deducting  the  cash  in  the  treasury  for  the  two  years  I  have 
named. 

Q.  But  there  were  changes  for  thirty -five  years.  Various  Secretaries 
had  reported  for  thirty -five  years  the  outstanding  public  debt  at  giveu 
amounts,  and  it  had  been  so  reported  from  your  office  each  year  for  the 
time  named ;  but  in  1870  there  appears  to  have  been  a  general  change 
back  for  thirty-five  years ;  the  changes  are  large  and  small,  sometimes 
a  decrease,  sometimes  an  increase ;  therefore  the  way  of  stating  the  re- 
demptions and  issues  could  not  affect  it  both  ways,  sometimes  a  credit 
and  sometimes  a  debit.  Have  you  any  special  explanation  on  that 
point ! — A.  That,  according  to  my  understanding,  is  exactly  what  it- 
would  do.  If  the  Treasurer  received  a  subscription  so  near  the  cloj?e  ot 
a  fiscal  year  thai:  it^did  not  appear  on  the  books  of  the  Register  until  the 
following  year,  the  Treasurer's  book  would  show  an  increase  of  the  debt, 
w  hile  the  liegister's  would  not.  So,  if  a  redemption  of  bonds  was  m^A^ 
by  the  Secretary  so  late  in  the  fiscal  year  that  it  did  not  get  on  the  '^S' 
ister's  books  until  the  following  year,  the  Secretary's  books  for  that  y^^ 
would  show  a  decrease  of  the  debt,  while  the  Register's  would  not  So 
that  a  statement  of  the  public  debt,  made  up,  solely,  from  the  ''iss«^ 
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and  redemption  "  account  in  the  Register's  office,  would  show  the  debt 
too  large  in  some  years  and  too  small  in  others.  In  cases  where  certifi-- 
cates  of  indebtedness  are  issued  without  corresponding  receipts  in  the 
Treasury,  the  amoimt  could  be  accurately  ascertained  from  the  '*  issue  ^^ 
account  in  the  Register's  office. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  there  were  no  receipts  ? — A.  There 
was  no  money  covered  into  the  Treasiuy.  I  refer  to  cases  where  bonds 
are  issued  by  authority  of  Congress,  and  no  money  is  paid  into  the 
Treasury  in  exchange  for  them.  The  Oregon  w^ar  loan  is  an  instance* 
Bonds  were  issued  to  cpiite  a  large  amount,  but  no  money  wai  received 
for  them. 

Q.  It  was  to  pay  an  existing  debt,  and  nothing  came  into  the  Treas- 
ury in  lieu  of  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  the  Texas  indemnity  bonds  were 
in  the  same  way. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Had  Register  Allison  additional  pai>er8  that  he  kept  with  that  let- 
ter f — A.  I  have  never  seen  any  other.  I  thought  until  I  came  to  get 
this  a  short  time  ago,  after  you  mentioned  it  to  me,  that  it  was  from  the 
Secretary  himself,  not  from  the  chief  clerk. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  that  as  the  act  of  the  Secretary  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I 
understand  from  those  in  my  office  that  Mr.  Allison  took  this  order  to 
the  Secretary  after  he  received  it,  showed  it  to  him,  and  the  Secretary 
informed  him  that  it  was  to  be  obeyed.  There  is  nothing  on  record  to 
show  that,  but  I  understand  it  from  some  of  the  clerks. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  state  that  you  saw  no  additional  papers 
with  that  order  in  your  office  that  were  kept  by  Register  Allison  f — A.  I 
have  never  seen  any  other.  I  think  you  were  there  when  I  first  knew 
anything  about  it.  My  assistant  came  in  and  found  It  in  my  drawer. 
I  had  the  impression  on  my  mind  that  it  was  from  the  Secretary,  but 
when  I  came  to  look  at  it  I  found  it  was  from  the  chief  clerk. 

Q.  But  you  considered  it  the  act  of  the  Seci^tary  f — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  You  would  to-day  in  your  office  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  My  recollection  is  that  there  were  other  papers  connected  with  that 
when  you  and  I  looked ;  have  you  examined  to  see  whether  there  were 
otlier  papers  left  by  the  former  Register  ? — A.  I  did  not  examine  par- 
ticularly. There  were  very  few  things  in  the  drawer.  There  were  two 
envelopes ;  one  contained  a  copy,  and  the  other  the  original.  The  en- 
velope was  marked  on  the  outside  **  Two  copies,"  but  there  was  onlj'  one 
in  it.  The  original  was  in  a  separate  enveloi>e,  but  they  were  fiistened 
together  by  a  string. 

By  Mr.  Allison  :  , 

Q.  Are  the  accounts  of  receipts  and  expenditures  kept  in  the  Regis- 
tiv'H  office  as  well  as  in  the  office  of  th^  Seci'etary  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  All  receipts  from  loans  and  all  expenditures  in  redemption  of  loans 
are  kept  in  a  division  of  your  office  as  well  as  in  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  I  understapd  you,  the  tabulated  statement  of  the  public  debt, 
as  made  up  in  the  Secretary's  office  in  1870  and  1871,  was  made  up  from 
tlie  acx;ount«  of  receipts  and  expenditures  f — A.  I  suppose  it  was,  but 
I  will  not  undertake  to  say  that  nothing  else  was  considered.  I  think 
Either  matters  were  taken  into  account,  but  I  understand  that  the  main 
difference  between  the  tabulated  statement  made  in  the  Register's  office 
and  that  made  in  the  Secretary's  office  originated  in  this  fact,  that  one 
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was  made  fix)m  "issues  and  redemptions"  and  the  other  from  "receipts 
and  expenditures"  accounts,  and  the  trust-funds  to  which  I  have  referred. 

Q.  The  order  of  Mr.  Saville,  chief  clerk,  directed  the  Register  to  make 
up  his  tabulated  statement  in  the  form  as  made  up  in  the  Secretary's 
office.  Could  or  could  not  such  a  statement  in  the  form  prescribed  be 
made  up  in  the  main  from  the  accounts  of  receipts  and  expenditures  in 
your  office  ! — A.  I  suppose  it  could. 

Q.  You  keep  an  account  of  issues  and  redemptions.  Now,  in  your  ac- 
count of  issues  of  bonds  they  are  charged  at  their  face  value,  of  course ! 
— A.  Yes. 

Q.  If  bonds  are  redeemexl,  are  they  also  put  down  at  their  fjice  vahie 
on  this  book  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  The  issue  and  redemption  account  would 
show  that  there  was  so  much  indebtedness  outstanding  unpaid,  but  it 
would  not  show  exactly  what  it  cost  to  create  it  or  cost  to  reduce  it. 

Q.  So  that  if  Mr.  Bout  well  purchased  a  bond  at  80  cents  on  the  dollar* 
when  he  was  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  when  that  bond  was  put  upon 
your  final  books  of  issues  and  redemptions  it  would  go  down  at  pai*  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Having  charged  it  as  par  you  would  put  it  on  the  book  as  redeemed 
at  par  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  there  would  be  another  account  of  the  pre- 
mium or  discount. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  In  the  Finance  Report  of  1870,  page  276,  the  Register  reports  the 
debt  of  the  United  States  on  July  1, 1809.  at  $2,489,002,480.58,  and  in 
the  Finance  Report  of  1871,  pages  368  ana  369,  the  Register  reports  the 
debt  of  the  United  States  on  July  1,  1869,  at  $2,588,452,213.94,  making 
a  dift'erence  of  $99,449,723.36.    Were  the  original  entries,  or  an}'  of  them, 
which  had  been  made  on  the  books  of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury  from 
which  the  statement  of  the  public  debt  published  in  the  Finance  Re- 
port for  1870,  page  276,  was  made  up,  changed  so  as  to  make  the  fact 
to  appear  that  the  last  amount  stated  in  the  Finance  Report  for  1871, 
page  369,  was  the  true  one  f    If  the  change  was  made,  state  by  what 
authority  it  was  made.    If  no  change  in  the  original  entries  was"  made, 
had  the  Register  any  data  on  his  books  to  enable  him  to  state  in  1871 
that  the  debt  on  the  first  day  of  July,  1869,  was  $99,449,723.36  more 
than  he  had  stated  it  to  be  at  that  date  when  he  made  his  report  in  1870, 
or  did  the  Register  simply  obey  the  order  of  the  Secretary  and  conform 
the  report  of  1871  and  subsequent  reports  to  the  onlers  of  the  Secre- 
tary f — A.  I  understand  there  were  no  changes  made  in  the  original 
entries  on  the  Register's  books.    The  principal  change  for  that  year  was 
caused  by  making  the  statement  of  the  public  debt  without  deducting 
from  it  the  cash  in  the  Treasury,  which  had  been  improperly  done  for 
the  last  two  years.    In  this  report,  after  making  up  the  statement  of 
the  debt,  the  officer  who  did  it  improperly  deducted  the  amount  of  cash 
in  the  Treasury.    I  have  not  examined  to  see  whether  the  two  reports 
agreed  after  this  correction  was  made  or  not.    I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Register  took  that  statement  for  i^e  years  that  were  passed  and 
adopted  it  as  his  own  or  not ;  but  I  have  imderstood  that  there  was  a 
general  examination  of  the  ''receipts  and  expenditures''  accounts  in  the 
Register's  office  to  see  if  they  could  not  agree,  and  that  there  was  a  re- 
port made  on  discrepancies,  and  finally  the  reiK)rt  made  in  the  Secre- 
tary's office  for  the  year  1871  was  agreed  uijon  as  the  correct  one;  hut 
whether  it  conformed  to  the  books  in  the  Register's  office  altogether,  or 
not,  I  am  unable  to  say.    The  report  for  this  year,  1878,  was  made  from 
the  books  and  records  of  the  Register's  office ;  and  you  will  see  on  look- 
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ing  at  it  closely  that  it  does  not  agree  with  the  Secretary's  exactly.  Last 
year  there  was  a  little  diflfereuce  also.  The  reports  are  now  made  from 
our  books,  and  the  Secretary's  are  made  from  his  books.  The  little  dif- 
ferences of  two  or  three  hundred  dollars  have  been  explained,  but  I  can- 
not now  recall  them ;  I  think  one  of  825(1,  and  the  only  one  for  that  year, 
was  where  there  had  been  a  duplicate  pajTnent. 

Q.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  in  the  7tli  clause  of  section  9, 
article  1,  provides  that  ''no  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury, 
but  in  consequence  of  appropriations  made  by  law;  and  a  regular  state- 
ment and  account  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  all  public  money 
shall  be  pul>lished  from  time  to  time,"  and  section  313  of  the  Eevised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  Register  "to  keep 
all  accounts  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  public  monej^,  and 
of  all  debts  due  to  or  from  the  United  States."  Now  please  state  by 
what  authoritv,  if  any.  the  Secretary  or  his  chief  clerk,  or  anybody  else, 
iM)uld  direct  the  Eegister  either  to  change  his  reports  or  conform  them  to 
any  view  that  the  Secretary  or  any  one  else  might  have  as  to  the  proper 
mode  of  keeiung  and  publishing  them  ? — A.  I  suppose  the  Secretary  has 
authority  to  prescribe  the  manner  in  which  the  accounts  shall  be  kept, 
but  I  do  not  suppose  that  any  Secretary  has  the  right  to  alter  the  books 
of  the  Treasury,  and  1  have  always  understood  that  that  was  never  done. 

Q.  Admitting  that  the  Secretary  had  the  right  to  prescribe  rules  for 
the  futui*e  action  of  the  Eegister,  had  he  any  sort  of  authority  to  give 
orders  as  to  how  past  events  should  be  stated,  or  past  reports  changed 
after  they  had  been  published  and  submitted  to  Congress  under  the 
constitutional  requirement  ? — A.  I  think  that  would  be  a  question  which 
your  committee  ought  to  answer  in  your  report. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Has  your  report  for  1877  and  1878  the  usual  tabulated  statement 
as  to  receipts  and  expenditures  and  the  public  debt  that  you  have  had 
as  far  back  as  you  know  anything  alK)ut? — A.  It  has. 

Q.  Has  the  Secretary's  report  a  tabulated  statement  of  the  public  debt 
and  the  rec*eipts  and  expenditures  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  reports  will  show 
for  themselves  what  is  in  them. 

Q.  Ai'e  you  not  as  Eegister  the  official  bookkeeper  of  the  government, 
and  final  custodian  of  all  warrants  and  vouchers,  whatever  may  have 
been  paid  for  any  expenditure  or  receipt  of  the  government  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Can  any  money  be  received  into  or  ]>aid  out  of  the  Treasury  without 
a  warrant  going  through  your  office  ? — A.  Moneys  are  i-eceived  into  the 
Treasury  by  wan^ants  and  paid  out  on  warrants,  which  by  the  act  of 
1789,  Eev.  Stat.,  sec.  305,  must  be  draAvn  by  the  Secretary,  countersigned 
by  the  Comptroller,  and  registered  by  the  Eegister. 

Q  I  ask  the  general  question  whether  any  money  can  be  paid  out  or 
received  into  the  Treasury  without  the  warrant  going  through  your 
office! — A.  Itcaunot. 

Q.  You  keep  all  accounts  of  the  government,  do  you  not,  where  money, 
or  bonds,  or  anything  which  relates  to  the  ftuancial  condition  of  the  gov- 
ernment is  concerned  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  the  Eegister's  office  establisbed  ! — A.  At  the  beginning 
^f  the  government,  by  the  act  of  1789. 

Q.  When  was  the  Secretary's  office  as  a  warrant  division  established  f 
— A.  The  Secretary  always  issued  the  warrants,  but  1  think  tlie  warrant 
clivision  as  it  now  exists  is  of  recent  origin. 
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Q.  Can  you  give  us  the  time! — A.  I  camiot,  without  looking  it  up;  I 
think  about  1870. 

Q.  There  was  such  an  office  as  the  Secretar>''s  office  in  legal  existence 
in  1870,  when  this  letter  was  written  that  the  changes  should  be  made  to 
conform  with  the  Secretary's  office? — A.  Yes^  sir. 

Q.  The  letter  to  Register  Allison,  directing  the  statements  to  be 
changed  in  accordance  with  those  of  the  Secretary's  office,  states  as  a 
reason  the  confusion  of  debt  statements  in  Europe,  and  nothing  is  said 
as  to  issuer  or  redemptions,  past  or  future.  Can  you  give  us  any  light 
on  that  matter  f — A.  He  gives  that  as  the  reason  why  he  wishes  the  two 
reports  of  the  national  debt  to  agree ;  vhat  foreign  purchasers  of  oiu- 
debt  commented  upon  the  difference.  I  suppose  the  idea  was  that  it  had 
a  tendency  to  impair  our  credit  abroad,  seeing  we  were  getting  up  con- 
trailictorj'  or  loose  reports. 

Q.  Does  that  letter  give  as  a  reason  for  changing  the  manner  of  keep- 
ing books  in  your  office  that  the  redemptions  and  issues  account  did  not 
agree,  or  that  the  receipts  and  expenditures  account  did  not  support  the 
reports  theretofore  made  by  your  office  ? — ^A.  No ;  the  letter  only  speaks 
of  the  injury  to  the  public  credit  in  having  the  two  reports.  The  two 
systems  of  bookkeeping,  by  which  the  discrepancy  was  supposed  to  have 
originated,  was  not  relented  to  by  the  letter.  ' 

Q.  Could  redemptions  and  issues  increase  the  debt  one  year  and  de- 
crease it  the  following  year  from  the  statements  previously  made  by 
your  office  f — A.  The  amount  of  receipts  into  the  Treasury  on  account 
of  a  loan  might  be  reiwrted  before  we  report  the  bonds  issued,  so  that  it 
would  depend  on  the  time  the  reports  were  made  whether  the  Treas- 
urer's report  would  agree  with  ours.  Our  report  would  show  when  those 
bonds  were  recorded.  The  Treasurer's  might  show  when  they  w^ere  paid 
for  or  the  moneys  received.  A  draft  drawn  might  not  be  paid  for  many 
years ;  but  it  would  show  on  our  books,  because  it  would  be  recorded. 
When  we  would  make  a  record  of  a  draft  uiK)n  the  Treasury  we  would 
not  know  from  that  when  it  was  paid.  It  might  not  be  paid  for  a  long 
time  after. 

Q.  Would  the  Secretary's  office  know  it! — A.  The  Treasurer's  office 
would  know  when  it  was  paid. 

Q.  How  ? — A.  From  actual  payments. 

Q.  Where  does  the  warrant  come  to  your  office  from  I — ^A.  From  the 
warrant  division  of  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  The  first  information  vou  have  is  the  warrant  from  the  Secretary's 
Office  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  being  so,  how  could  the  Secretary  know  it  was  paid  when  it 
went  through  your  office,  not  back  to  the  Secretary  but  to  the  Comp- 
troller ! — A.  It  would  go  to  the  Comptroller  before  it  did  to  us.  He  has 
to  approve  it  before  we  record  it. 

Q.  A  wan*ant  first  passes  the  Secretary's  office  before  it  api>ear8  in 
yours? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  a  warrant  would  be  charged  there  before  it  was  charged  in 
your  office  f — A.  Yes ;  they  would  record  it  before  we  registered  it. 

Q.  You  are  the  final  custodian  w^hen  paid,  not  before  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  as  long  as  that  warrant  is  out  the  Treasurer  could  not  get 
credit  for  it  in  your  office  f — A.  No ;  he  could  not  get  credit  for  it  in  any 
office  until  he  paid  it. 
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1860  -.-        I7C.M1.407  83  1 


1862 
1863 


581, 679, 915  98 
889.379,652  52 

iSl  "  1,393.461.017  57 

SS:::.--!  ^805.939.345  93 

1866  -   '  1,270.884.173  11 


TotaU 


Difference 


6,101,557,153  02 
6, 091, 812, 800  79 


9, 744. 352  23 


Difference  or  in 
furniJ»hiMl  the « 
retan's  auniui 


-•>;. 


,  •  t 


i» 
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JANVARY  4,  1879. 

ILLIAM  WooDViLLE  swom  and  examined. 

Bv  the  Chaibman: 

estion.  What  are  the  two  statements  now  before  you  f — Answer. 

and  *'  F."  "A"  is  a  comparative  statement  of  the  diflerences  in  the 
ement.s  of  the  outstanding  public  debt,  and  "F"  is  the  same  in 
tJier  form. 

Did  you  make  up  this  Statement  F  from  the  Finance  Reports  ! — 
YeSj  sir. 

L  Is  it  correct  exactly  from  the  Finance  Eeports! — A.  These  amounts 
exactly  taken  from  the  Finance  Reports,  a  true  copy. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 
.  Name  the  years. — A.  1870  and  1871. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

.  Were  the  figures  which  you  have  on  Statement  A  taken  from 
Finance  Rei)ort8? — A.  They  are  statements  furnished  the  committee 
pared  with  statements  in  the  Finance  Reports  and  then  taken  from 
Finance  Rejiorts,  running  through  all  sorts  of  statements — the  Sec- 
irj's  statement  and  the  Register's  statement  furnished  the  committee 
ipared  with  the  statements  in  the  Finance  Reports,  and  then  the 
emeiits  in  the  Finance  Reports  compared  with  each  other. 
[.  Just  read  the  headings  of  your  statement. — A.  '*  Exhibit  of  differ- 
ed between  statements  furnished  the  committee  and  statements  in 
ance  Reports,  and  of  difference  between  statements  in  Finance  Reports 
the  fiscal  years  1800  to  1870,  inclusive.  'A.'  Prepared  for  the  Sen- 
Committee  on  Treasury  Accounts.'' 

I,  Are  the  figure*s  upon  that  statement  exact  copies  from  the  Finance 
[)orts  and  statements  furnished  you  by  the  Treasury  Department  ? — 
Yes,  sir. 

Bv  Mr.  Allison  : 

«. 

J.  What  do  you  mean  when  you  say  "statements  tmnished  by  the 
ftasiiry  Department"!  Do  you  mean  publishe<l  statements  or  state- 
nts  furnished  specially! — A.  Sfatements  furnished  specially  to  the 
niDittee  by  the  Secretary  and  Register  under  call  of  the  chairman. 
J.  Except  those  statements,  all  the  other  data  are  derived  from  the 
^lislied  i-eports  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

B V  the  Chaikman  : 
!•  Give  the  heading  of  Statement  F. — A.  "  Statement  of  the  public 

he  statements  referred  to  by  Mr.  Woodville  are  as  follows : 
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Statement  F. 

PREPABED  BY  SENATE  COMMITTEE  ON  TREASURY  ACCOUNTS. 

Sxretarifs  and  Be{ji9tei^8  tubulated  statements  of  the  j)M&7ic  debt  for  the  fiscal  years  1833  io 

1870,  inclusive. 

Copied  from  the  Finance  Reports  of  1870  and  1871. 


Year. 


ia%i. 

1834. 
1835. 
1836. 
1837. 
1838. 
1839. 
1840. 
1841. 
1842. 
1843. 
1844. 
1845. 
1846. 
1847. 
1848. 
1849. 
1850. 
1851. 
1852. 
1853. 
1854. 
1855. 
1856. 
1857. 
18.58. 
1859. 
1860. 
1861. 
1862. 
1863. 
1864. 
1865. 
1860. 
1867. 
1868. 
1869. 
1870. 


Secretary's  state- 
ment, Tinnnco 
Report,  1870, 
page  xxT. 


Total.. 


Difference 


$7,001 
4,760, 
37 
336, 
308 
434 
573 
250 
594 
601 
742 
46i; 
925 
550 
826, 
044 
061 
452 
304 
199, 
803 
242, 
586 
972 
699 
911 
496, 
842 
580 
176, 
772 
784 
647 
236, 
126, 
687 
452 
672 


3 

10 

3 

5, 

13 

2o: 

32 
23 
15 
15 
38 
47 
63 
63 
68, 
66, 
5 
42 
35 
31 
28, 
44 
58, 
64 
90 
524, 

1, 119 
1,  815, 
2.680, 
2, 773 
2,678, 
2,611 
2,588, 
2.480 


20,233 
19, 985, 


160, 
393 


Register's  state- 
uient,  Finimee 
Report,  1870, 
page  276. 


698  83 
082  08 
513  05 
957  83 
124  07 

221  14 
343  82 
875  54 
480  73 
226  28 
922  00 
652  50 
303  01 
202  97 
534  77 
862  23; 
8.58  69! 
773  55j 
796  02 
341  71 
117  70 

222  42 
956  56i 
537  90' 
831  85 
881  03 
837  88 
287  88 
873  72 
412  13 
138  63 
370  57 
869  74 
173  69 
103  87 
851  19 
213  94 
427  81 


879  33 
537  67 


247, 767,  341  66 


$7,001 
4,760 
351 
291 
878 
857 


11 
5 
6 

15, 

27 

24 

17 

16, 

38 

48, 

64 

64 

62 

65, 

67 

47 

39, 

30, 

29, 

44 

58 

64 

90 

514 

1,  098 

1.740 

2,682 

2,783 

2,692 

2, 636, 

2.489, 

2,386, 


983 
125 
737 
028 
203 
748 
093 
750 
956 
526 
704 
228 
560 
131 
340 
242, 
969, 
963 
060, 
910, 
7.54 
769 
867 
211 
793 
690 
593 
425 
199 
320 
002 
358 


033  88 
081  OH 
289  or) 
089  0 
223  5 
660  46 
737  53 
077  6:1 
398  00 
486  37 
450  69 
188  23 
794  80 
926  33 
623  3X 
379  37 
693  71 
238  37 
395  26 
692  13 
628  78 
206  05 
731  05 
909  64 
386  90 
777  66 
699  33 
703  08 
828  68 
371  92 
181  37 
489  49 
026  53 
879  21 
215  12 
964  67 
480  58 
599  74 


19, 985, 393,  537  67 


Difference,  or  increase,  in  Secretary's  statement, 
as  compared  with  Rejsister's  statemsnt 


Secretary's  compared  with 
Regiat^jr's. 


Increase. 


$665  95 
1  00 


4.5,  868  78 
1, 429,  900  .52 

5,  576,  560  68 

'"125,"  797 '9] 

6,  857, 082  73 
5,  572,  739  91 
5,  539, 471  31 


5,  744, 400  76 
1,  067,  649  58 


1,008,628  26 
1,103  37 


72,  584  80 


9,  965,  040  21 
20, 978,  957  26 
75,  093, 881  08 


99.  449.  733  36 
94,  313,  828  07 


332. 843, 895  54 
85, 076, 553  88 


247,  767.  341  66 


247, 797, 341  66 


Decree  se. 


$313,  776  00 


8.  410,  393  71 


1,286,535  73 
1,168,491  79, 
1.  200,  723  36 

130.088  fill 
1,481,517  14! 
1.  642,  8.35  02 

775,464  8:i 


7,  537,  511  08 
4,999,983  6:i 
4. 382.  774  49 


360.  555  05 
'257.86i*45 
'286,*954'96 


1,  944, 1.56  79 

10, 189. 705  52 

14, 073,  111  25 

24, 633, 113  48 


RegiHter's  state- 
ment, Finance? 
ReiHirt.  Ib71, 
page  368. 


$7,  001, 
4,  760, 

3,  ;kw, 

10,  4,24, 
3,  573, 
5,250. 
13,  .594, 
20,601, 
32,  742, 
23, 461, 
15. 92.5, 
15.550, 
38,  826, 
47.044. 
63,t«l, 
m,  452, 
68,304, 
66,199, 
.59,  803, 
42.  242. 
35,  5^), 
31, 972. 
28,  699, 
44.911, 
58,  496, 
64,  842, 
90.  580, 
524.  176, 
1,119,772, 

1,  815,  784. 

2,  680,  647, 
2, 773.  236. 
2,  678. 126, 
2,611,687, 
2,  588, 4.52, 
2,  480, 672, 


85, 076,  553  88 


20. 233, 160, 879 
19, 985, 393. 537  67! 


247, 767, 341 


Year. 


C98  83 
0X2  08; 
513  0.5; 

9.57  83 
124  07 

221  14 
34:J  82 
875  54 
480  73 
226  28 
922  00 
652  50 
303  01' 
202  97 
534  77 
862  23 

8.58  69^ 
773  55i 
796  02; 
341  71| 
117  70! 

222  42i 
956  56 
.5:17  90 
831  85 
881  03 
837  88 
287  88 
873  72 
412  13 
138  63 
370  .57 
869  74 
173  69 
103  87 
851  19< 
213  94; 
427  81 


1833 

18^4 

183.') 

1836 

1837 

1838 

1839 

1840 

1841 

1842 

1843 

1844 

1845 

184C 

184* 

1848 

1849 

li^ 

1851 

1832 

im 

1854 
1855 
185$ 
1857 
18:18 
18S9 
1800 
18(1 
18G 
1863 
1864 
1865 
1864 
186? 
186S 
1860 
1870 
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iriLLiA3i  P.  TiTCOMB  swom  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Jne«tioTi.  What  position  do  you  occupy  in  the  Eegister's  oflBce? — 

Kwer.  Assistant  Register. 

tj.  How  long  have  vou  been  Assistant  Register! — ^A.  Since  July  1, 

16. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  Register's  office,  and  what  has 

len  your  occupation  while  you  have  been  there! — ^A.  Since  August  27,. 

164.    My  duties  have  be^n  various.    For  six  or  eight  years  I  was  eni- 

ibyed  in  the  loan  division;  I  was  then  appointed  chief  of  the  tonnage 

'  ision ;  and  on  the  1st  of  July,  1875, 1  was  appointed  Deputy  Register 
continued  in  that  office  until  my  appointment  to  my  present  posi- 
.,  that  of  Assistant  Register. 

j.  Will  you  tell  us  briefly  what  the  duties  of  the  Assistant  Register 

f — A.  All  duties  devolved  on  me  by  the  Register.    I  have  sui^er- 

lion  of  the  clerical  force  of  the  office,  and  assist  the  Register  in  the 

formance  of  his  duties. 

Do  you  act  as  Register  in  the  absence  of  the  Register  ! — A.  Yes^ 

1  I  act  as  Register  in  his  absence. 

i.  Was  Mr.  AUison  Register  from  1869  to  1871 !— A.  He  was. 

^.  When  did  he  die  !— A.  On  the  23d  of  March,  1878. 

i.  Did  you  act  as  Register  until  Judge  Scofield  was  appointed ! — A. 

id. 

^.  Do  you  know,  between  1869  and  1871,  of  instructions  fix)m  the 

ke  of  the  Secretary-  of  the  Treasury  to  change  figures  relating  to  the 

bt  statement ! — A.  Yes,  sir  5  I  think  the  changes  directed  related  to 

i  public-debt  statements. 

Q.  Were  the  changes  made  by  the  Register  willingly,  or  do  you  know 

lether  they  were  under  protest ! — A.  The  changes,  as  they  affected  the 

^tements  of  former  years,  were,  as  I  understand,  protested  against. 

uundly  know  that  I  should  state  that  there  was  a  protest.    It  was,  in . 

e  judgment  of  the  late  Register,  unnecessary  to  make  the  changes. 

know  that  IVIr.  Allison  expressed  the  opinion  officially  to  the  Secretory 

at,  in  his  judgment,  it  was  not  advisable  to  make  any  change  in  regard 
the  statements  of  former  years  under  former  administrations. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  Was  this  official  advice  of  the  Register  to  the  Secretary  in  writing, 
» you  remember,  or  was  it  simjily  an  oral  or  verbal  statement  to  you! — 
.  It  was  a  verbal  statement. 
Q.  In  your  i>resence  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

%/ 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  written  instructions,  as  well  as  verbal,  given  the 

agister  by  the  Secretary  f — A.  There  was  a  \^Titten  direction  given  the 

agister  by  the  chief  clerk  of  the  department,  as  representative  of  the 

)cretar>\ 

Q.  Was  your  office  in  the  habit  of  receiving  directions  from  the  chief 

srk  as  officially  coming  from  the  Secretary  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  WTien  were  those  changes  made  ! — A.  In  the  report  for  1871. 

Q.  What  report! — A.  The  Register's  report  to  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Was  the  Secretary's  report  transmitted  to  Congress  in  an  official 

ly,  do  you  know  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  the  changes  involve! — A.   It  was  believed  that  the 

anges  involved  connections,  and  that  after  the  changes  were  made  the 

itements  were  more  nearly  the  absolute  facts.    As  I  uiulerstand  it^ 
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the  chjiii;*- \s  were  based  on  the  belief  that  the  former  statements  had 
not  been  so  absolntely  correct. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  involved  in  the  changes  ! — A.  I  cannot 
state. 

Q.  Can  you  approximate  to  it! — A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Were  the  vouchers,  or  warrants,  as  I  believe  you  call  them,  and 
the  books  of  the  Eegister's  office  re-examined  from  1833  down  to  1870?— 
A.  I  am  unable  to  state  from  my  personal  knowledge.  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  it.    I  had  no  knowledge  of  it  until  some  years  after  that  date. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  office  f — A.  I  was  in  the  office.  I  was  a  clerk  at 
that  time  in  the  loan  division,  and  had  no  connection  with  this  matter. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 
Q.  You  did  not  help  make  up  this  statement  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  \Vhat  were  your  duties  as  clerk  !  Were  you  a  clerk  in  the  onliuaiy 
sense  of  the  word,  or  had  you  charge  f — A.  1  had  no  independent  cliaige. 
My  duties  at  that  time  were  issuing  registered  bonds. 

Q.  If  an  examination  of  the  warrants  and  books  for  thiity-live  years 
back,  from  1870,  had  been  made,  would  you  have  been  likely  to  know 
it? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  would  not  have  been  likely  to  know  what  was  going  on  in  the 
Register's  office  at  that  time  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  state  from  your  knowledge  of  the  office  how  long  and  how 
many  persons  it  would  take  to  re-examine  the  books  and  wanants  for 
tliirty-flve  years  back  carefully  and  correct  enorsf — A.  That  would 
depend  upon  whether  I  suspected  there  was  anything  wrong.  If  I  did 
not  suspect  that  there  was  anything  wrong  I  should  take  tlie  footings 
from  the  books.  That  would  not  be  a  very  heavy  work.  If  I  suspectatl 
that  there  was  any  erroneous  entry  it  would  be  nece.ssary  to  examine 
all  the  warrants,  wlii(!li  would  take  very  nmcli  longer.  I  cannot  estimate 
the  exact  time  or  approximate  time  necessary  to  make  such  an  exaniiua 
tion  at  once.  The  accounts  are  kept  by  appropriations,  and  each  wur- 
raiit  is  entered  under  the  head  of  its  proper  ai)propriation. 

Q.  How  long  would  it  take,  and  how  many  men,  to  go  carefully  ovei 
your  books  and  make  proiier  comj)arisons  looking  for  errors,  if  there  were 
any,  for  the  last  year  ? — A.  I  am  not  suiliciently  familiar  with  the  amount 
of  time  that  is  recjuired  for  that  work  to  give  an  accurate  or  valuable 
estimate,  but  the  man  immediately  in  charge  of  that  can  state  very  readily, 
perhaps.  1  liave  nev(»r  been  employed  on  that  work,  and  have  not  such 
knowledge  of  the  details  as  to  give  a  satisfactory  reply  to  the  cpiestion. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  did  not  know  whether  or  not  tlie 
warrants  and  books  wc*re  re-examined  in  1870,  jirevious  to  the  changtHl 
statement  made  in  1871  t — A.  1  have  no  knowledge  on  that  i»oint. 

Q,  Do  you  know  where  the  examination,  if  any,  took  jjlace;  where 
the  stateniejit,  in  (itlier  words,  came  from  which  your  office  adoptrd  in 
the  report  of  1871,  the  tabulated  statement  of  the  debt  ? — A.   1  clo  imt. 

Q.  You  took  cliaige  of  the  office  at  the  death  of  Mr.  Allison  i — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

i}.  Did  you  lind  in  his  drawer,  ])roba1)ly  called  the  juivate  drawer,  n 
letter  and  pa]>eis  relating  to  the  change  in  the  public-tk'bt  statement  of 
1870? — A.  1  found  there  the  letter  of  the  chief  clerk  of  the  dei)artiiK'nt 
of  1870,  in  Avhich  he  directed  the  liegister  to  discontinue  the  statements 
which  had  been  made,  or  to  make  tliem  conform  to  certain  statements 
published  in  the  report  of  the  Secretjiry  on  the  finances  for  that  year  or 
the  preceding  vear. 
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Q.  Did  you  find  any  other  paper  ! — A.  I  found  no  other  paper  relating 
to  that  subject,  and,  a«  I  believe,  made  a  careful  examination  of  all  the 
papers  with  a  view  to  separating  the  official  from  the  personal  papers, 
and  I  was  assisted  in  that  work  by  two  jiersonal  friends  of  the  late  Reg- 
ister, and  they  handed  nie  some  official  papers  as  they  discovered  them, 
and  the  design  was  to  leave  ever>i:hing  of  an  official  nature  with  me.  1 
saw  no  such  pax)er,  and  I  never  have  seen  any  such  i>aper,  to  the  l)e8t 
of  my  knowledge  and  recollection. 

Q.  Have  you  now  the  papers  that  were  handed  you  f — A.  I  have  not 
them  separately  5  they  are  undoubtedly  in  the  office,  any  official  papers 
that  may  have  been  in  the  Register's  desk. 

Q.  How  many  were  there  f — A.  I  do  not  recollect  now.  I  know  there 
were  some  official  papers. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  among  those  papers,  or  among  any  papers  in  your 
office,  a  tabulated  statement  made  up  in  1870  by  the  Register  showing 
the  changes  that  were  made  in  the  debt  statenient  under  the  order  re- 
ceived from  the  Secretary  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Ought  not  the  annual  report  of  the  Register  to  be  a  transcript  from 
the  public  ledger  in  his  office? — A.  That  1  doubt.  If  it  were  designed 
that  his  report  should  show  the  exact  payments  that  were  made,  for  in- 
.stance,  his  books  miglit  not  show  it  readily.  We  lecord  everything  by 
warrants,  and  the  books  wonid  show  the  warrants  issued ;  as  they  are 
issued  they  are  recorded.  The  warrants  that  are  issued  during  any  fiscal 
\  ear,  and  not  paid  until  the  next  year,  Avould  have  to  be  deducted.  We 
make  up  the  final  accurate  statement  of  receipts  and  expenditures,  which 
shows  just  the  exact  aniounts  received  and  exi)en(le(l,  from  the  statement 
of  the  Treasurei-'s  accounts ;  that  is  exact  and  final ;  that  is  a  volume 
pul>lished,  entitled  *' Receii)ts  and  Expenditures;"  but  that  cannot  be 
nia<le  up  for  some  considerable  time  after  the  dose  of  the  year  because 
the  acx'ounts  are  not  settled. 

Q.  Still,  the  question  I  jmt  to  you  is,  ought  not  the  annual  report  of 
the  Register  to  be  a  transcript  from  the  public  ledger  in  his  office! 
"W^hether  it  shows  an  exact  agreement  with  the  Secretary  or  not,  it  pur- 
ports to  be  from  the  ledger  in  his  office,  does  it  not,  as  it  was  at  the  time 
made  out  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  or  do  not  tlie  r(^])orts  so  made  by  the  Register  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  laws  jmrport  to  be  absolutely  true,  and 
are  they  not  evidence  of  the  facts  stated  f — A.  Y(\s,  sir. 

Q.  Then  will  you  state,  if  you  can,  how  the  facts  which  enabled  the 
Register  to  make  the  reports  of  ISTO  and  1871  as  to  the  public  debt  of 
the  United  States  on  June  30,  l.Sfil),  could  both  be  obtained  from  the 
same  set  of  books  f — A.  1  hardly  feel  as  if  I  could  exi»lain  that.  My 
iindei*standing  of  it,  howevei*,  is  that  they  weie  made  ui)ou  a  diflerent 
basis;  that  the  report  made  uj)  tor  180!»  was  not  made  u\h}U  the  basis  of 
the  receipt  and  expeuilitures  simply. 

Q.  The  rei)ort  of  1871  as  to  the  debt  of  181)1)  varied  from  th  e  report  of 
1870  as  to  the  debt  of  18(;:),  and  was  miule  uj)  not  by  the  Register  from 
bis  own  books,  but  from  a  statement  furuislied  him  by  the  Secretary, 
which  he  was  directed  to  adopt,  in  order  to  correspoiul  with  the  new  inode 
of  bookkeeping,  which,  it  was  claimed,  would  more  correctly  set  forth  the 
debt  ? — A.  1  (lo  not  understand  it  that  way. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is,  how  the  Rt^gister's  rei)ort  of  1871 ,  as  to  the 
debt  of  18GI),  was  made  uj). — A.  In  regard  to  the  statement  of  the  public 
debt  i)aii:icularly,  it  would  ilififcr  according  to  the  books  from  which  it 
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was  made.    Tliere  is  so  much  outstandinp:  under  each  loan  ou  the  first 
of  January,  and  our  books  show  it  in  the  loan  division  that  there  have 
been  so  many  four  per  cents,  issueil,  for  instance.    If  we  go  to  our  books 
in  the  receipts  and  expenditures  division,  it  will  not  agree  with  that, 
because  they  are  made  up  from  the  warrants  covering  money  into  the 
Treasury  and  the  warrants  paying  out  money  from  the  Treasury,  and  of 
course  they  show  the  exact  amount  that  ha«  been  received  on  account 
of  that  four  per  cent,  loan,  for  example,  including  the  thirty-tirst  day  of 
December.    That  will  not  be  the  same  that  we  pay  interest  on.     It  will 
show  every  dollar  that  has  been  borrowed  under  that  act  up  to  the 
thirty -first  day  of  December,    ^ow,  my  understanding  of  it  is,  that  those 
rei>orts  were  (*hanged  between  those  two  years,  and  instead  of  being 
stated  by  the  amount  of  certificates  that  were  outstanding  under  each 
particular  loan,  the  statement  in  1871  was  made  to  show  the  amount  of 
money  that  was  received  under  each  particular  loan,  the  amount  actually 
borrowed  without  reference  to  whether  there  had  been  any  certificate  of 
indebtedness  issued  or  not.    So  that  there  might  be  a  diifering  statement 
prepared  in  the  office  of  the  Kegister,  according  as  the  issue  books  were 
made  the  basis  of  the  statement  or  the  receipts  and  expenditures  books. 
The  amount  outstanding  on  the  books  of  the  loan  di\ision  is  the  amount 
we  pay  interest  on  at  the  end  of  the  fis<*al  year;  for  instance,  we  may 
receive  on  the  last  day  of  the  fiscal  year  a  subscription  of  ten  million, 
and  that  money  is  paid  in;  it  is  in  the  Treasury;  it  ha  i  been  boiTowed, 
but  the  certificates  are  not  issued  and  the  evidence  of  indebtedness  is 
not  outstanding  for  some  weeks  after  that  time.    So  it  is  evident  that 
the  two  statements  made,  according  to  the  issues  and  reclemptions  or 
according  to  the  receipts  and  expenditures,  would  differ  at  any  given  day. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  They  would  differ  every  day,  would  they  not  f — A.  Always  at  any 
time  until  the  loan  became  an  old  one.  When  there  had  been  no  trans- 
actions under  it  for  any  considerable  time,  of  course  that  would  bring 
them  together. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Do  you  keep  two  sets  of  books  relating  to  the  public  debt  in  the 
oflBce  of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  one  showing  the  receipts  and  ex- 
penditures, and  the  other  the  issues  and  redemptions  ? — A.  We  do. 

Q.  Explain  how. — A.  In  separate  divisions.  They  would  show  differ- 
ent results  on  any  given  day,  dex)endent  on  the  state  of  the  accounts. 

Q.  As  stated  in  your  previous  answer? — A.  They  do  so  ordinarily. 

Q.  You  stated  in  answer  to  Mr.  Davis  that  the  Kegister,  when  he  re- 
ceived the  order  to  make  his  subsequent  statement  conform  to  the  mode 
suggested  by  the  Secretary,  objected  to  doing  it  so  far  as  i)ast  yeaw 
were  concerned,  did  you  not ! — A.  That  is  my  understanding.  It  was 
derived  from  the  personal  statement  of  Mr.  Allison  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  law  or  authority  whereby  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  may  require  the  Register  to  alter  any  statement  of  his  as  to  the 
debts  of  the  United  States  as  they  existed  in  previous  years  I — A.  I  do 
not  know ;  my  attention  has  not  been  called  to  that  before. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  first  liegan  to 
make  out  and  keep  in  what  is  now  known  as  the  Secretary's  office  state- 
ments of  the  public  debt  and  of  receii)ts  and  expenditures  of  the  same 
general  character  as  those  which  the  Register  is  reipiired  to  keej)  f — A.  1 
do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Was  it  since  you  came  into  the  Treasury  Department  ? — A.  I  do 
not  know  that  fact. 
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By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  \^^lo  has  charge  now  of  the  loan  division  books  in  your  office  f — A. 
Mr.  Ilartwell  Jenison,  chief  of  the  division. 

Q.  That  Is  the  division  of  issues  and  redemi)tions  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  was  in  charge  of  that  division  from  1869  to 
18711 — A.  I  should  have  to  refer  to  the  records  to  see  the  date  of  Mr. 
Jenison's  appointment.  He  was,  I  find  on  examination,  appointed  chief 
of  that  division  October  1, 1869.    His  predecessor  is  dead. 

Q.  Are  the  accounts  of  receipts  and  expenditures  separate  accounts 
fix)m  the  acci>unt«  of  issues  and  redemptions! — A.  Entirely.  They  are 
kept  in  the  division  of  receipts  and  expenditures,  which  is  a  separate 
di\ision. 

Q.  In  your  accounts  of  receipts  and  expenditures  are  all  transactions 
relative  to  the  receipts  for  loans  and  expenditures  on  account  of  loans 
kept  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  a  separate  ledger  covering  the  public  debt  in  the  receipts 
and  expenditures  division  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  has  charge  of  that  division  ? — A.  Mr.  J.  Hamilton  Beatty. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  had  charge  of  it ! — A.  Since  December  1,  1871. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  those  books  from  1869  to  1871  !—^A.  Mr.  D. 
R.  B.  Nevin. 

Q.  Who  has  the  custody  of  the  books  in  these  several  divisions  I — A. 
Tlie  chiefs  of  the  divisions. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  copies  of  all  letters  written  in  the  office  of  the  Regis- 
ter f^ — A.  Copies  are  kept  of  all  letters  wiitten  by  the  Register. 

Q.  I  find  in  a  printed  statement  a  letter  dated  "  Register's  Office, 
December  20,  1872,"  signed  by  '^  John  Allison,  Register,"  addressed  to 
the  Secretary-  of  the  Treasury.  Will  you  furnish  a  copy  of  that  letter 
to  our  shorthand  reporter,  verified  from  your  office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  It 
will  be  a  copy  of  the  record  of  the  letter.  I  would  suggest  that  it  would 
be  entirely  practicable  to  have  the  original  produced,  if  it  be  desirable. 
It  is  undoubtedly  on  file  in  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  I  find  in  this  letter  the  Register  states:  "To  carry  out  the  design 
of  your  office  to  have  the  public  debt  stated  according  to  the  receipts 
atid  exi>enditures,  as  well  as  according  to  the  loan  accoimt,  it  is  proposed 
to  open  a  set  of  books  in  this  office  on  the  basis  of  this  report,  on  which, 
subsequent  to  Jidy  1,  1871,  every  warrant  covering  receipts  from  loans 
will  be  credited,  and  every  pay  waiTant  issued  in  the  redemption  of  a 
loan  will  be  charged  to  its  proper  loan."  Have  you  opened  a  new  set 
of  books  in  aeconlance  with  this  suggestion  of  the  Register! — A.  I  be- 
lieve that  proposition  was  never  aclopted  or  never  carried  out.  Tlie 
same  plan  has  been  pursued  since  that  date  as  was  pursued  prior  to  it. 

Q.  Will  your  books,  as  now  kept,  show  substantially  what  was  i)ro- 
posed  by  this  new  set  of  books  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  undoubtedly. 

Q.  In  the  letter  above  alluded  to  the  Register  states  that  he  sends  to 
the  Secretary  "A  report  on  the  public  debt  according  to  the  receipts  and 
exi)enditures,  and  also  comparative  statements  showing  the  ditferences 
between  the  loan  account  and  the  receipts  and  expenditures  a<count;" 
and  he  also  states  that  in  making  up  this  report  "it  necessitated  the 
re-examination  of  every  account  from  1836  to  July  1,  1871."  Will  you 
ascertain  under  whose  direction  this  report  was  made  up  and  furnish 
this  report  to  the  committee,  as  well  as  the  name  of  the  person  under 
whose  immediate  charge  it  was  madet — A.  I  can  state  now  by  whom 
that  examination  was  made,  or  the  person  having  charge  of  it,  and  who 
made  the  report.  It  was  the  then  chief  clerk  of  the  Register's  office, 
Maj.  J.  T.  Power,  who  is  now  the  chief  of  the  warrant  di^dsion  in  the 
Secretary's  office. 

2  TBEAS 
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By  tlie  Chairman: 

Q.  I  hand  you  the  Finance  Reports  of  1870  and  1871,  and  call  your 
attention  to  t\\ii  tabulated  statements  made  by  the  Register.  Be  kind 
enough  to  look  at  them  both. — A.  I  see  them. 

Q.  These  are  the  tabulated  statements  made  by  the  Register  for  1870 
and  1871 !— A.  They  are. 

'   Q.  Do  they  agree  in  flguies ! — A.  I  see  that  for  the  year  1870  they 
do  not  agTee. 

Q.  What  difference  is  there  ? — A.  Some  $96,000,000  difference. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  years  for  which  they  do  not  agi*ee  ! — A.  They 
do  not  agree  for  18G9. 

Q.  "Wliat  is  the  difference  there,  in  round  numbers  ?— ^V.  One  hundred 
million  dollars.  * 

Q.  Follow  it  on  fiu*ther. — A.  For  18G8  there  ax^pejirs  to  be  a  difference 
of  about  $25,000,000. 

Q.  State  which  is  the  largest  in  amoiuit,  the  1870  or  1871  statement? — 
A.  The  1871  statement. 

Q.  You  have  stat-ed  three  years ;  one  amounting  to  $90,000,000,  an- 
other to  nearly  $100,000,000,  another  to  nearly  $25,000,000.  Are  there 
not  other  years  where  the  amounts  do  not  agre«  in  these  two  reports! — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  the  years  immediately  preceding  those  years. 

Q.  How  far  back  do  the  tables  in  the  two  reports  differ  ! — A.  Without 
examining  each  item,  I  see  that  a  difference  occurs  in  1833.  That  is  ai>- 
parently  the  first  year. 

Q.  And  there  are  more  or  less  differences  from  1833  down  to  1870, 
according  to  these  reports  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  botli  these  reports  made  in  the  ofiice  of  the  Register ! — A 
Undoubtedly  they  were. 

Q.  Can  you  stiite  whether  or  not  the  report  of  1871  was  made  in  pur- 
suance of  instructions  fix)m  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiu-y 
under  the  letter  referred  to  by  yourself  and  Judge  Scofield  f — A.  1  be- 
liev  e  that  to  have  been  the  case,  or  I  had  better  say  that  I  believe  that 
the  report  for  1871  was  miule  in  accordance  with  the  instructions  of  the 
chief  clerk  to  show  the  correct  amount  of  the  public  debt  My  under- 
standing is  tliat  there  was  an  error  made  before. 

Q.  The  question  was  whether  or  not,  of  the  two  different  statements 
tefore  you,  one  wtis  mmle  under  instructions  from  the  office  of  the  Sexj- 
retary  of  the  Treiisiu-y,  and  whether  or  not  that  was  tlie  cause  of  the 
changes  ? — A.  I  really  do  not  know. 

Q.  Senator  Allison  ha^s  referred  to  a  pamphlet  dated  "  Registers 
office,  December  20, 1872.''  Will  you  tell  us  whether  or  not  the  two 
reports  that  you  have  there  were  made  previous  to  the  getting  up  of 
that  document  which  I  now  hand  you,  and,  if  so,  how  long  ? — ^A.  They 
undoubtedly  were  made  before,  and  the  later  one  was  made  about  a  yeiir 
l>efore,  probably.  The  preparation  of  this  report  was  commenceil  short!}' 
after  the  rei)ort  of  1871  was  made. 

Q.  Then  1  understand  that  the  two  reports  to  Congress  which  show 
different  amounts  of  the  public  debt  wei'e  maile,  the  last  one  a  year  pre- 
vious to  the  pamphlet  of  which  Senator  Allison  has  spoken  ? — A.  I  con- 
clude so  from  the  dates. 

Q.  Now  turn  to  pages  28  to  31  of  that  pamphlet ;  is  there  there  a  state- 
ment made  up  from  ^e  loans  of  the  public  debt  on  those  three  pages  ?— 
A.  There  is. 

Q.  Will  you  turn  to  the  years  you  have  just  told  us  of — take  1870— 
and  state  whether  or  not  this  pamphlet  agrees  in  the  amounts  with 
either  of  the  two  imports  as  to  the  total  indebtedness? — A.  I  see  that 
they  do  not  agree. 
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Q.  Neither  of  the  reports  agrees  with  the  other  ! — ^A.  The  total  figures 
do  not  agree. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  am  asking. — A.  There  seems  to  be  an  ^explanation 
here. 

Q.  I  only  ask  if  the  totals  agree  ? — A.  They  do  not  agree. 

Q.  Do  they  agree  for  any  of  the  years  commencing  at  1860  and  ending 
with  1870 ! — ^A.  1860  agrees,  1861  agrees,  1862  does  not  agree,  the  dif- 
ference being  about  foiu*  millions  apparently ;  but  there  is  a  note  there 
as  an  explanation. 

Q.  We  are  asking  now  as  to  the  total  amounts. — A.  1863  does  not 
agree  in  the  total ;  1864  does  not  agree  in  the  total ;  1865  does  not 
agree  in  the  total ;  1866  does  not  agree  in  the  total ;  1867  does  not ; 
1868  does  not ;  18i)0  does  not ;  and  1870  and  1871,  as  I  have  already  said, 
do  not. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  that  neither  the  report  of  1870,  the  report 
of  1871,  nor  the  pamphlet,  all  issued  by  the  Register,  agree  m  the  amounts 
as  to  the  total  of  the  public  debt  ? — A.  So  it  appears. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Had  not  all  the  annual  rejmrts  of  the  various  Eegisters  of  the 
Ti'easury  made  prior  to  the  report  of  1871  agreed  subst^intially  with  each 
other  as  to  the  public  debt  of  the  United  States  for  each  year  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Since  1871-72  does  not  each  annual  report  substantially  adopt  the 
l>revious  report  for  all  except  the  year  with  which  it  deals  I — A.  I 
believe  so. 

Q.  So  that  in  fact  the  material  changes,  whether  they  were  the  sys- 
tem or  what  not,  that  occuiTed,  occurred  between  1869  and  1871 1 — A. 
I  think  they  occurred  in  1871  exclusiv^ely,  with  the  exception  of  a  blun- 
der in  this  tabulated  statement  wliich  wius  miule  bv  Mr.  Nevin — he  did 
not  know  how  to  make  it — the  blunder  of  deducting  the  cash  in  thor 
Treasury. 

By  Mr.  Allison: 

Q.  In  answer  to  Senator  Beck  you  say  that  the  report^s  for  1870,  and 
prior  years,  from  the  Register's  office,  substantially  agree  as  to  the  pub- 
lic debt ;  you  also  say  that  the  reports  of  1871,  and  subsequent  years, 
substantially  ^gree  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  state  briefly  whether  or  not  the  mode  of  stating  the 
debt  in  the  liegister's  office  wiis  the  same  for  1870  and  prior  years,  as 
for  1871  and  sul^sequeiit  years,  and,  if  not,  state  the  difterence ! — ^A^ 
The  mode  of  stating  it  was  ditt'erent.  There  was  a  change  in  the  mode  of 
stating  the  debt. 

Q.  When  ?— A.  After  1870. 

Q.  You  speak  of  the  gi*eat  discrepancy  in  1869  and  1870.  How  do 
you  understand  that  that  originated  ? — A.  My  understanding  is  that  it 
originate<l  in  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  Division,  by  the  chief  of 
that  division  taking  the  monthly  public-debt  statement  as  a  guide  to 
him  instead  of  going  to  the  books  of  that  division  ;  he  thought  that  was 
an  official  statement.    That  is  my  understanding  of  it. 

Q.  And  he  deduct<Hl  the  cash  in  the  Treasury  from  the  amount  of  the 
debt ! — A.  That  is  apparently  the  way  in  which  he  arrived  at  the  figures 
which  were  published  in  the  Register's  report. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  When  does  the  fiscal  year  of  the  government  eml  ? — A.  It  ends 
on  the  30th  dav  of  June. 
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Q.  When  are  the  reports  made  to  Congress  ? — A.  The  report  is  made 
upon  the  reassembling  of  Congress  at  its  next  session  following  the  close 
of  the  fiscal  year. 

Q.  How  many  months  are  there  between  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year 
and  the  completing  of  the  reports  to  Congi'ess? — ^A.  About  five  months. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Secretary's  Finance  Keportfor  the  present 
year  is  yet  in  print? — ^A.  It  is  in  print.  I  hardly  think  it  is  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  binder,  as  1  have  not  received  any  copy,  but  I  have  no  doubt 
you  can  get  one  if  you  desire  it,  A>ithout  waiting  tor  its  being  bound. 

Q.  There  are  five  months,  in  round  numbers,  between  the  closing  of 
the  fiscal  year  and  the  reiwrting  to  Congress  of  any  account.  Are  tliose 
five  months  generally  used  for  the  purpose  of  getting  up  the  accounts 
and  seeing  whether  there  are  errors,  and  getting  in  statements! — A.  The 
accounts  are  not  settled  and  allowed  until  some  time  after  the  close  of  the 
fiscal  year.  That  time  is  spent  in  the  settlement  of  the  accounts  to  a 
considerable  extent.  The  liegister  is  required  by  the  Secretary  to  have 
his  report  ready  by  the  first  of  November  for  the  printer.  There  the  in- 
terv^al  is  only  four  months. 

Q.  You  stated  something  in  connection  with  bonds  and  amounts,  that 
they  might  change  from  the  30th  of  June  to  the  1st  day  of  July,  being 
in  diflerent  offices  on  different  days.  Is  not  the  time  named,  between 
the  30th  of  June  and  December  1,  used  for  the  piU7)08e  of  getting  up 
the  accounts  and  making  them  agree,  getting  the  statements  from  tlie 
different  offices  for  tlie  purpose  of  agreeing  f — A.  I  know  of  no  necessity 
for  agreement. 

Q.  If  there  was  a  necessity! — A.  There  would  be  opportunity  for  it  if 
it  were  necessary. 

Q.  Ought  not  the  books  of  the  Register,  Treasurer,  Secretary,  and 
First  Comptroller  all  to  agree  on  any  and  every  point  in  wluch  money 
passes  through  the  department! — A.  They  ought  to  agree  in  certain  re- 
spects, but  there  are  some  respects  in  which  some  of  these  books  would 
not  show  what  others  wouhl  show. 

Q.  Does  any  warrant  pass  through  the  department  without  going 
through  the  four  different  bureaus  or  divisions,  and  being  entered  iu 
all? — A.  No,  sir.  The  Treasurer  receives  the  warrant  finally  for  pay- 
ment. It  is  his  warrant  for  making  the  payment.  The  Secretary's 
books  would  show  the  issue  of  warrants,  but  would  not  show  at  all 
times  the  amount  paid  by  the  Treasurer.  They  would  shoVv  the  amouut 
he  was  authorized  to  pay,  but  not  the  payments. 

Q.  The  Secretary's  books  may  not  show  at  all  times  the  amount  paid 
by  the  Treasurer  ? — A.  That  is  my  understanding. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  Register  Allison  going  in  person  to  the  Secretary 
to  remonstrate  against  making  changes  relating  to  the  acx^ount*  previ- 
ous to  the  time  the  order  was  received ! — A.  He  uiformed  me  that  lie 
ha<l  stated  to  tlie  Secretary  that  in  his  judgment  it  wa«  not  worth  while 
to  correct  the  statements  that  had  been  published  during  the  former  ad- 
ministrations, and  I  understood  that  that  letter  of  Mr.  Saville  was  tv- 
ceived  subsequently  to  his  making  that  statement  to  the  Secretary.  I 
understood  him  to  state  that  that  was  a  question  of  exi>ediency  in  his 
judgment,  that  he  would  not  have  coiTected  a  statement  that  had  l)een 
mmle  by  former  admiinstrations  in  regard  to  the  public  debt,  or  n?ceipts 
and  exi)enditures,  and  published,  e\  en  if  he  knew  it  to  be  erroneous. 
His  language  was  something  like  this,  that  he  would  have  taken  it  up 
as  he  came  into  office  and  made  every  statement  correct,  and  let  the  old 
statements  stand  to  take  care  of  themselves. 

Q.  The  changes  as  made  then  changed  the  statements  that  had  been 


THE  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT.  21 

u>hed  by  numerous  Secretaries  and  Eej^isters  who  bad  preceded  ! — 
rhey  made  a  different  statement  for  the  same  period. 
.  Atld  tliose  statements  changed  the  figures,  as  you  have  them  be- 
yoa,  in  the  rei^rts  of  1870  and  1871  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Bv  Mr.  Allison: 
Tliat  iSy  changed  the  tabuhited  statements  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Mr.  Beck  has  asked  you  whether  your  report  made  to  the  Secre- 
aiul  by  tlie  Secretary  to  Congress  ouglit  not  to  be  an  exact  trans- 
it of  your  books  at  all  times  ? — A.  I  should  call  them  a  compilation 
I  the  l)ooks.     It  is  bringing  together  various  items. 

And  should  be  a  true  statement,  and  intended  to  be  a  time  state- 
t,  from  the  books  ? — A.  Undoubtedly. 


January  G,  1879. 
TiLLiAM  Guilford  sworn  and  examined^ 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Uie.stion.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Register's  oflice? — Answer. 
i,  sir. 

\,  What  are  your  duties  there  ? — A.  I  have  charge  of  making  up  the 
eipts  and  expenditures  of  the  government,  and  also  of  making  up 
ferent  statements  that  are  required  by  members  of  Congress  and  the 
)artments,  genei-ally  fiuiiishing  information  connected  with  our  office. 
).  How  huig  have  you  been  in  the  liegister's  office  ? — A.  Fifteen  years 
t  November. 

J.  State  briefly  what  your  duties  have  been  during  the  full  time. — A. 
ey  are,  as  I  stated  before,  to  prepare  the  receipts  and  exjKMiditures 
mially,  which  I  have  a  force  of  clerks  detailed  to  assist  me  at,  and 
epanitioii  of  statements  retpiired  from  time  to  time.  For  instance,  I 
Kle  out  the  statement  required  by  the  committee. 
Q.  The  object  of  the  question  was  to  know  whether  you  had  been  en- 
|(e(l  the  entire  time  you  have  been  in  the  office  on  that  work. — A.  No, 
.  Hince  about  1S(]7  or  18()8,  I  think,  I  have  had  charge  of  that  work. 
Q.  What  did  you  do  previously  ? — A.  I  did  miscellaneous  work.  I 
wl  to  keep  some  of  the  a])])ro])riation  ledgers,  and  did  a  variety  of 
soellaneous  work  that  was  required. 

i.  What  is  your  official  position  f  Are  you  chief  of  one  of  the  divis- 
s,  or  head  of  a  division,  or  keeper  of  any  particular  a^^'counts  I — A, 
principal  w  ork  is  having  charge  of  getting  up  the  receipts  and  ex- 
icHtures,  and  I  have  a  force  of  four  clerks  under  me.  Mr.  Beatty  is 
?f  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  division,  and  I  am  subordinate  to 
t. 

'.  Was  Mr.  Allison  Register  in  18(50  and  1870  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
».  He  is  dead  now,  I  believe  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

.  Do  you  know  of  a  letter  of  instructions,  or  verbal  instructions,  from 
Secretary 's  office  to  Mr.  Allison  in  18(39  or  1870  in  regard  to  a  change 
je  way  of  stating  the  accounts  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

.  AVTiat  do  you  know  of  it  ? — A.  Mr.  Allison  showed  me  that  letter, 
I  knew  of  it  outside.  Mr.  Koss  A.  Fish  told  me  Mr.  Saville  was  going 
3iid  such  a  letter. 

.  Wliat  letter  have  you  reference  to  I — A.  A  letter  in  which  Mr  Sa- 
'  recites,  in  substance,  that  the  discrepancy  between  the  statement 
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of  the  public  debt  by  the  Ee^ster's  office  and  the  Secretary's  office  would 
have  a  tendency  to  impair  our  credit  abroad,  and  requesting  Mr.  Allison 
to  chanjife  his  figures  of  the  public-debt  statement  in  accordance  with 
that  published  by  the  Secretary.    That  was  the  substance  of  the  letter. 

Q.  Was  there  a  statement  sent  from  the  Secretarj^'s  office  to  the  Reg- 
ister by  which  he  knew  how  to  change  the  figures? — A.  Not  that  I  am 
aware  of.  He  referred  him  to  the  way  in  which  it  had  been  stated  in 
the  Secretary's  office  the  previous  year. 

Q.  I  hand  you  the  Finance  Report  of  1870  and  ask  you  if  that  is  the 
statement  he  referred  to  (pointing  to  page  25  of  the  Rei)ort  of  1870)  ? — A. 
The  Finance  Report  of  1870,  page  25,  contains  the  table  which  the  Secre- 
tary wished  referred  to. 

Q.  Has  the  Register  a  tabulated  statement  of  the  public  debt  in  the 
same  report  f — A.  Yes,  sir.    It  does  not  correspond  with  the  other. 

Q.  Will  you  turn  to  it ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  on  page  27(>. 

Q.  You  say  it  does  not  correspond  with  the  other  statement  ? — A.  It 
does  not. 

Q.  Wiis  it  a  part  of  your  duty  to  make  up  that  table  of  the  Register! — 
A.  Not  at  that  i)eriod  ;  not  until  subsequently. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Register's  table  as  ])i'epared  in  that 
volume  was  a  true  transcript  of  the  books  of  the  Register's  office  ? — ^A. 
I  do  not.  I  know  that  for  the  year  1869-'70  it  was  not  a  true  transcript 
of  the  books. 

Q.  Was  it  a  true  transcript  previous  to  1869-'70  ! — A.  I  do  not  know. 
It  was  not  made  up  by  me.  It  was  made  up  by  Mr.  Marsh,  of  the  Sec- 
retary's office,  in  conjunction  with  the  Register's  office.  It  wan  made  np 
from  the  issues  and  redemptions,  and  a  portion  of  those  were  kept  in  tl^ 
Register's  office  and  a  portion  in  the  Secretary's  office,  and  it  c«dd  only 
be  made  up  by  a  combination  of  the  two  offices. 

Q.  Which  table  are  you  describing  now  f — A.  Tlie  Register's  table, 
page  276. 

Q.  You  say  it  was  not  a  tnie  transcript  of  the  books  ! — A.  I  know 
that  for  the  years  1809  and  1870  it  was  not.  There  was  an  eiTor  on  the 
part  of  the  clerk  who  made  it  up,  an  eiTor  of  nearly  one  hundi'ed  millioD 
dollars  in  each  year. 

Q.  Could  an  error  running  over  two  years  of  one  hundred  millions  m 
your  office  remain  two  years  without  being  detected  ? — A.  It  was  not  in 
the  office ;  it  was  merely  in  this  table. 

Q.  Is  that  table  officially  signed  f  Did  it  go  officially  from  the  Reg- 
ister's office  ! — A.  Yes,  sir,  the  whole  report  did.  It  seems  that  it  was 
not  discovered  until  1871,  when  it  w  as  correlated. 

Q.  Were  there  errors  in  that  table  to  your  knowledge  previous  to 
I860 ! — A.  There  were  no  errors  to  my  knowledge,  but  it  w«s  stated 
previous  to  1869  from  entirely  diffi»rent  data  from  what  it  was  stated  for 
1869.  It  was  stated  from  the  issues  and  redemptions  prior  to  1870,  and 
subsequent  to  that  it  was  stated  from  the  receipts  and  expenditures,  be- 
ing different  data  altogether. 

Q.  Does  that  table  of  the  Register  substantially  agree  with  each  year 
as  stated  therefrom  the  beginning  of  the  government  down  to  1870  f— A. 
I  cannot  say  positively  A>ithout  a  reference. 

Q.  Take  any  report ;  I  hand  you  for  instance  the  one  of  1868 ;  look 
and  see  whether  those  two  agree. — A.  (After  examining.)  I  should 
say  it  did,  from  the  slight  examination  I  have  given  it,  exactly  agree. 

Q.  Take  that  report  as  far  back  as  1857-'58  and  see  whether  it  sab- 
stantially  agrees  w  ith  that. — A.  My  impression  is  that  it  is  so  to  all 
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intents  and  piiri)oses.    I  have  not  examined  all  the  reports ;  but  the  re- 
iM)rt8  themselves}  vrill  show. 

Q.  Was  the  change  in  the  report  between  1870  and  1871  in  tlie  Regis- 
fcer\s  office  in  consequence  of  a  letter  received  from  the  Secretary's  chief 
clerk  t<>  the  Register? — A.  So  I  understand. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Register  made  the  change  willingly,  or 
^rhetber  be  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  done ! — A.  He  told  me  he  ob- 
j<H5ted  to  it  on  the  ground  that  he  did  not  think  it  well  to  disturb  any 
past  and  back  statements,  and  that  he  remonstrated  with  the  Secretary 
about  changing  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  reply  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  the  words  of  the  reply, 
l>ut  the  Secretary-  sustained  Mr.  Saville  in  demanding  the  change. 

Q.  How  far  did  that  change  go  back — to  what  yearf — A.  1  think  it 
went  back  to  about  1835. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of  difference  the  changes  involved  in  the 
public-debt  statement  f — A.  They  involved  in  some  years  very  hea^^ 
differences,  from  the  fact  that,  as  pre^iously  stated,  from  the  issues,  if  a 
loan  of  a  great  many  million  dollars  had  been  issued  and  recorded,  it 
iwrould  appear  in  the  debt  stiitement ;  but  in  the  present  mode  of  state- 
ment from  the  receipts  and  ex]>enditures,  it  would  not  appear  until  that 
l€>an  was  negotiated,  and  sometimes,  as  if  the  loan  was  issued  in  tlie  lat- 
t^v  part  of  a  fiscal  year  for  a  great  many  million  dollars  and  it  was  not 
Tiegotiated  until  the  next  fiscal  year,  it  would  make  a  number  of  million 
dollars  ditterence — the  whole  amount  of  the  loan. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  it  did  involve  ?  Have  you  a  statement 
of  the  differences  f — ^A.  I  have  prepared  such  a  statement  of  the  differ- 
ences, I  believe,  for  this  committee. 

Q.  Has  there  been  a  statement  in  your  office  by  my  request  made  to- 
<lay  that  you  would  present  us  to  show  what  the  differen(*es  were  f — A. 
1  was  told  that  you  required  a  statement  of  that  kind,  but  that  it  had 
^J(*n  prepared.  1  know  I  i)repared  a  statement  giving  the  increases  and 
<J<*reases  fn)m  one  year  to  another. 

Q.  (Handing  i)aper  marked  *'  Statement  F.'')     Is  the  statement  of  dif- 
ferences there  correct! — A.  (Examining.)     It  appears  that  the  differ- 
ences in  the  various  years  are  correctly  set  forth  in  that  statement ;  but 
^  do  not  adopt  the  footings  by  way  of  addition.    I  examined  the  figures 
•^fore  I  came  here,  and  I  found  the  differences  that  appear  on  this 
Statement  F  to  be  correct.    The  differences  between  the  statement  of 
^he  public  debt  in  the  reports  of  1870  and  1871  are  as  follows : 
For  1833,  $665  j^,  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1834,  klU  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1835,  $313,776;;;;  decrease  in  the  repoit  of  1871. 
For  1836,  $45,868  f^^fi,  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1837,  $l,421>,900^n)  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  18;^,  $5,576,560 1^0  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1839,  $8,410,393  f\^  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1840,  $125,797  M)  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1841,  $6,8o7,082f^^ft,  increa*ie  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1842,  $5,572,739  jV?,  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1843,  $5,539,471  iVi>  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1844,  $  1,286,535  i^,ft,  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1845,  $1,168,491  f^i^  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1846,  $1,200,723^3^0  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1847,  $130,088 ft^  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 
For  1848,  $1,481,517  jVi,  decrease  in  the  rei>ort  of  1871. 
For  1849,  $1,642,835^^0  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 
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For  1850,  $775,464 1%  decrea.se  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1851,  $5,744,400  i^o^o  in^*rease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1852,  8 1,007,049  ^^^o^  increase  in  the  rei>ort  of  1871. 

For  1853,  $7,537,511  j^^o  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1854,  $4,99l),08;3  ^^o  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1855,  $4,382,774 iV^  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1850,  $1,008,628 1^^^  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1857,  $300,555  ,^(,^()  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1858,  $1,103  i^(j  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  18^59,  $257,801  ^^^^j  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1800,  $72,584,^^^0  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1801,  $280,954  i%  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1802,  $9,905,040  i^/o  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1803,  $20,978,957 1^0  increase  in  the  reix)rt  of  1871. 

For  1804,  $75,093,881,^^0  increase  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1865,  $1,945,15(5,^0  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1806,  $  10,189,705  ,^fo  decrease  in  the  rei>ort  of  1871. 

For  1807,  $14,073,111,^^0  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1868,  $24,633,113  i^jfe,  decrease  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1869,  $99,449,733,%  increiise  in  the  report  of  1871. 

For  1870,  $94,313,828,^^/0  increa.se  in  the  report  of  1871. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  a  statement  intide  by  Mr.  Allison,  then  Register 
showing  the  differences  between  tlie  Register's  statement  and  the  Seci-e- 
tary's  statement  made  np  at  the  time? — A.  There  were  scleral  state- 
ments made  np  at  different  times  in  regard  to  these  discrepancies  in 
receipts  and  expenditures  and  the  public  debt.  I  do  not  know  what 
particular  one  you  have  reference  to. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  one  that  Mr.  Allison  kept  among  his  private 
papers  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell  unless  I  saw  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  one  that  he  had  in  his  private  drawer  ? — A.  I 
could  not  say  uiUess  I  should  see  it  to  refresh  my  memory. 

Q.  If  the  conunittee  shonld  want  a  thorough  examination  of  the  books 
and  the  warrants  for  a  given  year,  say  18()9,  with  a  view  of  looking  for 
errors,  if  there  were  errors,  how  long  would  it  require  to  examine  that 
year,  and  how  many  persons  would  have  to  work  at  it? — A.  Tliat  would 
depend  a  good  deal  upon  the  persons  who  were  employed.  If  you  em- 
ployed the  clerks  of  the  ottice  who  are  familiar  with  the  books,  they 
could,  of  course,  do  it  with  a  great  deal  more  rajudity  than  many 
outsiders  would.  I  should  think  it  would  take  ]>ersons  who  are  thor- 
oughly familiar  with  the  books  about  from  three  to  four  months,  and  at 
least  double  that  time  for  persons  who  were  not  familiar,  from  the  fact 
that  a  i)erson  who  is  familiar  knows  almost  to  a  page,  he  can  turn 
almost  to  the  page  exactly  without  reference  to  the  index;  whereas  a 
I)ersorr  who  was  luifarniliar  with  the  books  might  r*equire  some  live  or 
six  minutes  to  find  by  the  index  the  page  of  accounts  he  might  wish  to 
refer  to.  There  were  about  thirtv  thousand  warrants  issued  in  1869. 
Some  of  those  wan-ants  have  as  high  as  from  twenty  to  thir-ty  entriei^, 
each  entry  requiring  to  be  posted  at  a  different  jdace  in  the  ledger;  and, 
estimating  that  a  clerk  would  do  one  hiimlred  warrants  in  a  day,  which 
is  considered  a  pretty  fair  day-s  work,  it  would  take  him  about  thr-ee 
hundred  days. 

Q.  To  examine  a  given  year,  how  long  aiul  how  nurcli  force  would  it 
recprire  with  clerks  in  your  office  ? — A.  I  say  it  would  take  from  three  to 
foirr  months  for  clerks  in  our  office  who  were  familiar  with  the  work,  and 
double  that  time  lor  persons  not  familiar. 

Q.  You  have  not  stated  what  number  of  clerks  vet. — A.  Two  clerks. 
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Q.  AVoulcl  1809  be  an  average  of  the  work  betweeu  18G0  and  1870?— 
.  I  should  think  it  would.  The  warrants  were  much  hea\ier  ijrior  to 
69,  and  were  considerably  less  subsequent  to  that  time,  so  far  as  my 
lowle  Ige  goes.  So  that  it  would  probably  be  about  a  fair  average. 
Q.  If  we  were  coming  up  to  the  present  time  it  would  make  a  fak  av- 
•age  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  taking  it  between  1860  and  1870,  would  1869  be  an  average  of 
le  warrants  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  it  would  take  longer  to  examine  the 
ears  previous  to  1869. 

Q.  How  much  longer! — A.  Probably  a  month  or  two  longer,  from  the 
iict  that  during  the  war  the  wan^ants  were  much  heavier  than  they  were 
nbi^ecpiently. 

Q.  In  amount  which  of  the  statements  is  the  largest,  the  one  your 
>ffice  showed  in  1870  or  in  1871 ! — A.  For  what  year  f 

Q.  For  all  the  years. — A.  They  vary.  Sometimes  they  are  larger, 
ioinetimes  smaller ;  sometimes  they  increase,  sometimes  they  decrease. 
On  the  average  the  statement  is  larger  in  1871  than  it  was  in  1869. 

Q.  How  much  on  an  average? — A.  Exclusive  of  those  two  errors  to 
which  I  referred  before  ? 

Q.  No;  just  as  they  stand. — A.  For  an  average  I  should  have  to 
Bake  a  calculation. 

Q.  Take  1862,  and  tell  me  what  is  the  difference  between  vour  repoits 
a  1S70  and  1871  as  to  the  public  debt  in  1862.— A.  89,965,010.21  in- 
reasi*. 

Q.  The  next  year  ?— A.  $20,978,957.26  hicrease. 

C^.  The  next  year  ?—xV.  $75,093,881.08. 

<}.  Just  follow  it  on  to  1870. — A.  The  next  year  there  is  a  decrease  of 
U1H5, 156.79;  the  next  year  $10,189,705.52  decrease;  the  next  year 
14,073,111.25  decrease;  the  next  year $21,();J3,1 13.18  decrease;  the  iiext 
e^iir  $99,449,733.36  increase;  the  next  year  $94,313,828.07  increase, 
liose  two  last  increases  are  a  clerical  en^or. 

Q.  Between  18()9  and  1871  were  the  books  and  warrants  in  the  Eegis- 
^t\s  office  carefully  re-examined  from  1S36  to  1870,  or  not  ? — A.  1  do 
<)t  km>w  of  any  examination  of  them. 

(^.  Were  you  in  the  office  the  whole  time? — A.  Yes,  sir;  1  do  not 
'i»ow  to  what  you  have  reference. 

Q.  1  had  reference  to  the  question  I  ])ut.  Were  the  l>ooks  and  the  war- 
BiJts  in  the  Register's  office  re-examined  from  183()  to  1870  where  those 
liaiiges  appear  on  the  statement  you  have  given  us,  so  as  to  develo]> 
lose  errors  ? — A.  They  were  examined  by  a  clerk  of  our  office  who  was 
letailed  into  the  Secretary's  office.  I  assisted  this  clerk,  Mr.  Koss  Fish, 
vlio  made  u]>  the  statement,  in  making  it  up. 

Q.  How  long  was  he  at  it  ? — A.  I  should  think  about  a  year  and  a 
lalf ;  from  one  to  two  vears,  certainlv. 

Q.  Did  he  do  it  in  your  office  or  in  the  Secretary's  office  ! — A.  He  did 
t  in  the  Secretary's  offi<5e,  but  from  the  books  of  the  Kegister's  office. 

Q.  Were  the  wan  ants  compared  with  the  books? — A.  No,  sir;  he  did 
lot  com])are  any  warrants  with  the  books  unless  he  had  an  idea  that 
liere  was  some  erroneous  entry  made,  and  then  he  would  hunt  up  the 
varraiit  an<l  compare  it  with  the  books. 

Q.  Did  you  prei>are  that  statement  for  the  committee  fn  the  Eegister's 
ffice  (handing  to  witness  statement  marked  "Statement  No.  2,^^  being 
^' statement  of  the  receipts,  exi)enditiu'es,  and  outstanding  principal  of 
le  public  debt,  interest,  and  i)remium  paid  from  1860  to  1877,  inclusive, 
anpiled  from  the  lK)oks  in  the  Register's  office  "  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  believe 
prei)ared  that  with  my  own  handt*. 
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Q.  Do  the  amounts  given  in  tli.at  statement,  a«  the  piincii>al  of  the 
public  debt,  commeneinii:  with  1859  and  ending  with  1870,  agree  with  the 
amounts  in  the  re[X)rt  of  1870,  as  reported  from  your  office  f — A.  I  think 
not.     I  think  they  do  not  agree  till  the  report  of  1871. 

Q.  Do  thev  agree  with  any  report  made  from  your  office  previous  to 
1870  f— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  they  agree  with  the  reports  made  since  1871  f — A.  I  believe 
they  do. 

Q.  Do  these  agree  with  the  table  referred  to  by  the  Sex?retary  in  the 
letter  to  the  Register  directing  him  to  change  his  statement ! — A.  Ye^; 
I  believe  thev  do. 

Q.  I  see  in  a  column  headed  "Amounts  to  be  added  to  receipts," 
marked  "  b,"  $2,010,776.10 ;  and  another  one  marked  "  c,"  $1,000,(KK>.0(>; 
and  then  one  marked  "d,"  $3,274,051.69,  making  a  total  of  $i},293,827.79, 
which  you  say  is  "to  be  added  to  receipts."  What  is  meant  by  that  ?— 
A.  That  is  in  accordance  with  the  Secretary's  Report  of  1871.  Those 
amounts  do  not  appear  ux>on  our  books.  They  are  added  in  accordam*e 
w  ith  the  Secretary's  order,  in  order  to  harmonize  the  two,  as  is  shown  iu 
the  Reimrt  of  187i. 

Q.  I  understand  that  these  three  items  amounting  to  between  six  and 
seven  million  dollars  do  not  appear  upon  your  books  f — A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  But  are  added  here  by  order  of  the  Secretary  ! — A.  So  I  under- 
stand. 

Q.  How  did  you  stat^  the  debt  for  1870  and  previously ! — A.  I  did 
not  state  it  myself,  but  it  was  stated  by  the  issues  and  redemptions. 

Q.  How  has  it  been  stated  since  ? — A.  It  ha«  been  stated  since  by  re 
ceipts  and  expenditures,  and  the  table  has  been  revised  in  accordance. 

Q.  In  the  revision  you  speak  of,  you  changed  the  amounts  as  they  had 
previously  been  reported  from  your  office,  commencing  with  1833  f — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  you  have  charge  of  the  books  in  the  Ilojris 
ter's  office  showing  the  receipts  and  expenclitures  of  the  government  f— 
A.  Xo,  sir ;  I  compile  from  the  books  the  receipts  and  expenditures. 

Q.  It  is  a  part  of  your  dut}^,  then,  to  make  up  a  tabulated  statement 
annually  of  the  receipts  and  exi>enditures  from  the  books  of  the  Regis 
ter  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  work  ? — A.  About  tenor 
twelve  years,  as  near  us  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Were  you  engaged  in  that  work  in  18G9  or  1870  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  in  answer  to  Senator  Davis  that  there 
were  clerical  errors  in  the  statements  of  1869  and  1870.  Will  vou  now 
state  the  natui*e  of  those  errors  and  the  extent  of  them,  as  nearly  a.^ 
you  canf — A.  The  public  debt  in  the  statements  for  1809  and  1870  was 
stated  by  the  head  of  the  division,  who  had  no])ractical  experience  iu 
the  business,  and  he  was  told  by  Mr.  Saville  that  he  nnist  make  it  agn^ 
with  the  public-debt  statemeut  of  the  Secretary.  Instead  of  makinjrit 
up  from  the  books  of  the  Register's  office  he  sent  up-staii*s  and  got  tlif 
I)ublic-debt  statement  for  the  last  month  of  that  year  from  the  Secretary's 
office.  In  this  public-debt  statement,  as  jou  are  aware  I  presume,  then* 
is  a  column  ^••principal  of  the  public  debt^;  there  is  then  a  column  of 
interest,  which  added  is  carried  out,  making  so  much.  Tlien  there  is  a 
column  of  "cash  in  the  Treiisury"  which  is  deducteil,  leaving  a  net  total 
of  so  much.  Instead  of  taking  the  figures  of  the  principal  of  the  public 
debt,  he  took  the  figures  below,  which  gave  the  present  debt  plus  the 
interest  and  minus  the  cash  in  the  Trea^sury,  making  one  hundred  million 
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rilars  difference  from  what  the  real  state  of  the  public  debt  was.  He 
lok  that  for  the  two  years  1869  and  1870,  as  you  can  readily  see  by  re- 
aring to  the  public-debt  statements  of  those  two  y.ears. 
Q.  Tliat  accounts  for  the  errors  there! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  I  understood  you  also  to  state  that  you  regard  the  statement  of 
ifferences  on  the  exhibit  marked  "F"  as  correct  during  the  different 
»rst — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  that  you  do  not  adopt  the  footings  of  thfit  statement.  What 
the  difficulty  with  the  footings  as  you  understand f — A.  It  is  this: 
Te  will  suppose  that  there  was  $100  discrepancy  for  the  first  year,  and 
LOO  the  second,  and  $100  the  third,  and  $100  the  fourth,  and  so  on  for 
series  of  years,  it  would  still  at  the  last  be  only  $1(K)  discrepancy, 
tiereas  if  you  add  them  up  it  would  be  as  many  hiuidreds  as  there 
ere  vears. 

•  ■  

Q.  It  would  not  do  to  add  them  up  ? — A.  That  would  not  l>e  correct. 
Q.  Y'ou  stated  in  answer  to  Senator  Davis  that  it  would  take  two 
erks  in  yoiu*  office  three  or  four  months  to  make  an  examination  of  re- 
tipts  and  expenditures  for  the  year  18691 — A.  Tliat  is  in  my  opinion. 
Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  such  examination  would  involve  the  sep- 
tate examination  of  each  particular  warrant  as  well  as  of  each  entry  on 
ic  books  of  that  year? — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  a  subject  of  calculation  that 
ny  one  can  make  for  himself.    There  are  thirty  thousand  warrants,  and 

depends  entirely  upon  the  rapidity  with  wliich  the  men  work  when 
aey  get  through  with  it.  There  are  thirty  thousand  warrants,  a  great 
Tiinber  of  which  have  a  great  many  entries  upon  them,  each  requiring 
ou  to  turn  to  a  different  page  of  the  ledger  to  verify  it. 

Q.  In  making  up  the  public-debt  statement  from  the  receipts  and  ex- 
>€ndituivs  account,  and  then  making  up  the  same  statement  from  the 
ssues  and  redemptions  account,  finding  differences  between  the  two, 
wonld  it  be  necessary  to  examine  all  the  warrants  and  all  the  entries  for 
31.  ^ven  year,  in  order  to  account  for  discrepancies  or  differences  that 
nnight  exist  f — A.  No,  sir;  it  would  only  be  necessary  to  examine  those 
^'ammts  which  have  relation  to  the  public  debt. 

Q.  How  much  time  would  such  examination  require  for  a  given  year — 
8ay  1869 — in  your  office! — A.  It  probably  would  not  take  over  about  a 
>nonth's  time;  but  then  I  do  not  see  what  you  could  arrive  at,  for  they 
^  statements  entirely  different;  one  is  a  statement  of  the  issues  of  a 
'oan,  and  the  other  is  a  statement  of  the  actual  receipts  from  that  loan, 
^'Ul  they  have  no  relation  to  each  other.  For  instance,  if  you  issue  one 
'iiiidred  notes,  and  charge  yourself  as  owuig  that  amount  as  soon  as 
On  issue  them,  I  think  it  would  be  an  incorrect  statement  of  your  in- 
lebte<lness.  You  do  not  owe  anything  until  those  notes  have  passed 
ito  other  hands  and  you  have  received  the  money  for  them.  The  old 
tatement  was  a  statement  of  all  the  obligations  which  the  United  States 
tsiied.  The  present  statement  is  the  amount  of  money  actually  received 
y  the  United  States,  which  I  think  is  the  true  statement. 
Q.  Then  you  regard  the  present  mode  of  statement  as  an  improvement 
pen  the  old  mode  ? — A.  I  doj  and  very  materially  so,  and  I  think  any 
usiness  man  would  coincide  in  that  ^iew. 

Q.  It  shows  the  true  condition  of  the  public  debt  ? — A.  Exactly,  with 
le  exception  that  I  do  not  know  about  the  classification  of  it ;  it  may 
5  wrongly  classified,  but  the  modus  I  consider  far  superior. 
Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  a  clerk  was  detailed  from  the  Regis- 
r's  office  to  make  an  examination  of  these  differences  as  stated  from 
le  two  accounts — ^Mr.  Ross  Fish  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Do  you  understand  that  he  made  a  thorough  examination  from  the 
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books  of  the  RegisU^r's  office  in  order  to  ascertaiii  these  difference 
I  beheve  he  did. 

Q.  Is  he  still  an  employ^  in  the  Treasnry  ! — A.  He  is  not. 

Q.  AVhere  is  he  now  ? — A.  I  do  not  know ;  he  is  about  the  ein 
where.     I  think  he  is  in  the  employ  of  the  board  of  jmblic  work& 

Q.  Who  assisted  him  ? — A.  I  a^ssisted  hiui  somewhat,  and  Mr. 
of  tlie  Secretary's  office,  assisted  him  also.     I  wa«  detaile*!  for  som 
or  four  months.    He  wanted  me,  and  1  was  detailed  there  until  1 ' 
to  go  back  to  my  own  work. 

Q.  State  the  character  of  the  work  during  the  time  you  were  eiu 
upon  it,  as  to  iti^  range  and  efficiency. — A.  It  w  as  made  up  fr 
receipts  and  expenditures ;  these  pubhshed  books,  classified  from 

Q.  Tlie  receipts  and  exi>enditures  as  shown  by  the  books  of  tl 
ist4*r's  office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  the  best  evidence  of  their  com 
is  a  statement  which  I  have  fumisheil  this  committee,  where  the  r 
and  expenditures  of  the  government,  trom  the  commencement  u[ 
l>resent  time,  are  given,  year  by  year,  together  with  the  balance 
Treasiuy  each  year,  arriving  at  the  time  I  bring  it  up  to,  1876,  brin 
a  very  cent  the  balance  in  the  hands  of  the  Treasurer,  as  is  acknow 
by  the  Treasiu^er  in  his  rei>ort,  and  also  giving  the  exact  amount 
balances  of  appropriations,  as  we  have  them  in  our  l>ooks  to-day. 

Q.  In  a  statement  ma<le  up  by  you  for  this  committee,  and  n 
pended  to  your  testimony,  marked  ^'Statement  Xo.  2,"*  you 
column  '*  Amounts  a<lded  to  receipts*'  which  you  say  do  not  apiiea 
the  books  of  the  Kegister.  Will  you  explain  the  nature  of  those  ai 
and  why  they  do  not  appear  on  the  lM>oksof  the  Register! — ^A.  Tl 
amount  is  discount  on  bonds  of  February  8,  1801.  It  was  not  c 
to  the  loan,  awaiting  im>i>er  ac^tion  of  Congress  to  make  the 
entry.  The  n(\\t  is  a  million  dollai*s  which  should  be  charged 
Xavy  pension  fun<l  and  ci*e<lite<l  to  the  Navy  i>ension  fund  3  p< 
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riie  stateiuent  referrod  to  is  as  follows : 

Statkmext  No.  2. — Statement  of  the  reeeipta,  fjr/>e»rf«7«rw.  and  oHtJ<taMdiiig  ;»ni 
the  ftnblic  debt,  interest  and  preinium  jKtidj  from  IdGO  to  ld77,  iwWif«irr,  compiied 
botks  in  the  liegi^fter'tf  ojffiee. 


Yt'ur. 


luiius  (luring  year. 


18">9 1  (MC>8,  496.  jCn  88 

IMK) *20,  776.  8rM»  (H) 

1H61 41.861,709  74 

18»)J r**\K  69-2.  46<>  .*>(> 

l^^Kl 776,  6S2.  361  57 

1864   1,  128,  KiA.  2Ao  97 

18ti:> 1,  472.  224,  740  85 

18<i6..   712,851,55:}  05 

I8fr7 644),  4-26.  910  29 

1868 625,  111.4:{3  20 

1869 238,678.081  06 

1870 285,  474,  496  00 

1871 268,  810,  131  49 

1872 305.  047,  054  0t> 

1873 214,  931.  017  00 

1874 4;».  272.  535  46 

1875 387,  971,  556  00 

1^76 397.  455,  >^ifi  (H» 

1877 348,  871,  749  00 

Total 8,893,471,481  06 


I'aul  ou  atrouut 
luaiiA  daring  the 
year. 


Amounti*  to  he      Principa] 
a<i<ltHl  to  receipts,      at  clu^ 


$58. 

$14,  431.  350  00    64. 

lf<,  142, 900  (K»  6$2, 019. 776  10  90, 

96,  096,  922  09    524, 

181,086,635  07    1.119 

432,822.014  03    1,815 

♦307.  361,  241  68    2, 68<» 

620,  2«J,  249  10  1 2, 77a 

735,  536,  980  11 2, 678 

692,  r>49,  685  88  cl,  000,  000  00  2. 611 

261.  913,  718  31    2, 588 

393,  254,  282  13    2. 480 

399,  M\  278  67  d3,  274,  051  09  2,  353 

405.007,307  54    2,'253 

23^},  699.  352  58    2. 234 

422,065.060  23    2,251 

407.  377,  492  48    ,  2, 232 

449.345.272  80      2.180 

3*2:1,965,424  05    2.205 

6,  694,  464. 168  75  6. 293.  827  79  2, 205 


1859. 


aOuHtandingdobt  July  1. 

b  I)iH<M)iint  on  iKtndn  act  Fehruary  8,  1861. 

c  Nayv-iM^nsion  fiina. 

dDiJtVr»*nce  (sev  Fiu«uc<?  Ro\>ort,  1871,  \>.  11). 
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certificates.  Tlie  next  amoiuit  is  the  difference  between  the  loan 
account,  as  shown  by  receipts  and  exjienditures,  and  the  public  debt 
statement  from  1837  to  1871,  awaiting  proper  action  of  Congress  before 
correcting  the  differences,  which  are  all  in  the  receipts  and  exi>enditures. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  these  different  accounts  at  the  time? — A.  No, 
sir;  I  did  not.    Those  are  the  results  of  the  labors  of  Mr.  Fish. 

Q.  And  you  took  them  as  conect? — ^A.  I  was  ordered  to  put  them  in, 
and  in  order  to  put  them  in  I  had  to  make  a  separate  column,  to  show 
that  these  did  not  appear  from  the  books,  but  were  put  there  by  order  of 
the  Secretary  to  make  the  two  harmonize. 

Q.  Now  state  why,  in  the  nature  of  things,  these  items  would  not 
appear  on  the  books  of  the  Register. — A.  They  do  appear  upon  the  books, 
but  not  as  classified  in  the  public-debt  statement.  They  all  appear  on 
the  books,  but  not  as  classified  in  the  public-debt  statement.  It  does 
not  change  the  total  of  the  expenditures  or  receipts  of  the  government 
one  cent.    It  merely  changes  the  method  of  classification. 

Q.  Then  these  items  do  appear  in  another  place  on  the  books,  but  not 
in  connection  with  the  public  debt! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  those  books  showing  the  receipts  and  expenditures  examined 
by  you  from  day  to  day,  and  have  they  been  during  the  time  you  have 
been  in  the  office ;  you  see  them  every  day  ? — A.  I  have  to  handle  them 
nearly  every  day,  more  or  less. 

Q.  Have  there  been  changes  in  any  entries  in  those  books  with  a  view 
to  make  up  any  of  these  statements  with  reference  to  the  public  debt ! — 
A.  None  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  No  alterations  in  the  books  for  that  pui73ose  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  unless 
it  has  been  done  from  a  warrant  or  a  counter- warrant.  Of  course,  if  the 
Secretary  should  issue  a  warrant,  and  that  warrant  should  change  the 
statement  j?ro  or  con^  I  cannot  state  his  authority  for  issuing  the  warrant. 

Q.  And  you  change  the  books  accordingly  ? — A.  According  to  his  war- 
rants ;  not  with  any  scratching.  It  w^ould  be  simply  to  credit  one  and 
debit  another. 

Q.  I  think  you  have  stated  fully  that  those  changes  occurring  in  the 
public-debt  statement  during  the  years  1870  and  1871,  as  appears  from 
the  tabulated  statements  of  the  Kegister  and  the  Secrettiry,  arose  from 
bhe  different  methods  adopted  in  stating,  and  from  no  other  cause  or 
reason! — A.  Tliatisall;  different  methods  of  statement.    One  method 
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I8ri9. 

I860. 
1861. 
1862. 
863. 
864. 
865. 
866. 
867. 
868. 
869. 
870. 
871. 
872. 
873. 
874. 
875. 
876. 
877. 


Year. 


Total 


Net  increaae. 


$58,496, 
«.  345, 

25,  738, 
433,  595, 
595,  595, 
696,  012, 
864,863, 

92,588, 


837  88 
450  00 
585  84 
538  41 
726  50 
231  94 
499  17 
303  95 


17, 207, 475  23 
24,' 906,  324  95 


2, 815, 349, 973  87 


Net  decrease. 


Interest  paid.       ,  Pretniums  paid. 


$95, 110, 
66,438, 
23,  235, 
107,  779, 
127,  461, 
99,960. 
18, 768, 


069  82 

252  68 
637  25 
786  13 
095  49 

253  54 
335  58 


19,  405, 936  48 
51, 889, 464  80 


610, 048, 831  77 


$3, 177, 

4,000, 

13, 190, 

24,  729, 

53.  685, 

77,  397, 

133,  067, 

143,  781, 

140.  424, 

130, 694, 

129,235, 

125,  576, 

117, 357, 

104,  750, 

107, 119, 

103,  093, 

100, 243, 

97, 124, 


314  62 
173  76 
324  45 
846  61 
421  69 
712  00 


69 
91 
71 


741 
591 
045 
242  80 
498  00 
565  93 
839  72 
688  44 
815  21 
544  57 
271  23 
511  68 


1, 608, 650, 149  92 


$58. 

10,813, 
7,001, 
1.674, 

15,  996, 
9,  016, 
6,  958, 
5, 105, 
1, 395, 


476  51 
M9  38 
151  04 
680  05 
555  60 
794  74 
266  76 
919-99 
073  55 


58,  020,  267  62 


\ 


30  INVESTIGATION    OF   THE   ACCOUNTS    OF     . 

was  of  stating  it  by  issues  and  redemptions,  and  the  other  a  diflereut 
method  of  classification. 

Q.  And  you  regard  the  latter  method  as  the  best  method  of  stating 
the  debt  I — A.  The  method  that  now  obtains ;  I  do. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Your  large  experience  in  the  office  of  the  llegister  enables  you  to 
speak  pretty  fully  of  the  duties  of  that  office,  and  therefore  I  want  you 
now,  as  briefly  as  you  can,  to  tell  us  what  you  understand  by  the  flrst 
sub(ii\ision  of  section  313  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  which  provides  that 
'4t  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Register  to  keep  the  account*  of  the  i-eceipts 
and  expenditures  of  public  money,  and  of  all  debt«  due  to  or  from  the 
United  States." — A.  That  the  Register's  office  shall  be  the  bookkeepers 
of  the  government,  to  put  it  as  condensed  as  i>ossible. 

Q.  And  every  dollar  that  comes  into  the  Treasury  and  every  dollar 
that  goes  out  of  the  Treasury  must  appear  on  the  books  of  the  Regis- 
ter ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  his  annual  published  reports  import  absolute  verity  as  to  those 
facts  ? — A.  They  are  supposed  to  do  so. 

Q.  That  is  the  object  of  them  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

i}.  He  has,  from  the  beginning  of  the  government,  or  from  a  very 
early  period  of  it,  made  these  annual  reports  to  Congress  and  the  coim- 
try,  lias  he  not? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  up  to  1870  the  annual  report  so  fiiniished  was  all  that  the 
country  had  to  rely  ui)on  as  to  the  truth  of  the  condition  of  the  Treas- 
ury ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  you  say  that  in  1871  it  wa»s  ascertained  that  all  thase  stat4»- 
ments  had  been  false  ftom  the  beginning  of  the  govermnent  f — A.  Xo, 
sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  propose  to  tell  us! — A.  Not  that  they  were  false,  hut 
that  they  were  not  stated  correctly;  that  they  were  not  stated  on  a  cor- 
rect basis  as  far  as  the  public  debt  was  concerned.  They  stated  the 
.amount  that  the  government  proposed  to  owe,  but  not  the  amount  it 
did  actually  owe ;  the  difference  was  that  it  stated  the  amount  the  gov 
ernment  proposed  to  owe  from  year  to  ye^ir,  and  not  what  it  did  actu- 
ally owe. 

Q.  Would,  or  not,  each  year  then  correct  the  other  ? — A.  It  miglit, 
and  it  did  in  a  great  mciisure  correct  the  other,  yciir  by  year,  pix>vided 
all  the  loans  were  negotiated. 

Q.  So  that  what  failed  to  appear  in  one  year  by  rt»ason  of  the  issue 
not  having  been  negotiated,  would  appear  in  Ihe  next  when  it  was? — A. 
Unless  the  loan  was  canceled  or  not  wholly  negotiated. 

Q.  And  if  it  had  been  either  canceled  or  not  wholly  negotiated,  was 
it  not  the  duty  of  the  Register  in  the  succeeding  year,  from  that  fact  ap- 
l>earing,  to  so  alter  his  statement  as  to  make  that  appear? — A.  He  ought 
to  do  it,  of  course. 

Q.  The  Secretary  ascertained,  or  the  Register  and  the  Secretary  to- 
gether ascertained,  in  1871,  that  from  1833  tliere  had  been  wrong  state- 
ments made  to  the  public  annually  by  the  Register  as  to  the  truth  of 
the  debt? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  you  can  say  it  was  wrong.  For  in- 
stance, on  a  certain  basis  you  may  say  you  owe  a  certain  amount  of  * 
money,  and  on  another  basis  you  may  sjiy  you  owe  a  different  amount 
of  money,  and  still  l>oth  would  be  correct.  For  instance,  you  may  say, 
^^  I  owe  $100,000,''  which  might  be  coiTect.  Y'ou  may  say  then  that  I 
owe  8100,000,  but  I  have  $50,000  comhig  to  me,  and  consequentlv  I  only 
owe  $50,000.    Tliere  would  be  a  difference  of  $50,000,  and  vet  both 
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stateiiieiits  would  be  correct.  It  depends  entii*ely  on  the  basis  of  your 
stateiiieiit. 

Q.  You  state  this,  however,  that  in  1871,  and  from  that  time  on,  the 
statement  now  goes  forth  to  the  country  that  each  statement  nmde  by 
the  llegister  from  the  time  he  began  to  make  statements  up  to  1870  was 
made  ujion  a  false  basis? — A.  According  to  my  opinion,  they  were. 

Q.  Tliat  is  now  the  statement  made  to  the  country  each  year  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  it  not  true  that  you  have  for  the  years  embracing  1869  and  1870, 
and  back  of  them,  in  the  last  eight  or  nine  years,  repudiated  all  the 
former  statements  by  the  Register  as  to  the  state  of  his  accounts  i — A. 
Y"es,  sir;  if  you  call  it  that,  and  according  to  my  oi^inion  very  cor- 
rectly. 

Q.  Y"ou  have  statement  "  F "  before  you.  Turn  to  the  year  1804  in 
the  statement  where  the  Register  from  the  year  18G4  up  to  J  870  stated 
that  the  public  debt  wa«  $1,740,690,489.49,  while  in  1871  he  stated  that 
the  public  debt  for  that  year  was  $1,815,784,370.57,  making  an  increase 
of  $75,093,881.08.  How  did  he  in  1871  make  that  change,  and  ui)on 
what  data  ? — A.  He  did  not  make  it  from  any  data  given  here  at  all ;  he 
went  back  to  1835.  He  says  the  debt  in  1835  was  so  much ;  he  then 
goes  to  the  books  and  says  we  received  during  1836  so  much  money, 
we  expended  so  much,  we  spent  so  nnich  money  on  account  of  redemp- 
tions, making  oui-  debt  so  much  for  1836,  and  so  much  for  1837,  and  so 
much  for  18^38,  and  so  much  for  18*39,  up  to  tliis  point  when  he  brings  it  to 
81,815,784,370.57,  without  any  regard  to  the  preceding  statements  what- 
soever. It  is  by  a  series  of  revisions  of  the  rec^eipts  and  exi)enditures, 
the  aetual  receipts  aiul  the  actual  ex])enditmes  of  ea^h  year  from  this 
point  up  to  that,  together  with  a  little  change  in  chissiftcation,  which 
has  been  explained  to  you. 

Q.  Then,  in  order  to  get  that  result,  and  to  upset  all  previous  state- 
ments and  to  make  a  new  statement  w  hich  increased  the  public  debt 
that  year  over  seventy-five  million  dollars,  was  he  not  compelled  to  ex- 
amine eaeh  warrant  that  had  been  issued  during  all  those  years  in  order 
to  see  where  those  mistakes  were  made ;  or,  if  not,  how  did  he  do  it  f — 
A.  No ;  because  the  previous  statement  was  not  made  from  warrants  at 
all ;  it  was  made  from  the  records  of  the  loan  division,  made  from  the 
issues.  Therefore,  you  could  not  expect  it  would  harmonize  with  the 
wan*ant8.  One  is  the  actual  issue  of  the  bonds,  and  the  other  is  the 
warrants. 

Q.  I  understand  that.  Now,  he  had  to  ascertain  the  difference  be- 
tween the  issues  f — A.  Not  as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  Explain  what  you  mean. — A.  He  did  not  want  to  examine  the  debt 
statement.  He  threw  that  old  statement  over  as  an  incorrect  statement 
and  proposed  to  make  a  correct  statement.  He  jiroposed  to  make  a  cor- 
rect statement  by  taking  the  debt  as  fixed  at  a  certJiin  amount  in  1835, 
and  then  taking  the  actual  Ciish  received  into  the  Treasury  on  accoiuit 
of  loans  and  deducting  the  actual  cash  paid  for  the  redemption  of  loans, 
and  to  make  a  series  of  the  public  debt  just  exiM3tly  in  accordance  with 
tlie  actual  amount  of  cash  received  and  cash  paid  out  on  account  of  re- 
<lemptioiis,  and  make  a  true  statement  without  any  regard  whatsoever 
to  the  other  statement. 

Q.  What  I  desire  to  know  is,  would  or  not  he  be  compelled  in  order 
to  make  up  that  statement  to  look  to  see  the  correctness  and  the  ac- 
curacy of  each  wan*ant  that  had  been  issued  either  covering  money  into 
the  Treasury  or  paying  it  out  ? — A.  He  would  if  he  had  the  slightest 
doubt  of  the  coiTectness  of  them. 
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Q.  But,  unless  he  did  tliat,  could  he  know  that  he  was  making  a  truth- 
ful statement  in  making  this! — ^A.  He  could  know  it  as  well  as  in  mak- 
ing any  statement.  The  books  are  so  kept  that  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  have  a  mistake.  If  he  examined  ever  so  much  he  could  not  be  ab- 
solutely certain,  because  human  nature  is  falUble  with  all  the  examina- 
tion that  is  possible. 

Q.  ^lust  not  everv  dollar  that  is  covered  into  the  Treasurv  be  covered 
in  by  a  covering  warrant? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  every  dollar  drawn  out,  di-awn  out  by  a  warrant! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Unless,  therefore,  in  making  up  a  new  statement  and  discanling 
the  old  books  he  looked  at  each  warrant  covering  money  in  and  every 
warrant  paying  money  out,  had  he  any  way  of  knowing  whether  the 
new  statement  was  correct  or  not  ? — A.  lie  had  no  way  of  knowing,  ex- 
cept that  it  has  been  proved  each  year  that  these  statements  were  cor- 
rect.    Each  year  it  is  proved. 

Q.  It  is  proved  that  the  former  statements  have  been  false! — A.  The 
former  statements  were  made  out  on  altogether  a  ditt'erent  basis.  They 
were  not  made  up  on  the  same  basis.  He  does  not  make  up  a  statemeut 
on  the  same  basis  that  he  did  before  and  find  discrepancies,  but  he  makes 
it  up  from  a  dilferent  basis. 

Q.  When  he  makes  it  up  from  that  different  basis  and  finds  that  it 
dift'ers  in  the  year  1874  over  $75,000,000,  would  he  not  have  to  look  at 
the  warrants  that  covered  money  in  and  the  warrants  that  paid  it  out 
to  see  that  that  difterence  of  $75,000,000  was  correct! — A.  He  might 
have  to  do  it;  but  I  do  not  see  that  if  he  looked  ever  so  much  he  could 
ever  find  it.  It  would  be  an  impossibiUt^^  to  find  it,  because  that  goes 
by  a  series  of  years,  and  he  would  have  to  look  away  back  to  the  be- 
ginning of  the  government. 

Q.  Then,  do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  all  the  Secretary  did  was  to 
take  what  appeared  on  the  books,  without  any  examination  of  the  war- 
rants, to  be  the  tnie  receipts  and  expenditures,  assuming  them  to  be 
correct,  and  that  they  worked  out  this  change! — A.  Yes,  sir.  He  as- 
sumed them  to  be  coiTCct. 

Q.  As  found  in  the  printed  reports  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures!— 
A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did  that ;  but  he  assumed  them  as  correct,  as 
found  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury. 

Q.  And  it  was  the  books  of  the  Treasury  that  accounted  for  receipts 
and  expenditures  that  he  took  as  the  basis,  instead  of  the  books  of 
issues  and  redemptions ! — A.  Y'es,  sir.    That  is  the  point  in  a  nutshell 

Q.  Explain  again  to  the  committee  the  effect  that  will  or  may  be 
produceii,  and  the  difference  that  may  result  from  stating  the  account, 
first,  by  issues  and  redemptions,  and  secondly,  by  receipts  and  expen- 
ditures, confining  yourself  to  the  x^ublic  debt. — A.  It  may  be  different, 
from  the  fiict  that  bonds  maj^  be  issued  for  a  very  large  amount  of  money 
during  one  fiscal  year,  and  the  money  may  not  a<;tually  be  received  into 
the  Treasury  until  a  series  of  fiscal  years  subsequent.  Therefore,  if  you 
take  tlic  issues  and  redemptions,  you  will  have  during  the  first  yejir  a 
debt  of  the  amount  of  that  loan ;  if  you  take  the  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures, you  will  have  nothing  for  that  year,  but  in  the  series  of  subsequent 
ye.irs  you  will  have  a  debt  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  the  loan  ne- 
gotiated. 

Q.  Have  you  any  account  kept  of  discounts  and  premiums  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  we  keep  an  account  of  discounts  and  premiums. 

Q.  Where  and  in  what  form  does  that  get  into  the  public-debt  state- 
ment! — A.  It  does  not  go  into  the  public-debt  statement.  It  goes  as 
premium  or  as  interest  or  as  discount.  Premiums  and  discounts  are 
generally  classified  together. 
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Q.  In  what  form  do  yon  keep  an  acconnt  for  losses,  under  the  head 
of  unavailables  or  otherwise  I — ^A.  We  only  get  those  amounts  from  fie 
Treasurer's  report  after  his  accounts  are  audited  and  allowed  by  the 
Comptroller. 

Q.  Where  do  you  keep  that  f — A.  We  keep  that  in  the  Treasurer'n 
accounts  of  receipts  and  exi)enditures. 

Q.  Do  you  mark  it  "  unavailable,"  or  do  you  charge  it  to  "  profit  and 
loss"! — A.  No,  sir;  we  either  debit  or  credit  the  Treasurer  with  the 
amount,  according  as  it  is  received  or  debited  from  him. 

Q.  And  what  form  of  warrant  is  used  for  thatj  a«  everything  has  to 
be  done  by  warrant,  either  covering  in  or  paying  out.  How  do  you 
charge  it  when  a  defaulter  causes  loss  ? — A.  I  really  cannot  answer  that 
question.  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  done.  I  merely  know  that  the  Treas- 
urer renders  his  accoimt  in  which  he  states  that  he  ha»  lost  a  ceitain 
amount  of  money  deposited  with  some  depository ;  he  makes  his  state- 
ment and  the  Comptroller  examines  it,  and  if  he  thinks  it  is  correct  he 
allows  it.  If  he  so  allows  it,  it  is  passed  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer. 
I  do  not  think  any  warrant  is  issued  on  that  at  all,  it  is  just  i)asse(l  to 
his  credit.  I  cannot  state  positively,  though,  but  I  do  not  think  any 
Avarrant  is  issued  for  it. 

Q.  You  have  just  said,  and  I  have  believed  it  to  be  the  rule,  that 
whenever  anything  is  once  covered  into  the  Tieasury  by  a  covering  war- 
rant it  has  to  be  disposed  of  by  another  warrant ! — A.  Yes.  I  cannot  say 
positively  whether  a  warrant  is  issued  for  it  or  not.  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  to  that  matter  particularly. 

Q.  When  did  the  Secretary  first  begin  making  up  his  public-debt  state- 
ment, do  you  remember? — A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  year  1870. 

Q.  Up  to  that  tinie  nothing  had  ever  come  from  the  Secretary's  office; 
I  believe  he  had  no  organized  bureau  recpiired  by  law  to  do  that  work  ? — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  Register  alone  did  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  the  Secretary  made  up  his  books  in  1870,  from  what  data 
did  he  make  them  up ,  what  books  outside  the  Register's  books  had  he 
to  make  them  up  f — A.  He  hiwl  his  own  books.  He  keeps  the  same 
series  of  books  that  the  Register  does  of  the  appropriations. 

Q.  Had  he  always  done  sof — A.  Yes,  sir;  as  to  the  appropriation 
lKK>ks. 

Q.  And  when  Mr.  Saville  and  those  gentleiuen  in  the  Secretary's 
r)ffice  had  made  up  the  statement  acconling  to  what  they  regarded  as^ 
the  true  mode  of  bookkeeping,  was  it  made  up  from  their  own  books,, 
or  made  up  from  their  books  and  your  books  combined,  or  do  you  know 
how  it  was  made  up  t — A.  I  think  it  Mas  made  up  from  fmr  books. 

Q.  Was  it  made  up  subsequent  to  the  time  when  you  and  this4)ther 
gentleman  you  have  si>oken  of  had  been  detailed  to  do  that  work  f — 
A.  That  was  a  portion  of  it  when  I  was  detailed  with  him,  and  it  was 
fiidshed  subsequent  to  that  perio<l.  I  was  only  detailed  to  assist  him 
for  two  or  three  .months. 

Q.  After  that  work  was  all  done,  and  they  ha<l  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  i)resent  mode  of  stating  it  was  the  true  one,  then  the  order 
came  from  the  Secretary  to  make  them  conforiu  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  then  it  was  that  Mr.  Register  Allison  obje<*ted  to  making  any 
change  in  the  statements  for  past  years,  while  he  was  willing  to  conform 
in  future  f — A.  He  did  not  object  l>ec*ause  he  thought  it  was  a  l>ad  state-^ 
ment,  but  he  objected  on  the  ground  that  he  di<l  not  think  they  ought 
to  disturb  old  stiitements. 

Q.  Had  the  Secretary  any  power  by  law,  that  you  are  aware  of,  to 
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x*equii*e  the  Begister  to  make  any  changes  in  statements  as  to  the  past 
events  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  he  had. 

Q.  He  had  a  right  to  prescribe  rules  as  to  modes  of  statement  for  the 
future  under  his  general  power  as  Secretary  ! — A.  I  suppose  that  would 
come  under^s  general  power }  he  could  make  him  make  statements  sub- 
sequently. 

Q.  The  Begister  being  the  official  bookkeeper,  all  his  statements  had 
to'conform  to  the  truth  as  his  books  showed,  I  suppose,  under  the  law, 
all  the  time. — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  that  would  be  no  objection  to  making  a 
change  in  the  statement,  for  it  would  still  accord  with  the  books  j  it  would 
depend  ux>on  what  series  of  books  you  took. 

I  Q.  The  $6,293,827.79  of  which  you  have  spoken  as  contained  in  State- 
ment No.  2,  does  not  appear  upon  your  books  f — A.  The  items  comi>os- 
ing  it  do  not  appear  as  part  of  the  public  debt  on  our  books. 

Q.  In  what  form,  for  example,  does  this  d  3,274,051.69  in  1871  ap- 
pear ! — ^A.  That  does  not  api>ear  in  any  one  single  item ;  it  is  the  dif- 
ferences between  the  loan  account  as  shown  by  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures and  the  public  debt-statement.  For  instance,  a  portion  of  it  would 
be  charged  to  one  loan  and  a  portion  of  it  to  another,  making  a  series 
of  differences. 

Q.  What  are  those  differences  f — ^A.  The  difference  between  the  issues 
and  redemptions  and  the  receipts  and  expenditures  on  account  of  the 
different  loans. 

Q.  But  in  1871  you  were  making  up  your  statement  from  receipts  and 
expenditures. — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  did  not  put  that  item  in  that  column  in  the 
Statejnent  No.  2.  I  put  it  in  a  separate  column  by  itself,  as  not  being  on 
our  books. 

Q.  And  you  mean  to  say  that  this  $3,274,051.69  was  a  seriei*  of  differ- 
ences that  had  appeared  in  former  years  prior  to  1871  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  It 
is  a  balance,  if  you  may  so  call  it,  of  the  differences ;  so  I  understand. 

Q.  Have  you  furnished  this  committee,  or  can  you  furnish  us,  a  state- 
ment showing  in  detail  what  this  item  of  $3,274,051.69  is  composed  of  f— 
A.  No,  sir ;  I  cannot. 

Q.  Why  not,  if  it  is  on  the  books?— A.  It  appears  on  our  books  be- 
cause the  totals  agree,  but  I  cannot  tell  you  what  it  is  made  up  of. 

Q.  Could  you,  without  much  trouble,  furnish  us  with  the  items  mak- 
ing up  that  $3,274,051.69 1— A.  I  could  not.  I  presume  Mjyor  Power 
could :  1  think  he  has  it  made  up. 

Q.  Why  cannot  you  ! — ^A.  Because  I  would  require  to  go  over  the 
same  ground  Major  Power  has  gone  over,  which  has  taken  him  some 
year  or  two.  He  has  been  analyzing  the  diff'erent  loans  from  one  year 
to  another  and  has  made  up  the  amount  to  show  what  composed  it 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  know  whether  this  is  a  true  statement  or  not!— 
A.  As  far  as  those  notes  go,  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  believed  that  it  was  true  because  it  was  furnished  you  from 
the  Secretary's  office! — A.  I  have  no  belief  on  the  subject.  I  wais 
ordered  to  put  it  in,  and  1  so  put  it  in. 

Q.  Did  you  put  in  under  the  year  1861  $2,019,776.10  ui>on  the  same 
order,  without  any  knowledge  of  its  truth  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  without  know- 
ing whether  it  was  true  or  not.  It  is  merely  a  question  whether  that 
amount  shall  be  classified  as  public  debt  or  not;  but  I  had  nothing  toilo 
with  it.  It  does  not  take  a  dollar  out  of  the  Treasury  or  put  one  in.  It 
is  merely  wliether  you  shall  say  the  government  owes  that  much  more 
or  not :  but  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that ;  I  only  had  to  do  as  I  was 
ordered. 

Q.  But  the  sums  making  it  up  are  either  true  or  false,  and  I  did  not 
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know  but  that  your  books  would  show  upon  what  data  it  was  inserted! 
— A.  They  could  not  show  that,  because  it  is  through  a  series  of  years. 

Q»  But  suppose  a  million  of  dollars  is  issued! — A.  That  can  be  shown. 

Q.  And  the  government  receives  only  $900,000,  making  $100,000  difier- 
ence ;  ought  not  that  to  appear  somewhere  ! — A.  Yes,  sir  j  that  would 
show. 

Q.  And  it  is  items  like  this  that  make  up  this  sum,  is  it  not! — ^A.  No, 
sir  5  it  is  the  dillerence  between  the  loan  accounts  as  shown  by  the 
receipts  and  expenditures  and  the  i>ublic-debt  statement  from  1833  to 
1871. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  by  that! — ^A.  I  understand  that  it  is  the 
diiterence  between  the  statement  as  made  up  in  1869  and  that  in  1871, 
and  it  is  made  up  of  a  series  of  changes ;  for  instance,  the  Texan  indem- 
nity debt  was  included  as  a  loan  or  disallowed  as  a  loan ;  and  another 
thing  was  included,  bounty-land  tax  was  included  or  disallowed,  &c.; 
the  difference  of  classification  making  a  portion  of  the  diflference,  also  a 
difference  between  the  issues  and  redemptions  and  the  receipts  and 
expenditures. 

Q.  But  those  items  of  which  you  speak  are  so  much  largfer  than  the 
aggregate  of  this  that  it  is  not  likely  that  any  of  them  entered  into  these 
dfi'erences  ! — A.  I  do  not  know.  Those  items  would  be  large  one  year 
and  the  next  year  they  would  neutralize  themselves.  In  1804,  for 
instance,  there  are  $75,000,000  difference,  and  the  next  year  there  is  only 
one  million  and  it  is  the  other  way,  so  that  $75,000,000  had  all  been  used 
up  and  one  million  more  in  the  next  year. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  So  that  the  diff'erence  between  the  two  years  was  seventy-six  mill- 
ion, as  made  up  from  different  data  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  one  year  balances  the 
other,  and  leaves  a  little  bit  on  the  other  side. 

Q.  How  long  have  the  accounts  of  receipts  and  expenditures  been 
kept  in  the  Register's  office  ! — A.  Always ;  from  the  beginning  of  the 
government. 

Q.  And  always  an  account  of  issues  and  redemptions,  those  being 
two  separate  accounts  ! — A.  I  cannot  say  that  the  issues  and  redemp- 
tions have  been  kept  there  separate.  I  do  not  know  how  that  is.  I 
know  that  all  the  issues  and  all  the  redemptions  have  not  been  kept 
there. 

Q.  I  find,  for  example,  in  1862  a  difference  of  $9,000,000  between  the 
two  statements,  one  being  made  up  from  the  books  of  issues  and  redemp- 
tions and  the  other  being  made  up  from  receipts  and  expenditures. 
Now,  if  in  1862  the  Register  had  been  directed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  make  up  the  public-debt  statement  from  the  set  of  books 
known  as  receipts  and  expenditures  account  instead  of  the  books  known 
as  issues  and  redemptions  account,  would  not  the  statement  then  have 
api)eared  as  it  appears  in  the  report  of  1871  by  the  Finance  Report! — A.  It 
would  exactly,  with  the  exception  of  probably  a  little  difference  in  classi- 
fication. If  he  had  so  classified  it  as  it  was  classified  in  the  1871  report, 
it  would  appear  exactly  so  5  but  of  course  different  persons  classify 
statements  differently. 

Q.  Senator  Beck  iiiquired  if  there  was  any  law  authorizing  the  Reg- 
ister to  go  back  and  make  up  statements  for  prior  years  differently  from 
the  published  statements.  Having  all  the  data  there  for  both  state- 
ments, what  possible  objection  in  your  mind  can  there  be  to  making  up 
the  debt  statement  from  receipts  and  expenditures  miming  back  to  the 
Iieriod  of  1835  ! — A.  I  think  it  is  always  allowable  to  correct  an  error 
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if  it  is  knowTi  to  be  an  error;  and  if  a  person  supposes  things  to  be  er- 
roneous, I  think  it  is  allowable  to  have  them  corrected. 

Q.  And  although  the  Eegister  of  the  Treafitiry  thought  it  unwise  or 
perhaps  inexpedient  to  go  back  to  those  different  years,  he  did  not  ob- 
ject to  it,  because  in  going  back  there  would  be  an  erroneous  statement 
made! — A.  No,  sir.  My  understanding  was  that  he  objected  to  it  on 
account  of  its  inexpediency. 

Q.  In  ansAver  to  Senator  Beck  you  spoke  of  the  separate  items  alluded 
to  in  Statement  No.  2  as  *'  added  to  receipts,''  and  you  said  that  you 
took  those  items  and  inserted  them  because  you  were  dii*ected  so  to  dof — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  made  up  those  items ! — A.  I  presume  it  was 
Mr.  Eoss  A.  Fish. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Power  knew  something  about 
themf — A.  He  has  subsequently  analyzed  them  in  order  to  find  out 
what  they  consisted  of.  I  think  Mr.  Power  can  explain  the  whole  reason 
of  them. 

Q.  It  would  take  a  long  time  to  analyze  them ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  not  done  so? — A.  I  have  not,  but  I  understand  Mr. 
Power  has  taken  the  necessary  time. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  items  amounting  to  between  six 
and  seven  million  dollars  in  Statement  No.  2  were  not  on  your  books  in 
the  public-debt  statement  in  any  form  ! — A.  Not  so  classified  as  public 
debt. 

Q.  I  understood  Senator  Allison  to  a.sk  you  whether  if  your  office  had 
made  up  any  statement  of  the  public  debt  it  Avoidd  have  been  the  same 
as  you  put  it  in  1871  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary,  and  I  under- 
stood you  to  say  it  would  ? — A.  If  it  was  made  up  from  tlie  rei'/Cipts  and 
exi>enditures;  that  is,  bfirring  the  difference  of  cla^ssification. 

Q.  Kthis  $0,293,827.79  was  not  upon  your  books,  but  was  upon  fhe 
statement  in  the  Secretary's  office,  could  you  have  made  the  same  state- 
ment as  was  made  by  the  Secretary  ? — A.  I  could  not  make  it  without 
adding  those  in. 

Q.  But  they  are  not  on  your  books  in  the  debt  statement. — A.  They  do 
not  appear  upon  the  books  in  gi'oss,  and  they  oidy  can  be  anived  at  by 
an  analysis  of  our  books,  which  ^lajor  Power  ha^s  made. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  you  could  or  could  not  have  made  the  exa€t 
same  statement  in  your  office  as  that  one  sent  from  the  Secretary's  office, 
and  which  appears  in  your  report  of  1871  ? — A.  It  is  from  our  office. 
That  analysis  was  made  by  Major  Power  as  chief  clerk  of  our  office,  and 
it  does  belong  to  the  R(»gister's  office. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  about  the  analysis,  but  about  the  debt  statement 
as  it  appears.  Letine  make  myself  plain:  I  haA e  understood  you  to 
state  to  the  committee  more  than  once  tluit  these  items  do  not  ap|>ear 
upon  your  books  in  any  public-debt  statement  f — A.  We  have  no  public 
debt  statement  on  our  books.  AVe  do  not  make  a  statement  on  our  iKwks 
of  the  public  debt.  AVe  merely  state  the  debt  from  year  to  year,  but  we 
do  not  make  any  continuous  statement  of  the  public  debt  on  our  l>ookft. 

Q.  AVhen  you  made  up  the  statement  in  1870  and  sent  it  toCongi-ess. 
that  the  debt  Avas  in  round  numbers  $2,480,(KK),000,  Avas  not  that  froiu 
your  l)ooks  f — A.  AVe  take  the  i)ublic  debt  of  tlie  year  j>receding ;  we 
then  take  an  account  of  all  the  receipts  on  account  of  the  different  loans 
amoiuiting  to  a  sum  total  of  so  much,  which  we  add  to  that;  we  tljen 
take  all  the  disbursements  for  the  redemi)tion  of  the  public  debt^  which 
we  deduct  fioni  it,  and  then  state  the  public  debt  a«  the  difference  be- 
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»n  the  public  debt  of  the  preceding  year  plus  the  receipts  aud  minus 
'  redemptions.  We  make  the  calculation  of  that,  and  put  that  on  the 
tement;  but  it  does  not  appear  on  the  books.  Tliat  is  a  clerical  cal- 
ation  made  from  the  books. 

Bv  Mr.  Allison  : 
3.  Made  in  the  human  brain  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Tiie  sta.tenient  you  furnish  us  from  the  books  as  Statement  No.  2 
Is  us  that  the  public  debt  in  1870  was  $2,480,672,427.81.  Did  you 
t  take  that  from  the  books  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  a  moment  ago  that  the  public-debt  state- 
?iit,  as  a  statement,  was  not  npoii  your  books. — ^A.  That  is,  the  tabu- 
ted  statement  is  not  upon  our  books.  We  have  to  assume  the  public 
ibt  in  1859,  for  instance,  to  be  so  much,  and  then  we  have  to  add  on 
k1  deduct,  year  by  year,  in  order  to  arrive  at  what  it  should  be  at  the 
.pinition  of  that  time. 

Q.  Now,  do  I  understand  that  the  public  debt  as  stated  to  us  is  from 
e  books  or  not ! — A.  It  is  a  synopsis  of  the  books,  with  the  exception 
'  those  notes,  a,  fe,  c,  and  d^  on  Statement  No.  2. 

Q.  With  the  exception  of  tlie  $6,21)3,827.79  not  on  your  books  as  public 
ibt? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  briefly  the  difference  between  making  a  statement 
om  recei]>t-s  and  ex|>enditures  and  one  fi*om  issues  and  redemptions  f — 
.  The  difference  between  them  is  that  one  is  a  statement  of  a  loan 
sued  but  not  negotiated,  and  the  other  of  a  loan  which  has  not  only 
ten  issued  but  has  been  negotiated. 

Q.  In  making  a  public-debt  statement  from  receipts  and  exi>enditures 
0  you  take  into  con^deration  the  moneys  received  and  paid  for  all 
spenditures  of  the  government! — A.  No,  sir;  only  those  on  account  of 
le  loans  and  bonds. 

Q.  How  many  months  are  there  between  the  end  of  your  fiscal  year 
ad  the  time  you  make  your  statement  to  Congress  as  to  the  public 
At  ? — A.  We  generally  make  our  statement  to  C^ongress  of  the  public 
H  in  the  Finance  Report,  which  is  sent  in  at  the  assembling  of  Con- 
ess:  that  is,  five  months  after  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year. 
Q.  You  have  from  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  to  the  assembling  of 
Dgress,  five  months,  to  make  up  the  statement  and  see  that  it  is  cor- 
tt — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  also  to  close  up  our  year.  The  fiscal  year  does 
";  practically  close  for  a  month  or  two. 

}.  You  stated  to  Senator  Allison  that  Mr.  Saville,  chief  clerk  of  the 
lartment.  told  a  clerk  in  your  office  that  he  must  make  the  debt  state- 
nt  acconi  with  the  statement  from  the  Secretary's  oflice  f — A.  The 
d  of  the  division  it  was. 

J.  And  the  man  who  did  the  work  went  up  into  the  Secretary's  office 
[  got  the  figures  there,  and  made  your  statement  up  from  that  f — A. 
mnot  say  positively  that  he  did  that.  All  I  can  say  is  that  his  figures 
re8X>onded  with  the  figures  of  the  public-debt  statement  to  a  cent, 
ST  adding  interest  and  deducting  the  cash  in  the  Treasury. 
l^  You  have  your  statement  and  the  Secretary's  for  the  years  you 
lied,  1869  and  1870,  which  you  were  afterwards  directed  to  change ; 
they  not  as  the  Register  reported  them  to  Congi'ess  exactly  as  the 
athly-debt  statements  were? — A.  No,  sir;  they  are  not;  they  are  as 
public-debt  statements  state  the  debt  after  adding  interest  and  de- 
^iig  the  cash  on  hand. 
I,  Then  I  understand  that  the  Secretary's  statement  of  1870  and  yours 
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of  1870,  when  compared  with  the  monthly-debt  statements,  do  not  agree  1 — 
A.  I  do  not  know  about  the  Secretary's }  ours  does  not  agree  witii  them 
because  the  wrong  series  of  figures  was  taken.  There  is  &e  amount  out- 
standing [pointing  to  the  column],  and  instead  of  taking  that  the  clerk 
took  anotner  column,  showing  the  net  amount  due. 

Q.  Will  you  look  and  see  if  they  are  not  exactly  the  same  t — A.  They 
agree  in  part,  but  do  not  agree  with  the  amount  outstanding. 

Q.  Then  they  do  agree  with  the  statement  made  in  your  office  after 
adding  the  interest  and  deducting  the  cash  in  the  Treasury  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  and  that  was  where  the  mistake  occiured. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  Did  not  the  clerk  who  made  up  the  statement  for  those  two  years 
state  the  amount  of  the  debt  from  the  montlilv  statements  f — A.  I  can 
say  that  the  the  amount  which  he  did  put  down  entirely  harmonized  with 
the  monthly  public-debt  statements  plus  the  interest  and  minus  the  cash 
in  the  Treasury  for  those  two  years. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  stated  that  if  you  put  $100  at  the  column  of  discrepancies  for 
each  year,  and  added  them  all  up  it  would  make  so  many  hundreds  dif- 
ference as  you  put  down.  Suppose  one  year  there  was  an  increase 
and  another  a  decrease,  and  it  kept  even  that  way  all  through,  would  it 
come  out  even  or  not  I — ^A.  It  would. 

Q.  Now,  tell  me  whether  there  are  not  increases  and  decreases  from 
1833  down,  sometimes  larger  and  sometimes  smaller! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
there  are. 

Q.  Then  it*  would  not  be  counted  over  and  over  every  time  that  it  was 
put  down!  For  instance,  the  $665.95  which  appears  in  1833  disappears 
in  1835,  and  leaves  a  credit  of  $313,776.00.  Is  not  that  so!— A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Then  the  $665.95  would  not  be  counted  as  you  illustrated  to  Mr. 
Allison,  because  it  had  disappeared  and  there  was  a  credit  on  the  other 
side;  -and  if  you  added  the  credit  would  it  not  come  out  in  the  end  the 
same! — A.  I  do  not  think  it  would. 

Q.  If  that  was  so  on  the  iuCTcase  side,  how  would  it  be  on  the  decrease 
side!  It  would  work  the  same  way,  would  it  not! — ^A.  If  there  wjw 
exactly  the  same  amount  of  decrease  and  increase,  and  exactly  the  same 
number  of  years,  it  would  amount  to  the  same  thing;  but  where  you 
have  discordant  amounts  which  change,  it  will  not  give  any  correct 
amount,  because  each  year's  statement  is  a  balance. 

Q.  There  are  increases  and  decreases  from  1833  up  to  1870,  are  tliere 
not! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  there  erasures  or  alterations  u|)on  any  of  the  books  of  the 
Register's  office  to  your  knowledge! — A.  There  are  none  except  to  cor- 
rect a  clerical  error,  to  my  knowl^ge. 

Q.  Are  there  many  of  those! — A.  No,  sir;  not  a  great  many.  Of 
course  they  will  occur.  For  instance,  a  clerk  charges  an  amount  to  a 
wrong  appropriation ;  he  finds  out  subsetpiently  that  he  has  so  charged 
it,  and  he  has  to  era^e  it  from  the  appropriation  that  he  has  charged  it 
to,  and  charge  it  to  the  correct  one. 

Q.  How  long  is  that  generally  done  after  the  entry  m  made! — ^A.  It 
is  generally  not  discovered  until  the  close  of  the  quarter,  when  in  com- 
paring with  the  other  books  he  finds  that  he  does  not  agree  with  the 
other  offices,  in  comparison  with  the  Secretary's  office  and  the  Comp- 
troller's office,  and  then  they  examine  their  books  to  see  who  has  made 
the  error,  and  Avhen  found  it  is  corrected  on  whosesoever  book  it  is. 
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).  Do  you  keep  a  blotter  or  day-book  and  ledger  also  of  the  public 

k>t ! — A.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  blotter.    I  think  there  is  a  day- 

ok  kept,  and  also  a  ledger. 

^.  Do  you  '^post^"  as  we  term  it  generally,  from  the  day-book  to  the 

[gert — A,  Yes,  sir. 

2.  How  often  f — A.  They  generally  post  every  day.    That,  of  course, 

pendA  on  the  clerk.    He  sometimes  gets  behindhand. 

^  You  speak  of  comparing  with  the  Secretary  and  Comptroller. 

ight  the  books  of  the  Register,  Treasurer,  and  Comptroller  to  tell  ex- 

:ly  the  same  thing  ! — A.  The  books  of  the  Secretary,  Comptroller,  and 

agister  must  tell  exactly  the  same  thing;  I  mean  the  appropriation 

Q.  I  ask  as  to  warrants  paid  on  account  of  the  public  debt ! — A.  Yes, 

Q.  Ought  not  the  Treasurer's  books  to  agree  with  yours ! — ^A.  The 

•measurer  would  agree  with  us  provided  the  warrants  were  all  paid.  He 

BFers  from  us  in  the  amount  of  outstanding  warrants. 

^.  Do  you  credit  the  Treasurer  with  a  warrant  before  he  pays  it  t — 

.  I  do  not  know  that  we  credit  the  Treasurer ;  we  credit  the  appropri- 

ion. 

Q.  Can  the  Treasurer  get  credit  in  your  office  for  a  warrant  that  has 
een  issued  before  it  is  paid  ! — ^A.  No,  sir  5  I  do  not  think  personally  he 
Ml  get  any  credit. 

Q.  After  the  Treasurer  pays  a  warrant  or  a  draft,  it  goes  to  your  office, 
oes  it  not,  for  final  registry  and  credit  to  the  Treasurer,  and  you  are  the 
Bal  custodian  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  All  warrants  or  drafts,  of  whatever  form  they  may  be  put  in,  finally 
^me  to  your  office,  and  there  they  remain  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  your  office  what  is  known  as  the  official  bookkeeper  of  the  gov- 
■nment  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  every  warrant  that  has  been  paid  from  the  beginning  of  the 
>vemment  down  to  the  present  day  ought  to  be  found  in  your  office  f — 
•  It  ought  to  be,  except  where  we  have  had  fires  that  have  destroyed 
em. 

Q.  Which  of  the  two  tables  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870,  the  one 
Mushed  by  the  Secretary  or  the  one  furnished  by  the  Register,  is  the 
fgest  upon  the  average  as  to  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  1 — ^A.  The 
^sretary^s  table  averages  the  largest. 

By  Mr.  Allison  : 

Q.  Do  not  the  items  of  1869  and  1870,  showing  an  increase  of  nearly 
^o  hundred  million  dollars  in  the  Secretary's  report,  as  compared  with 
B  Register's  report,  constitute  the  principal  element  in  that  average  f — 
They  do. 
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PART  II. 


WAsmNGTON,  April  3, 1879. 

Le  Chaibman  stated  that  he  had  called  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
sury,  who  said  he  had  no  wish  to  be  i>resent  unless  the  committee 
red  him  specially,  and  also  on  the  chief  clerk,  Mr.  Upton,  who  made 
same  response ;  and  they  both  said  they  would  consider  it  a  notice 
.  the  committee  was  going  to  take  testimony,  and  referred  it  to  Major 
rer. 


JV^iLLLAM  WooDViLLE  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  What  are  you  engaged  at! — Answer.  I  am  clerk  to  this 

mmittee. 

Q.  Have  you  made  a  complete  examination  in   the  Congressional 

MX)rd  of  the  several  speeches  I  made  in  the  Senate,  and  then  com- 

red  that  carefully  with  the  Finance  Reports! — A.  I  have  done  so. 

(J.  [Exhibiting.]    Is  this  the  statement  you  made  up  1    Look  it  through 

d  see  if  it  is  the  same. — A.  [Examining.]    This  is  the  one  I  made  up, 

d  I  compared  this  with  the  Congressional  Record  and  the  Finance 

ports  to  see  that  it  was  right. 

Q.  Did  you  take  all  the  statements  that  you  found  in  the  Congressional 

icord  that  I  had  made  in  diflFerent  speeches  in  the  Senate! — A.  Yes, 

. 

Q.  Are  they  all  embodied  in  that  statement! — A,  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Have  you  there  pointed  out  all  the  errors  that  you  found,  or  differ- 
oes  betweien  my  statements  in  the  Senate  and  the  Finance  Reports ! — 
Yes,  sir. 

^«  Have  you  made  a  summary  of  them! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
«•  Are  you  sure  that  the  slight  differences  you  point  out  there  are  the 
y  differences  between  that  which  is  reported  in  the  Record  as  having 
'^  said  by  myself  and  the  Finance  Reports! 

fr.  Dawes.  Under  what  authority  does  the  chairman  put  that  ques- 
^  to  the  witness!  In  other  words,  were  we  appointed  to  ascertain 
^ther  there  are  any  errors  in  his  speeches! 

^e  Chairman.  If  you  object  to  it,  I  do  not  care  anything  about  it. 
fr.  Dawes.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  we  were  appointed  for  that 
■pose.  It  was  to  discover  errors  in  the  books,  not  in  your  speeches. 
J  are  t^  assume  your  speeches  to  be  correct,  I  suppose, 
fhe  Chaxrman.  I  understood  (and  the  resolution  was  intended  to  be 
broad  as  possible)  that  there  was  no  question  relating  to  the  books  or 
the  Finance  Reports,  or  relating  to  the  statements  I  had  made  in  the 
late  upon  which  the  resolution  was  based,  but  what  was  within  the 
pe  of  our  inqniry. 


i 
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Mr.  Daaves.  I  will  read  the  resolution  to  see  under  what  part  this  can 
<;ome: 

Reaolvedy  That  a  committee  of  five  he  appoint-ed  hy  the  Chair  to  investigate  the 
finance  reportn,  hooks,  and  acconnts  of  the  Treasury  Department,  particularly  with 
reference  to  difl:erences,  discrepancies,  and  alterations  in  amounts  and  figures  that 
have  been  made  in  them,  if  any  such  there  be,  especially  in  the  annual  statements  of 
the  expenditures  of  the  government,  revenue  collected,  and  the  public  debt  contained 
in  said  reports ;  and  if  any  such  differences,  discrepancies,  and  alterations  be  found  to 
exist,  to  report  the  same  and  the  extent  and  nature  thereof,  the  years  wherein  they 
occur,  by  what  authority  made  if  any,  the  reasons  that  induced  tnem,  and  to  report 
generally  such  other  and  further  information  bearing  upon  the  subject  as  to  them  may 
seem  best. 

I  desire  to  remark  on  this  resolution  that  it  seems  to  me  it  confines  our 
examination  to  the  books  and  the  report,  the  "  differences,  discrepancies, 
and  alterations"  which  exist  in  the  books  and  nowhere  else,  and  the  rea- 
sons for  them. 

The  Chairman.  But  the  latter  part  of  the  resolution  speaks  of  report- 
ing generally  all  information  l)earing  on  the  subject,  and  gives  us  power 
to  take  testimony. 

Mr.  Dawes.  The  language  is :  "And  to  report  generally  such  otlier 
and  fiirther  information  bearing  ux>oii  the  subject."  What  is  "the  sub- 
ject "f    Alterations  in  the  books. 

The  Chairman.  My  statements  in  the  Senate  were  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  Dawes.  Not  what  anybody  has  said  about  the  alterations,  but  on 
the  subject  of  the  alterations  themselves. 

The  Chairman.  The  subject  of  the  alterations  was  the  subject  of  my 
speeches.  My  speeches  bear  on  that,  and  now  Ave  are  examining  those 
speeches  to  know  whether  the  statements  made  by  myself  in  the  Senate 
were  correct  or  incorrect,  whether  the  books  bear  them  out.. 

Mr.  Dawes.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  committee  was  raised  on 
your  speeches,  but  on  the  books. 

The  Chairman.  Certainly  not  on  my  speeches,  but  on  the  books.  The 
object  of  this  testimony  is  to  show  whether  I  stated  facts  or  not.  That 
comes  I  think  under  that  part  of  the  resolution  wliich  authorizes  it  to 
report  any  inlbnnation  on  the  subject.  [To  the  witness :]  I  will  put  tliis 
question :  Are  the  figures  and  conclusions  you  arrived  at  in  the  pamphlet 
before  you  taken  from  the  Finance  Reports  I  In  other  words,  are  tbe 
figures  presented  by  me  a  true  transcript,  with  the  exceptions  you  made 
there,  of  the  Finance  Eeports  ! 

The  Witness.  I  examined  these  different  statements,  compared  them 
with  the  different  Finance  Reports,  and  found  the  differences  to  be  as 
you  stated  them,  with  a  few  errors,  some  of  them  typogmphical  and  some 
of  them  errors  in  statement. 

Q.  Are  the  errors  that  you  found,  stated  in  the  pamphlet  before  you  !— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  the  dift'erences  between  the  different  Finance  Reports  as 
you  stated  them,  I  found  to  be  as  you  stated  them. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  "  the  different  Finance  Reports"  ? — A.  I  mean 
the  differences  between  the  Finance  Rei>orts  as  you  stated  them  to  exist. 

Q.  That  is,  you  found  the  statements  in  the  Finance  Reports  from  the 
Register  and  the  Secretary-  of  the  Treasury  to  differ  as  there  stated,  with 
the  exception  of  the  few  errors  you  have  pointed  out  f — A.  Yes^  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  I  want  to  offer  that  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Daaves.  Permit  me  to  ask  a  question  fii'st.  (To  the  witness.) 
Point  out  differences  which  you  put  in  evidence,  independent  of  any  other 
statements  there  are  in  the  pamphlet  before  you. 

The  Witness.  In  page  1  there  is  a  difference  of  $3,271,970.43. 

Q.  (^y  Mr.  Dawes.)  You  find  a  difference  between  the  two  Finance 
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>ort8  of  how  much ! — A.  Between  the  Finance  Reports  of  1869  anil 

0,  in  the  tabulated  statement,  $3,271,970.43. 

|.  You  say  there  is  a  difference  between  the  statements  of  the  Finance 
portii  of  1869  and  1870  of  the  sum  which  you  have  given  t — A.  Yes^ 

J,  Which  is  the  larger! — A.  That  of  1870  is  the  larger. 

J,  By  the  sum  which  you  give? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

^  State  the  results  in  each  of  those  reports.    What  is  tlie  statement 

that  of  1870  f — A.  It  is  the  tabulated  statement  of  the  Kegister,  page 

>. 

i.  Tliat  statement  is  how  much  ?— A.  The  total  is  $5,892,189,160.59. 
3.  \Miat  does  that  $5,892, 189, l(i0.59  represent  ?— A.  The  total  ex- 
aditures  of  the  government  for  the  years  1861  to  1866,  inclusive. 
Q.  That  is,  thev  are  stated  in  the  report  of  1870  to  be  tliat  amount — 
^892,189,160.591— A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  That  covers  six  years  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  Finance  Report  of  1869  state  the  ex[)enditun^s  for  the 
me  years  i — A.  Yes,  sir. 

CJ.  And  states  them  to  have  been  liow  much  ? — A.  $5,888,917,190.16. 
€).  Making  a  difference  of  liow  much  f— A.  $3,271,970.43. 
ij.  Did  you  examine  to  ascertain  in  what  particular  items  of  expend- 
are  that  difference  arose  f — A.  I  think  there  was  a  difference  each 

^.  A  difference  in  the  statement  in  1869  of  each  year's  expenditures 
^w^een  it  and  the  same  statement  in  1870  ? — A.  Take  the  year  1861  in 
»^  Finance  Report  of  1869  and  compare  the  same  year  in  tlie  report  of 
^70;  there  is  a  difference. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  know  it. 
Q-  Have  you  it  there! — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  described  here. 
Q.  What  is  the  difference  in  the  statement  of  expenditures  for  1861 
the  reports  of  the  two  years! — A.  Fifty  dollars. 
Q.  What  is  the  difference  in  the  expenditures  for  1862,  in  the  two  re- 
mits ?— A.  $5,174,342.17  decrease. 

Q.  Less  in  the  rei)ort  of  1870  than  in  the  report  of  1869  f — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
^  the  $50  of  the  year  previous  was  an  increase, 
Q.  What  is  the  difference  in  the  two  reports  of  1869  and  1870  as  to  the 
penditures  of  1863  and  tlie  succeeding  years  right  along  ! — A.  For  the 
^r  1863  the  increase  in  the  Finance  Rei>ort  of  1870  over  that  of  1869  is 
»019,280.60.  For  1864  there  is  a  decrease  in  the  report  of  1870  as  com- 
red  with  that  of  1869  of  $2,603,541.14.  For  the  year  1865  there  is  an 
Tease  in  the  report  of  1870  over  that  of  1869  of  $8,759,107.28.  For 
ki  there  is  a  decrease  in  the  report  of  1870  a^s  compared  with  that  of 
J9  of  $1,728,584.14,  making  the  total  increase  $12,778,437.88,  and  the 
ireases  $9,506,467.45.  Tlie  difference  or  increase  in  the  Finance  Report 
1870  over  1869  is  $3,271,970.43. 
}.  As  to  tlie  reports  of  the  expenditures  of  1861,  did  you  look  after 

$50  and  see  where  it  arose  f — A.  1  did  not  exiU'tly  look  after  it  for 

reason  you  suggest.     1  looked  for  the  errors ;  1  supi)osed  the  Treas- 

Department  would  explain  them. 

1.  You  did  not  look  to  see  in  what  item  or  items  that  $50  difference 
se! — A.  That  was  not  my  province. 

}.  I  only  ask  for  the  fact ;  you  did  not  ? — A.  I  did  not. 
}.  Did  you  as  to  the  differences  between  the  reports  of  1869  and  1870^ 
to  the  expenditures  of  either  of  the  other  years,  look  any  further  than 
ind  the  difference  in  the  figures  ! — A.  I  looke<l  generally  to  see  the 
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differences,  but  of  course  I  could  not  trace  them  like  a  Treasury  clerk 
could  do. 

Q.  I  only  wanted  to  know  the  fact. — A.  I  did  not  examine. 

Q.  Then  you  only  report  here  in  testimony  the  difference  in  the  figures 
without  any  result  of  an  examination  as  to  how  that  difference  arose  ? — 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  W  hat  is  the  next  discrepancy,  if  any,  that  you  found  1 — A.  Taking 
the  War,  Navy.  Pension,  and  Indian  expenditures,  especially  from  1860 
to  1866,  it  will  oe  seen  that  many  of  the  figures  have  been  changed  in 
the  Finance  Report  of  1870. 

The  Chairman.  *A11ow  me  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  Do  I  un- 
derstand you  want  to  go  over  all  the  statements  I  have  made,  or  only 
where  you  flmd  that  I  was  in  error  t 

Mr.  Dawes.  I  want  to  ascertain  from  the  witness  just  what  he  puts 
in  his  testimony  here  to-day.  He  puts  in  his  testimony  without  reference 
to  what  you  said.  He  has  found  that  difference  in  the  Finance  Reports 
of  two  years,  so  far  as  we  have  gone,  which  he  has  stated,  and  now  he  is 
taking  up  another  item.  I  do  not  understand  that  he  is  putting  in  the 
chairman's  speeches.    This  is  his  testimony. 

The  Chairman  suggested  that  Mr.  Dawes  was  inquiring  as  to  matters 
of  expenditure  which  had  not  been  yet  gone  into,  and  this  branch  of  ex- 
amination was  waived  for  the  present,  to  be  taken  up  hereafter. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  :  . 

Q.  What  does  the  tabular  statement  marked  "  Y,''  already  in  evidence, 
contain  f — ^A.  It  contains  a  comparison  between  the  Secretary's  statement 
of  the  outstanding  public  debt,  in  the  Finance  Rei>ort  of  1870,  and  the 
Register's  statement,  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870,  and  one  compared  with 
the  other  shows  these  differences  each  year,  from  1833  down  to  1870,  in- 
clusive. It  contains,  also,  the  Register's  statement  in  the  Finance  Report 
of  1871,  as  compared  with  the  Register's  statement  in  the  Finance  Report 
of  1870,  and  it  shows  the  differences  in  each  year,  frt)m  1833  to  1870,  in- 
clusive. 

Q.  Was  this  table  made  out  by  you  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  actual  personal  examination  of  the  books  f — ^A.  Personal  ex- 
amination of  those  two  Finance  Reports,  those  three  tables. 

Q.  Are  you  a  professional  bookkeeper  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  been  employed  in  the  Treasury  Department  f — ^A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  In  what  kind  of  bookkeeping  have  you  been  employed! — A.  Mer- 
oantile  and  banking. 

Q.  Do  you  reside  in  this  city  !— A.  I  reside  here  now ;  I  formerly  re- 
sided in  Baltimore. 

Q.  In  order  to  aid  us  in  the  examination  of  this  paper,  will  you  tell 
us  what  "  Statement  F  "  discloses  as  to  the  debt  statement  of  1833 1— A. 
It  discloses  a  difference  in  those  three  statements,  the  different  way  of 
stating  the  outstanding  public  debt  of  1833. 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  that  this  paper  discloses  that  the  Finance  Report 
of  1870  shows  the  Secretary's  statement  of  the  public  debt  for  1833  to  be 
$7,001,698.83  f— A.  Yes^  sir. 

Q.  And  that  the  Register's  statement  in  the  same  report  of  the  public 
debt  of  that  year  was  i7,001,032.a3  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Making  a  difference  of  $665,95 1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Register's  statement  of  the  same  debt  in  the  Finance  Report 
of  1871  was  $7,001,698.83,  or  the  same  as  the  Secretary's  report  of  that 
debt  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 
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2-  That  is  a  correct  statement  as  to  that  year  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

2.  And  this  table  shows  a  statement  of  like  character  as  to  the  differ- 

^es  between  the  Secretary's  statement  and  the  Register's  statement  in 

^Pinance  Beport  of  1870  and  the  Begister's  statement  in  the  Finance 

port  of  1871 1— A.  Yes,  sir. 

^.  What  does  the  word  "  total "  at  the  bottom  represent  where  it  says 

atal  $20,233,160,879.33"?    That  is  the  total  of  aU  the  public  debt  of 

those  years  added  together  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  total  according  to  the  Secretary's  statement  in  the  Finance 
^port  of  1870 1— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Begister's  statement  in  the  same  report  is  represented  to  be 
S,985,393,537.67 1— A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  What  do  the  separate  sums  put  oflf  against  the  word  "diflference" 

the  foot  of  these  columns  indicate? — ^A.  That  indicates  a  difference 

$247,767,341.66,  deducting  one  addition  from  the  other. 
<).  Does  the  same  item  of  "difference"  which  is  found  in  the  year 
i33  re-appar  in  any  of  the  statements  as  to  any  of  the  other  years 
^tween  18i33  and  1870! — ^A.  I  do  not  exactly  understand  you. 
Q.  Suppose  the  Secretary  made  his  statement  larger  than  the  Begister 
;ade  his  statement  in  1833  by  $665.95,  and  the  Begister  the  next  year 
iopted  that  sum  as  he  seems  to  have  done,  he  made  a  difference  of 
B65.95.  When  he  came  to  make  his  statement  in  1834  he  would  include, 
'  he  was  honest  and  did  not  alter  his  figures,  the  $665.95  which  he  had 
dded  the  year  before,  would  he  not? — A.  That  is  not  exactly  my  prov- 
ice  to  say.    I  show  the  differences. 

Q.  You  are  a  professional  bookkeei)er? — A.  I  know,  but  I  am  here  to 
how  the  discrepancies,  and  not  to  explain  them.  It  is  the  province  of 
he  Treasury  officers  to  explain  how  they  managed  that  the  next  year. 
t  n  my  province  merely  to  show  these  discrepancies.  The  Treasury 
officials  probably  can  tell  you  exactly  what  was  done. 

Q.  If  you  do  not  know  whether  that  was  repeated  each  year,  why  did 
^ou  imdertake  to  say  what  is  the  total  of  the  differences  ?  How  did  you 
?Hthat  up? — A.  I  added  the  totals  to  prove  the  account  principally. 

Q.  You  added  together  the  differences  which  were  msule  each  year 
^bere  those  differences  made  an  increase,  and  then  you  added  together 
^e  differences  that  made  a  decrease,  ana  took  the  one  from  the  other, 
i  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Without  any  knowledge  on  your  part  of  whether  the  difference 
iich  was  found  upon  the  books  between  the  statements  of  any  one 
ar  was  carried  along  through  the  different  years,  or  not  ? — A.  I  took  these 
ree  tables  in  the  two  Finance  Beports,  and  I  struck  the  difference 
tween  them  from  one  year  to  the  other. 

5*  You  understand  my  question,  do  you  not?  It  is  whether  you  have 
ne  this  without  any  personal  knowledge  on  your  part  whether  a 
ference  in  the  statement  of  one  year  was  carriecl  along  or  treated  in 
B  year  which  followed  ?  You  say  you  have  done  nothing  but  take  the 
ares  as  you  found  them  ? — A.  I  have  merely  taken  the  figures  as  I 
tnd  them. 

^.  You  are  unable  to  answer  my  question,  then,  whether  a  difference 
dch  was  found  in  the  statement  of  1833  of  $665,95  was  not  in  point 

faict  carried  along  through  all  the  years  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  answer. 
Q.  That  is  what  I  supposed.  You  have  no  knowledge  so  that  you  can 
Bwer  yes  or  no  ? — A.  I  have  no  knowledge  on  the  subject.  I  would 
ther  not  say  anything  about  these  additions,  because  they  are  not  on 
e  Finance  Beports.  What  I  testify  to  is  that  these  differences  from 
ar  to  year  exist  in  the  Finance  Bepoits,iiTespective  of  the  additions  at 
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tlie  bottom  of  this  statement,  because  they  do  not  exist  in  the  Finance 
Eeports.  I  did  not  examine  the  books  of  1833.  All  the  statements  fur- 
nished the  committee  run  from  1860  to  1877,  inclusive. 

Q.  Then  let  me  ask  did  you  examine  the  books  of  the  department  to 
see  if  the  books  of  the  department  corresponded  with  these  published 
reports  from  1833  to  1870 ! — A.  Not  the  earlier  ones.  I  did  not  examine 
the  books  for  the  entire  statement.  This  is  merely  a  comparison  between 
the  Finance  Eeports. 

Q.  But  whether  those  finance  reports  correspond  with  the  books  in 
the  Treasury  Department  you  do  not  testily  to  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  only  examined  the  Finance  Reports,  and  this  table,  F, 
states  accurately  what  it  i)iirports  to  state — the  difterences  between  the 
Finance  Rei)oi't8  ! — ^A.  Tliis  table  accurately  states  the  difterences,  includ- 
ing 1870,  that  exist  between  these  three  tables  in  the  Finance  Reports 
of  1870  and  1871.  The  addition  of  course  I  do  not  testify  to,  because 
that  is  not  in  the  Finance  Reports.  1  am  mei'ely  testifying  to  tlie  difter- 
ences between  the  three,  and  the  paper  is  i>erfectly  correct  as  regartis 
those  differences. 

Q.  But  you  have  not  examined  the  books  of  tlie  department  to  see 
Avhether  the  books  of  the  department  verify  what  is  printed  in  these  re- 
l>orts  f — A.  This  is  irres])ective  of  the  books  entirely. 

Q.  These  totals  at  the  bottom  do  not  appear  in  the  published  re- 
ports!— A.  No,  sir;  I  am  just  testifying  to  these  differences. 

Q.  But  these  totals  are  ascertainable  and  ascertained  by  adding  up 
the  figures  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  an  independent  thing  entirely.  1  am 
testifying  to  the  differences  between  these  reports  as  they  exist  here. 

Q.  Then  you  wish  to  state  simply  of  this  statement  F  that  it  is  a  tab- 
ulation of  the  difterences  as  they  api>eiir^in  the  printed  Finance  Reports 
of  1870  and  1871,  without  regard  to  the  fact  whether  these  differences 
also  appear  in  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 
The  books  of  the  department  have  nothing  to  do  with  this. 

Q.  And  these  totals  and  the  ditterence  between  totals  at  the  bottom 
of  the  statement  are  ascertained  by  adding  up  these  several  columns? — 
A.  That  is  an  independent  thing.  I  i)refer  to  testify  just  to  the  difter- 
ences, leaving  out  the  totals. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  the«e  totals  at  the  foot  of  these  columns,  and 
the  difference  between  these  totals,  are  ascertained  ? — ^A.  It  is  just  by 
adding  them  together  and  deducting  one  from  the  other. 

[In  regard  to  the  admission  of  the  document  offered  by  the  chairmiln 
as  verified  by  the  witness,  the  committee  made  the  following  decision: 

The  committee  admit  the  statement,  the  figures  and  tables  therein 
C(mtained,  taken  from  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Davis  in  the  Senate,  5i.s  re- 
j)()rted  in  the  Congressional  Record,  ha\ing  been  by  the  witness  AVood- 
ville  carefully  compared  with  the  official  Finance  Rej^orts  to  Congress, 
for  the  years  named  therein,  and  found  bv  him  to  be  accuratelv  stateil 
from  these  Finance  Reports,  with  the  exception  of  the  footings  and  such 
corrections  as  he  has  therein  named,  which  will  be  found  at  the  end  of 
the  statement ;  but  the  remarks  in  these  speeches  of  Mr.  Davis  himself 
in  ('onnection  with  these  figures,  and  his  inferences  drawn  from  them, 
are  no  part  of  the  testimony  of  the  witness.    The  footings  themselves 
weiv  found  to  be  correct  as  footings.    The  witiu\ss  having  gone  through 
the  processes  of  addition  and  subtraction  as  to  said  footings  as  therein 
]Mit  down,  found  them  to  be  cori-ect  so  far  as  .addition  and  subtiiiction 
wtne  concerned,  without  expressing  or  being  called  upon,  to  express  any 
opinion  ui  reference  to  them. 
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rhe  Statement  is  as  follows : 

EASL-RY  ACCOUNTS.— STATEMENTS  IN  THE  SPEECHES  OF  HON.  HENRY 
r.  DAVIS  DELIVERED  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  SENATE  JANl  ARY  13, 
4.  AUGUST  5,  1870,  AND  NOVEiSlBER  16,  1877. 

Statanenis  in  speech  January  13,  1876. 

CHAXGi:   OF   FIGl  HES    AS   TO   EXPENDITIHES.  . 

fin«l  oil  examin.ition  that  all  of  the  Fiuance  Reports  of  the  Treasury  Departuient 
;vioas  to  the  year  1870  suhstantialiy  agree  as  to  the  total  annual  receipts  aiwl  ex- 
sditures  of  the  j^overnment ;  hut  taking  the  Finance  Report  for  1870,  I  tiiid  that  it 
fers  as  to  the  total  annual  receipts  and  expenditures  from  all  like  previous  reports 
to  the  years  included  hetweeu  18H0-'(U  au<i  l8r>.'>-*66.  For  instance,  in  the  Finance 
port  lf%9,  on  page  3*21,  it  will  appear,  commencing  with  tlie  year  18G0-'61,  the  total 
nual  expenditures  are  stated  as  follows: 

e)-61 $^^.5,387,313  08 

61-62 570,841,700  25 

e2->K^ 895,796,630  65 

«3-'64 1,298,144,656  00 

^^'^> 1,897,674,224  09 

!Ki-'66 *1, 141, 172, 666  09 

Total 5,888,917,190  16 

Now,  taking  the  Finance  Report  for  1870,  at  page  275,  we  find,  conunencing  with  the 
'tar  l*it>0-'61,  that  the  total  annual  expenditures  are  stated  as  foHows: 

660-'61 $85,387,363  08 

e6l-V,2 565,667,358  08 

?*M):j 899,815,911  25 

^'fy\ 1,295,541,114  86 

e^>i5 1,906,433,331  37 

''i^^'foe 1,139,344,081  95 

Total , 5,892,189,160  59 

Difference  or  increase 1 3, 271, 970  43 

%  comparing  the  nhove  figures  it  will  he  seen  that  the  total  annual  expenditures 
^Hng  tlie  years  named  dift'er  materially  ;  for  instance,  in  the  report  of  1869  the  total 
Uuial  expenditnres  for  the  year  1864-^65  are  stated  at  ^1,897,674,224.09.  Now,  in  the 
Nrt  of  1870  the  total  annual  expenditures  for  the  same  year,  lS64-'65,  are  stated  at 
»906,43iJ,331.37,  showing  not  only  a  wide  ditlerence,  hut,  what  is  worse,  an  increase 
the  amount  of  nearly  $900,(KK),0()().  That  is,  the  report  of  1870  increases  the  exi)en- 
fiires  for  the  vear  18i»4-'u5  over  the  report  for  1869  and  previous  reports  for  the  same 
^r  about  $9,0b0.(MK). 

taking  the  year  18i)2-'r»3,  it  will  he  seen  that  the  report  of  1870  increases  the  total 
nual  expenditures  of  that  year  over  the  re])<u*t  for  18()9  for  the  same  year  over 
,(MHi,iMH).  It  will  be  further  found  that,  taking  all  the  years  above  nameil  together, 
\r  are  at  times  increased  and  then  <leereased ;  but  the  r(4>ort  of  1870  increases  the 
?rage  total  expemlitures  of  the  government  during  these  years  over  the  report  of 
rjabove$:{,000,()(M). 

riie  net  ordiiuiry  expenditures  of  tlie  government  for  the  year  IHIJ"),  as  stated  in  the 
lance  He])ort  for  1  "*.*.>,  are  Ji<1.21i,911,*jT0.41.  The  same  ex])enditures  for  the  same 
ir.  as  stated  in  the  Finance  Ki  port  for  1870,  is  .si, '^14, 349, liK"). 43,  showing  an  increase 
>'1.4:r7.i^^:».02.  in  other  words,  the  Finance  Keports  of  IHii,'),  IsiUJ,  l'^ii7,  18.;8,  and 
I*,  whieh  agree  with  cjich  other,  show  that  the  net  ordinary  exi)enditurcs  of  the 
'«*ninient  were  nearly  one  and  one-half  millions  less  than  the  r.'port  of  l.*?70  shows 
ni  to  have  be«Mi  for  that  year. 

'jiking  the  Navy,  War,  Pension,  and  Indian  expenditures  esjMM-ially  from  1860  to 
»i.  it  will  be  seen  that  many  of  the  li^^ures  have  ln»en  changed  in  the  Fiimnce  Report 
1-^0,  after  having  ])een  otlieially  reported  lV»r  many  yeai>. 

Should  W'  ^1,141,072,666.09.  Dilierence  1UO,U(>0.  Typographical  error.  Aggregate 
rect. 
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PENSION  EXPENDITUEKS. 

In  the  report  of  1870  the  expenditures  for  pensions  are  stated  for  the 
year  1864-'65  at |l6,347i621  34 

In  the  report  of  1869  the  same  expenditures  for  the  same  year  are 
stated  at 9,291,610  48 

Showing  an  increase  in  the  report  of  1870  over  the  ligures  in  the 

report  of  1869  of , 7,056,010  86 

—         ~  *, 

In  the  report  of  1870  the  pension  expenditures  for  the  year  186IJ-'64 

are  stated  at. : ' 4,985,473  90 

In  the  report  of  1863-'64  tlie  same  expenditures  for  that  vear  (1863-'64) 

are  stated  at 1 4,979,633  17 

Showing  an  increase  in  the  report  of  1870  over  the  figures  stated  in 
the  report  of  1869  of 5,840  73 

In  the  report  of  1870  the  expenditures  for  jiensious  in  the  year  1870 
arestated  at *. 28,340,202  17 

In  the  report  of  1874  the  same  expenditures  for  the  same  year  (1870) 
arestated  at; .\... 28,402,241  20 

Showing  an  increase  in  the  report  of  1874  over  1870  of 62, 039  03 

NAVAL  EXPENDITl  RE8. 

In  the  Finance  Rej)ort  for  1871  the  expenditures  in  the  Naval  Depart- 
ment are  put  down  forthe  year  1865  at •122,617, 431  07 

In  the  report  for  1869  these  same  expenditures  are  stated  for  the  same 
year  at 122,567,776  U 

Showing  an  increase  in  the  report  of  1871  over  the  report  of  1869  in 
the  naval  expemiitures  for  the  year  1865  of 49, 657  95 

WAR  DEPARTMENT. 

In  the  report  of  1871  the  ♦•xpenditures  of  the  War  Department  are 
put  down  in  the  annual  statement  of  government  expenditures  for 
the  year  1862-'63  at 603,314,411  82 

In  the  report  of  1869  the  same  expenditures  for  the  same  year,  as  ap- 
pears in  the  annual  statement  of  expenditures,  is  stated  at ... « 599, 298, 600  83 

Showing  an  increase  in  the  figures  of  the  report  of  1871  over  the  report 
of  18ti9  for  the  year  1863  of t4, 015, 800  99 

EXPENDITURES  IN   INDIAN  DEPARTMENT. 

In  the  report  for  the  your  If-CO  the  expenses  in  the  Indian  Department 
for  the  year  1863  are  reported  in  the  statement  of  annual  expendi- 
tures at 3,152,032  70 

While  in  the  report  for  the  year  1808  the  same  expenses  are  reported 
for  the  same  year  ut \ l,076,:^26  115 

Sliowing  an  increase  in  the  figures  of  the  re]>ort  of  1870  over  the  re- 
port of  1868  in  the  Indian  expenditures  for  the  mime  year  of 2, 075, 705  % 

HKVENUE  COLLECTED. 

In  the  Finance  Re]n»rt  for  18»>3,  in  the  annual  statement  of  revenue  col- 
lected for  that  year,  we  find  the  internal  revenue  stated  at !e^^7, 640, 787  UT^ 

The  total  revenue,  exclusive  of  loans  and  Treasurv^  notes,  at 1:^2,  ?^,  746  % 

And  the  total  receipts  from  all  sources  stated  for  the  same  year  at 889, 379, 652  5*i 

NoNv,  in  the  report  of  1864  for  the  same  yejir  the  internal  revenue 

is  stated  at  the  same  figures ,  37, 640, 787  96 

Total  revenue,  exclusive  of  loans  and  Treasury  notes,  at 112,687,290  95 

And  the  total  reet-ipts  from  all  sourees  at 8K>,  :T79,  6.')2  52 

*Slioultl  he  l*i'i.r>l7.434.07.     I)ifieren<e  .*:^    Aggregate  correct.    Tvp<M»raphica! error. 

tShouUl  be  l.ni:,,-iu.in».     Difierence,  W.     Error  in  addition. 
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That  is  to  say,  the  Treasury  Department  niakeH  the  total  receipts  the  same,  although 
there  is  a  wide  difference  in  the  amount  of  the  total  revenue,  exclusive  of  loans  and 
Treasury  notes. 

And  in  the  report  of  1870  of  the  annual  statement  of  revenue  collect^l  for  the  year 
1863  we  find  that  no  internal  revenue  is  stated  as  having  been  collected  during  that 
year  whatever,  and  the  total  receipts,  exrlusive  of  loans  and  Treasury  not4?s,  at 
f74, 448, 157.55,  and  the  total  rec«Mi>ts  from  all  sources,  $889,373,652.51 ;  showing  that  in 
the  year  186:^,  although  no  internal  revenue  appears  in  the  report  for  that  year  and 
the  net  revenue  is  stated  at  a  less  sum  by  more  than  A30,000.000,  yet  the  total  receipts 
from  all  sources,  as  in  the  ivport  of  1803  and  1864,  is  nearly  the  same,  §889,373,652.51. 

TOAXS   AND   TKi:A8r:RY   \<»TES. 

The  loans  and  Treasury  notes  for  tlie  year  1863  are  stated  as  follows  iu  the  various 
finance  reports  of  the  annual  statements  uf  revenue  collected: 

In  the  report  of  1863 $756,489,905  57 

In  the  report  of  lHr4 776,682,361  57 

In  the  report  of  1^70 , 814,925,494  96 

C'HAXiJKS   IN   THE   PUBLIC- DEIJT    STATEMENT. 

By  examining  the  Register's  reports  for  1870  and  1871,  it  will  he  seen  that  great 
changes  have  been  made  in  the  statement  of  the  public  debt,  particularly  for  the  years 
between  1862  and  1870,  inclusive.  For  instance,  in  the  report  of  1871  the  statement 
of  the  public  de*)t  is,  commencing  with  the  year  1862,  as  follows : 

1862 $524,176,412  13 

186:} 1,119,772,1:58  63 

1864 1,815,784,370  57 

1865 2,680,647,869  74 

1866 2,773,236,173  69 

1867 2,678,126,103  87 

1868 2,611,687,851  19 

1869 2,588,452,213  94 

1870 2,480,672,427  81 

Total 19,272,555,501  57 

In  the  report  for  1870  for  the  same  years  the  public  debt  is  stated  as  follows: 

1^2 1514, 211,. 371  92 

18(»3 1,098,793,181  37 

18G4 1,740,690,489  49 

Ism 2,682,59:^,026  53 

IHik) 2,78:^,425,879  21 

1867. A 2,692,199,215  12 

1868 2,636,:«0,964  67 

18t*>9 2,489,002,480  58 

1870 2,  :i8<i,  :{58, 599  74 

Total 19,  023,  .'>95,  V08, 63 

DitVerence,  or  increase • 24-',  UfiO,  3.52  94 

From  the  above  nine  years  it  will  be  seen  that  in  the  report  of  1871  the  public  deVit 
for  the  years  named  is  increased  over  the  same  years  in  tlu-  report  of  1K70,  in  the  ag- 
gregat*',  !$24''^,9tM>, 3,52.94  ;  and  that  in  the  single  year  of  1>^70  the  re]»ort  of  1^71  incivases 
•  the  public  dt'bt  over  the  report  of  1870  for  that  year  over  $94,(I00,(H)0,  and  for  tlie  year 
18(>9  over  !^),1>00,(X>0;  and  for  the  vear  1864  the  "increase  is  more  than  .■^75.0(X>,000,'and 
f<»r  the  year  18t>3  more  than  S2l,(»00,000. 

In  the  rei)ort  of  1871  the  years  in  which  the  ]>ublic  debt  is  in<rea<»Ml  ov^t  tlie  report 
of  1870  are— 

1H62 $.V24, 176, 412  13 

1H63 1,119, 772,  i:W  63 

IHiA 1,H15, 784,370  57 

lSt;9 A.  2,5H8,452,213  94 

1870 2,480,672,427  81 

Total 8,528,857.563  08 
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In  the  report  of  1870  these  same  years  are  put  down  as  follows : 

1862 $514,211,371  92 

1863 1.098,793,181  37 

1864 1,740,690,489  49 

1869 2,489,002,480  54 

1*^0 2,386,358,599  74 

Total 8,229,056,123  06 

Sliowing  an  aggregate  iuerease  iu  these  years  of  1299,801,440.02. 

lu  the  report  of  1871  the  years  iu  which  the  public  (leT)t  is  deercaHod,  an  co:u;>ared 
withjhe  report  of  1870,  are —  * 

1866 i|2, 773, 236, 173  69 

1867 2, 678, 12<>,  103  87 

1868 2,611,687,8.51   19 

Total 8,063,050,128  75 

In  the  report  of  1870  these  siime  years  are  stated — 

1866 *  7, 233, 425, 879  21 

1867 2,692,199,215  12 

1868 2,636,320,964  67 

Total 8,111,946,059.00 

r  Showing  the  aggregate  decrease  in  these  years  to  be  $48,895,930.25. 

f"  The  aggregate  increase  in  the  other  years  named   has  been  ascertained   to  be 

^299,801,440.02. 

There  are  a  few  other  years  in  which  the  figures  h.iA'e  been  changed,  but  these 
changes,  when  compared  with  those  just  stated,  are  so  slight  as  to  amounts  that  they 
will  not  materially  attect  the  aggregate  inci'ease  a.scertained. 

In  the  Finance  Report  for  1874  the  public  debt  is  stated  for  the  years — 

1872 ^2,253,251.078  78 

1873 2,234,482,743  20 

Decrease  for  that  year 18,768,3:15  58 

On  page  5  of  the  Finance  Report  for  1873  the  Seeretarj'  says  the  decrease  for  that 
year  was  $^43,667,630. 05,  making  a  difterence  of  $24,899,324.47. 

In  the  Finance  Report  for  1874  the  public  debt  for  1874  is  stated  at . .  $2, 251 ,  690, 218  43 
In  the  same  report  the  public  debt  for  1873  is  stated  at 2, 234,  482, 743  21) 

Increase,  according  to  these  figures,  in  1674  over  1873 17,207,475  23 

These  figures  are  from  the  Register's  report  of  1874,  page  496. 

Statements  in  sjivcch  Januarif  24,  1876. 


If  we  compare  the  statements  of  the  annual  revenue  collected  made  by  the  Register 
in  the  Finance  Report  for  18l)6  for  the  years  1862,  1863,  1864,  and  1«65  with  the  state- 
ments of  the  annual  revenue  collected  in  the  Fiuauce  Reports  f<u*  1870  for  tlie  same  years, 
we  not  only  fiud  that  the  aujountsditier  widely,  but  the  Finance  Re])oi-t  for  1^70  states 
that  the  revenue  collected  for  th<'.se  years  was  much  less.     For  instance: 

lOH    YEAR    I8i)2. 

lvil)ort  ior  I-  )'   statjs  lut  n'vcnuc  collected $'1,  l»:i'.T:i<)  TC 

Report  for  l-'/O  states  uet  revenue  collected 51 . IN>7, IU4  (2 

8ho\vi:i^  a  deeiease  of 27. TTo  14 

H)l{    YEAH    l^V,. 

Ivejjort  for  l^y'A)  states  net  revenue  collected 112, 6^7,  '200  ^ 

R<!port  for  1870  st at^s  net  revenue  collected 74,  44"*.  l.*>7  bo 

Showinjr  a  decrease  of 38,2^19,133  40 


■h 


Should  be  2,7^3,425,879.21,  trausiiosition  of  figures.     Aggregate  correct. 
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FOR  YEAR  1864. 

port  for  1866  states  net  revenue  collect«<l 8264,626,771  60 

|K>rt  for  1870  states  net  revenue  collected 262, 742, 1^54  ^2 

Showing  a  decrease  of * 1, 884, 417  28 

FOR  YEAR  1805. 

port  for  1866  states  net  revenue  collected 3a3, 714, 605  08 

port  for  1870  states  net  revenue  collected 323j  092, 785  92 

Showing  a  decrease  of 10, 621, 819  16 

PUBLIC  DEBT  STATEMENTS. 

1  will  now  refer  to  some  changes  in  the  statement  of  the  public  debt.  In  all  of  the 
inance  Reports  from  18:^5  to  1^70  the  public  debt  has  been  stated  for  the  following 
sars,  as  follows : 

alvl,  1835 1291,089  05 

1«37 1,878,223  55 

1841 6,737,398  00 

1843 27,203,450  69 

18o8 44,910,777  66 

1859 58,7.54,699  33 

I860 .• 64,769,703  08 

Tlie  Finance  Report  for  1871  on  page  369  in  the  statement  of  the  public  debt  changes 
liese  figures,  in  every  instance  increasing  them,  and  states  the  public  debt  for  these 
tame  years  at — 

^tiJyl,  1836 fa36,957  83 

1837 3,308,124  07 

1841 13,594,480  73 

1843 32,742,922  00 

1858 44,911,881  03 

1859 58,496,8:^7  88 

1860 ^ 64,842,287  88 

The  aggregate  increase  in  the  public  debt  in  these  years  is  over  $13,000,000. 

The  report  of  1871  changes  the  figures  and  increases  the  public  debt  over  all  former 
fports  for  the  year  1837,  nearly  $1,500,000 ;  for  the  year  1841,  over  $6,000,000 ;  and  for 
^  year  1843,  over  $5,000,000. 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  changes  which  were  made  in  the  year  1871 
*ach  back  from  that  year  to  the  year  1836,  a  period  of  thirty-five  years. 

^hile  on  this  snbject  of  the  public  debt  and  the  changes  in  the  statements  thereof, 
desire  to  state  further  that  1  find  what  is  generally  known  as  the  Pacific  Railroad 
^bt  was,  by  Mr.  McColloch  for  several  years  and  his  successor  in  the  year  1869,  statM 
■*d  reported  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt,  amounting  in  that  year  to  near  $60,000,000 ; 
^t  in  the  report  of  1870  this  item  of  near  $60,000,0^  is  stricken  from  the  public  debt 
K&d  placed  in  a  separate  table,  and  from  that  year  until  now  it  has  been  and  is  re- 
^Tted  and  treatexl  not  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt,  but  as  a  debt  of  the  Pacific  Rail- 
^^^  when  in  fact  it  was  and  is  as  much  a  public  debt  as  it  was  when  stated  and 
sported  as  such  in  the  reports  of  1869  and  in  previous  years. 

Statements  in  speech  August  5,  1876. 
Annual  expenditures  as  shown  by  reports  of  1869  and  1870. 


Years. 


-ei 

iMB-'63 
H4-65 


Total 

Differrnoe  or  increaae. 


Total  annoal  expeiKlitiires  as  stated 
in  flnanct^  report  for — 


1869  and  previous 
reports. 


1870  and  subse- 
quent reports. 


Increase  in  re- 
port of  1870 
over  1869. 


$85. 387, 313  08 

570,  841,  700  25 

895, 796, 630  65  ] 

1,  298, 144,  656  00  ' 

1,  897,  674,  224  09 

1, 141,  072,  666  09  I 


$85,  387,  363  08 

565,  667,  358  08 

899.815,911  25 

1.295,541,114  86 

1.906,433,331  37 

1, 139,  344,  081  95 


$50  00 


5, 888, 917, 190  16     5,  892, 189, 160  59 


4,  019, 280  60 
'8,*759,*ii7"28' 


12, 778,  437  88 
3, 271, 970  43 


Decrease  in 
report  of 
1870  over 
1869. 


$5, 174, 342  17 


2, 603, 541  14 
'i,'728,*584'i4 


9, 506, 467  45 
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Annual  expenditures  as  shown  by  reports  of  1869  and  1870 — Coutiuued. 


Year. 


Public  debt,  as  stat«d  in  the  finance 
report  for — 


1871  and  subse- 
quent reports. 


1862 • 

1863 

1864 

1865 

1866 

1867 

1868 

1869 

1870 

Total 

Total  difference  or  increase 


$524. 

1, 119. 
1, 815, 
2,680, 
2,773, 
2,678, 
2,  611. 

£f  t)oO, 

2.480. 


176,412  13 
772, 138  63 
784,  370  57 
647,  869  74 
236, 173  69 
126, 103  87 
687.851  19 
452, 213  94 
672, 427  81 


1870  and  previous 
reports. 


1514,211, 

1,  098, 793, 
1, 740, 694. 

2.  682.  503. 
2, 783. 425. 
2, 692. 199. 
2. 636,  320. 
2.  489.  002, 

«.  wOO,  vdo, 


371  92 
181  37 
489  49 
026  53 
879  21 
215  12 
964  67 
480  58 
599  74 


Increase. 


$9.  965,  040  21 
20.  978, 957  26 
75, 093. 881  08 


19, 272, 555,  561  57 


19. 023. 595, 208  63 


De>creaAe, 


99, 449, 733  36 
94, 313, 828  07 


$1,945,156  79 
10, 189. 705  52 
14,013.111  25 
24, 633. 113  48 


299, 801. 439  98 
248, 960. 352  94 


50.  841. 087  04 


A  few  days  ago  I  addressed  a  letter  to  the  CommissioDer  of  Pensions  asking  him  to 
fiirnish  me  a  statement  showing  the  amount  paid  for  pensions  from  1860  to  1870,  inclu- 
sive, to  which  he  replied  as  follows : 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Pension  Office, 

Washington,  D,  C,  July  25,  1876. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  request  of  the  24th  instant,  I  have  the  honor  to  trans- 
mit the  inclosed  table  of  the  amount  2)aid  for  Army  and  Navy  pensions  from  1860  to 
1870,  inclusive. 

Inclosed  is  also  the  annual  report  of  tliis  office  for  the  year  1865 ;  the  copies  for  the 
year  1864  are  exhausted. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  ger\'ant, 

O.  P.  G.  STARKE,  Chief  Clerl\ 
Hon.  H.  G.  DA\a8,  United  States  Senate, 

Statement  showing  the  total  amount  paid  in  each  fiscal  ye^trfcr  Army  and  Xavy  pensions  f rem 

1860  to  1870,  inclusive, 

1860 11,154,321  73 

1861 1,089,218  75 

1862 800,819  94 

1863  ....i 1,044,364  47 

1864 4,521,682  I** 

1865 8,542,885  27 

1866 13,250,980  17 

1867 18,681,711  79 

1868 24,079,493  18 

1869 28,446,080  60 

1870 27,780,811  « 

Total  for  eleven  years 129,391,228  » 

Statement  showing  the  total  amount  paid  in  each  fiscal  year  for  Army  and  Navy  pensions,  m 
per  Finance  Report  for  1870  and  letter  of  the  Commissioner  of  Penstans  of  July  25,  1876. 


Years. 


From  Secretary's 
table.  Finance 
Report  of  1970, 
page  90. 


From  letter  of 
Commissioner 
of  Pensions. 


1860 

1861 

1862 

1863 

1864 

1866 

1866 

1867 

1868 

1860 

1870 

Total 


$1, 100. 802 

1,034,500 

852.170 

1.  078, 513 

4, 985. 473 

16,  347, 681 

15,  605,  540 

20.  936,  551 

23,  782.  386 

28, 476,  621 

28,340.202 


32 
73 
47 
36 
90 
34 
88 
71 
78 
78 
17 


$1. 154, 821  73 

1,  089. 218  75 

800, 819  94 

1,  044, 364  47 

4,  521.  622  18 

8,  542,  885  27 

13,  250,  980  17 

18,  681,  711  79 

24,  079,  403  18 

28. 445,  089  09 

27.  780,  811  81 

$51,350  53 
34.148  80 

463,851  72 
7,  804, 736  07 
2,354,560  n 
2,  254, 839  92 


^3, 519  41 
54,619  a 


31.532  69 
550.300  36 


297, 016  4* 


142, 540, 493  44  I      129,  391, 228  38       13,  554. 419  89  I    405^  IM  O 
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y's  table.  Finance  B«port  for  1875 $142,540,403  44 

ae...  

rCmnmiMionerofPenaiona,  Jaly25,1876 120.301,228  38 


$13,  554, 410  89 
405. 154  83 


DiffcKnce  or  increase  in  Secretary's  table 13,149,265  06     13,140,265  06 

Pension  expenditures. 


Year. 

Report  for  1869. 

• 

Report  for  1870. 

Increase. 

$1, 809, 739  62 
193, 605  87 
161, 190  66 

$1, 811, 007  56 
1.  328,  867  64 
1,222,222  71 

• 

$1, 357  04 

1, 135, 171  77 

1, 061, 032  05 

rial  increaAA  ,               ,    . .    ,...., 

2. 107. 561  76 

War  expenditures. 


Year. 

Report  for  1860. 

Report  for  1871. 

Increase. 

$5, 192, 445  05 
10, 862, 374  36 
35, 776. 495  72 
14, 472, 202  72 

$5,218,188  66 
10, 413, 370  18 
35,  840,  030  33 
16, 472, 202  72 

$25, 738  61 

50,095  82 

, 

63,534  61 

2, 000. 000  00 

itel  increase 

2, 140, 269  04 

1 

Expenditures  in  Indian  Burmu. 


Year. 

Report  for  186Q, 

Report  for  1871. 

Increase. 

$1, 103. 251  78 
500.263  25 
1, 413, 905  08 
2, 708, 347  71 
2,  506, 465  02 
4, 241.  028  60 

2,  223, 402  27 
2, 538, 207  80 
4,966,964  90 

3,  247, 064  56 

$1, 252, 206  81 
1, 374, 161  55 

1,  550,  330  55 
2, 772, 000  78 

2.  644,  263  07 

4,  355,  683  64 
2.  327,  048  37 
2,  620,  975  07 

5,  050,  360  71 
3, 205, 720  32 

$140. 045  03 

864.808  30 

136,  344  47 

64,643  07 

47, 708  05 

114, 655  04 

• 

104,  546  10 

01. 678  17 

02,305  81 

48,664  76 

•♦•l  inomaee 

1.  614, 668  80 

Statement  shomng  total  receipts  as  stated  for  the  same  year. 


Year. 

Report  for  1860. 

Report  for  1871. 

Decrease. 

$27, 047, 142  19 
25, 069, 662  84 
55, 401, 804  58 
57, 006, 889  65 
47, 669, 766  75 
61, 803, 404  58 
81, 773, 965  64 

$27, 883, 853  84 
25,032.193  50 
55, 838, 168  52 
56, 992, 479  21 
47,649,388  88 
61,  500, 102  81 
81. 758,  557  30 

$63,288  35 

37,460  34 

63,636  06 

14,410  44 

20, 377  87 

303,301  77 

15,408  34 

rta]  decrease  < .                 . ! . .  x .           . . .  ■ 

517,892  17 

'Miscellaneous  receipts. 


Year. 


Report  for  1760. 


Report  for  1871. 


$5,  625, 470  15  $5, 562, 100  80 

627, 021  13  577, 775  00 


Decreaae. 


$63,288  35 
40. 245  14 
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Statement  of  the  public  debt  from  1835  to  1871. 


Tear. 


1836.. 
1837.- 
1838.. 
1839.. 
1840.. 
1841.. 
1842.. 
1843.. 
1844.. 
1845  . 
1846.. 
1847.. 
1848.. 
1849.. 
1850.. 
1851., 
1852.. 
1853.. 
1854.. 
1855.. 
1856.. 
1857.. 
1858.. 
1859.. 
I860.. 
1861., 
1862.. 
1863.. 
1864.. 
1865.. 
.1866. 
1867. 
1868.. 
1869. 
1870. 


Total.... 
Decrease. 


Increase 


Report  of  1870. 


$351, 289  05 

291, 089  05 

1,  878,  223  55 

4.  857,  660  46 

11,  983, 737  53 

5, 125,  077  63 

6, 737,  398  00 

15, 028, 486  37 

27, 203, 450  69 

24,  748, 188  23 

17,  093,  794  80 

16, 750, 926  33 

38,  956,  623  38 

48,  526, 379  37 

64, 704,  693  71 

64,  228,  238  37 

62,  560,  395  26 

65, 131,  692  13 

67, 340, 628  78 

47, 242,  200  05 

39. 969,  731  05 

30,  963,  909  64 

29, 060,  386  90 

44,  910,  777  66 

58,  754, 699  33 

64, 760,  703  08 

90,  867, 828  68 

514,211,371  92 

1,  098, 793, 181  37 
1, 740, 600, 489  49 

2,  682, 593, 026  53 
2, 783, 425,  879  21 
2,  692, 199, 215  12 
2, 636,  320,  964  67 
2, 489, 002,  480  58 
2,  386, 358,  599  74 


Report  of  1871. 


$37, 

336, 

3, 308, 

10, 434, 

3.  573, 

.5.250, 

13.  594, 

20,  601, 

32,  742, 

23.  461, 

15,  925, 

15,  550, 

38, 826, 

47,044, 

63,061, 

63.  452, 

68,  .304, 

66,199, 

59.  803, 

42,  242, 

3.'»,  586, 

31,  972, 

28,  699, 

44.  911, 

58,496, 

64,842, 

90,580, 

524. 176, 

1, 119,  772, 

1, 815, 784, 

2, 680,  647, 

2,  773, 236, 

2,  678, 126, 

2. 611, 687, 

2,  5^^8,  452, 

2,  480, 672, 


513  05 
957  83 
124  07 

221  14 
343  82 
875  54 
480  73 
226  28 
922  00 
652  50 
303  01 
202  97 
534  77 
862  23 
858  69 
773  55 
796  02 
341  71 
117  70 

222  42 
956  56 
537  90 
831  85 
881  03 
837  88 
287  88 
873  72 
412  13 
138  63 
370  57 
869  74 
173  69 
103  87 
8.51  19 
213  94 
427  81 


Increase  in  re- 
port of  1871 
over  1870. 


$45,  868  78 
1, 4*29, 900  52 
5,  576.  560  68 


125,  797  91 
6, 857, 082  73 
5,  572, 739  91 
5,  539,  47\  31 


5,  744,  400  76 
1, 067.  619  58 


1.  008,  628  26 
i,*  163' 37 


72,584  80 


9,  965,  040  21 

20,  978, 957  26 

*75, 093,  881  68 


99. 449,  733  36 
94, 313,  828  07 


332,  843. 228  59 
85, 076,  553  88 


247,  766,  674  71 


Decrease. 


$313, 776  00 


8, 410, 393  71 


1,286, 
1,168, 
1.200, 

130, 
1,481, 
1,642, 

775, 


535  73 
491  79 
723  36 
088  61 
517  14 
835  02 
464  82 


7,537,511  08  • 
4.  999,  983  63 
4.382,774  49 


360.555  05 

257,86i*45 

'286,'954'96 


1.  945, 156  79 
10, 189, 705  52 
14,  073.  Ill  25 
24,  633. 113  iS 


85,  076,  553  88 


RECAPITFLATION. 

Report  of  1871 $20,221,399,008  41 

Report  of  1870 19,973.(122.423  73 


Increase  in  report  of  1871  over  1870, 


247. 76iL  974  71 


Should  be  $75,093,881.08 ;  diflercuce,  $0.00 ;  typographical  error. 
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Stalements  in  sjteech  November  16,  1877. 


PUBLIC  DEBT. 


lual  statement  of  the  public  debt  from  l><35  to  1871,  as  appears  in  the  Finance 
or  18t)9  and  previous  reports,  and  1871  and  subsequent  reports,  shows  the 
in  each  year  and  the  total  difference  between  the  two  reports  (see  pages  12 
r'inance  Reportfor  1871,  and  page  317,  Finance  Report  for  1869): 


Year. 


1  increase. 


Report**  of  1869 
and  previous 
years. 


$351, 

291, 

1,  878, 

4,  g.-!?, 

11,983, 

5, 12.'>, 

6,737, 

1.^  028, 

27,  203, 

24,  748, 

17,  093, 

16, 750, 

38.  956, 
48,  526, 
64,704, 
64, 228, 
62,  560, 
6.5, 131, 
67.340, 
47,  242, 

39,  969, 
30,963, 
29,060, 
44,  410, 

64,769, 

90,867, 

514,  211. 

1,  098, 793, 
1, 740, 690, 

2.  682,  593, 
2, 783, 425, 
2,  692, 199, 
2.  636,  820, 
2,  489,  002, 
2,  386, 358, 


289  05 
089  05 
223  55 
660  46 
737  53 
077  63 
308  00 
486  37 
450  69 
188  23 
794  80 
926  33 
623  38 
379  37 
693  71 
238  37 
395  26 
692  13 
628  78 
206  05 
731  05 
909  64 
386  90 
777  66 
699  33 
703  08 
828  68 
371  92 
181  37 
489  49 
026  53 
879  21 
215  12 
964  67 
480  58 
599  74 


§19.  973,  622, 423  71 


Reports  of  1871  ,  Increase  in  re- 
aiid  subsefjuent  I  port  of  1871 
years.  I      over  1869. 


$37 

336 

3,308, 

10,434 

3,573 

5,250 

13,  594, 

20,601 

32, 742 

23.461 

15.  925 

15,550 

38.  826 

47,044 

63,061 

63,452 

68.  304 

06. 199 

.'i9,  803 

42,  242 

35,  586 

31,  972 

28, 699 

44.  911 

:»S,  496 

64.842 

90,  .580 

.524, 176 

1,119,772 

1.  81.5,  784 

2,  680,  647 
2,  773.  236 
2,  678, 126 
2,  611,  687 
2,  588.  452, 
2,  480, 672 


20.  221,  399, 
19,  973, 622 


513  05 
957  83 
124  07 

221  14 
343  82 
875  54 
480  73 
226  28 
922  00 
652  50 
303  01 
202  97 
534  77 
862  23 
858  69 
773  55 
796  02 
341  71 
117  70 

222  42 
956  56 
537  90 
831  85 
881  03 
837  88 
287  88 
873  72 
412  13 
138  63 
370  57 
869  74 
173  69 
103  87 
851  19 
213  94 
427  81 


$45,  868  78 
1,  429, 900  52 
5,  576,  560  68 


125,797  91 
6,  857,  082  73 
5,  572, 739  91 
5,  539, 471  31 


Decrease. 


$313, 776  00 


8, 410. 393  71 


5,  744, 400  76 
1,  067,  649  58 


1,  008, 628  26 

i.'ios's? 

"'72,' 584*80 


1,  286,  535  73 

1,168,491  79 

*1,  200, 723  39 

130,  088  61 
1,481,517  14 
1,  642, 835  02 

775,464  82 


7,537,511  08 
4,  999.  983  63 
4,  382,  774  49 


1 9, 965,  940  21 

20, 978,  957  26 

:  75, 093,  881  68 


99, 449,  733  36 
94,  313, 828  07 


098  42 
423  71 


332,  843,  228  59 
85,  076,  553  88 


247,  766,  674  71  '  247,  767,  674  71 


360,  5.55  05 
257,80i  4.5 
286,954  96 


1,  945, 156  70 
10, 189, 705  52 
14,  073,  111  25 
24,  633, 113  48 


85,  076,  553  88 


e  increased  figures  appear  in  all  Finance  Reports  since  1871. 

be  $1,200,723.36;  difference,  $0.03  ;  typograpbical  error. 

be  $9.965,040.21 ;  difference,  $800 ;  typographical  error. 

be  $75,093,881.08;  difference,  $0.60;  typographical  error. 

be  $19,973,632,423.71;  difference,  $10,000;  tvpogrnphical  error. 
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Again,  by  comparing  the  public-debt  st^tement^  foand  in  the  report  for  1870  (page 
276)  and  1871  (pages  ^8,  369),  we  find  lar^e  differences,  commencing  with  the  year 
1862.  And  although  these  changes  extend  as  far  back  as  1835,  yet  the  greatest  in- 
crease, indeed  almost  all  of  it,  was  from  1862  to  1870,  as  the  following  table  will  show : 


Tear. 


Report  for  1870,    |  Report  for  1871, 
page  276.  ;       pp.  368, 369. 


1862 $514,211,371  92 

1863 1,098.793.181  37 

1864 1,740,690,489  49 

1865 2.682,593,026  53 

1866 1  2,783,425,879  21 

1867 i  2,  692, 199,  215  12 

1868 2.636.320,964  67 

1869 ; 2,489,002,480  58 

1870 2,  386, 358,  599  74 


$524. 176,  412  13 
1, 119. 772, 138  63 

1,  815,  784,  370  57 

2,  680. 647, 869  74 
2.  773,  236. 173  60 
2, 678, 126, 103  87 
2,611,687,851  19 
2.  588, 452,  213  94 
2,  480. 672,  427  81 


Total 19,023,595,208  63  19,272,555,561  57 

Difference,  or  increase 248,960,352  94 


Tear. 


Public  debt,  stat- 
ed in  report  for 
1870,  page  276. 


1862 $514,211,371  92 

1863 1.09^793.181  37 

1864 1  1,740,690,489  49 

1869 '  2,489,002,480  M 

1870 1  2,386,358,599  74 


Total 8,220,056,322  96 


Showing  an  aggregate  increase  in  these  years  of 


Public  debt,  statr 
ed  in  report  for 
1871,  pages  368 
and3«». 


$524. 176. 412  13 
1, 119,7r2,13««l 
1,815,784,376  57 
2,  588. 452.  213  94 
2.  480,  672,  427  81 

8.  528,  857,  563  Og 
8,  220.  056, 322  91 

299,  801, 340  <B 


Again,  the  statements  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Tresisiirv  in  the  annual  finance 
Reports  and  in  the  monthly  debt  statements,  as  also  those  maite  by  the  Register  of  the 
Treasury  for  a  given  year,  often  difl'er  materially  firom  each  other.  For  instance,  take 
the  year  1869 : 

Finance  Report  for  1869,  page  29 12.656,603,955  73 

Monthly  debt  statement,  July  1,  1869 2.645.170.294  W 

Finance  Report,  1870  (June  30, 1869),  page  25 2,588,452,213  94 

Finance  Report,  1870  (by  the  Reeister),  p^e  276 2, 489,002.490  58 

Again  the  Register,  at  page  317,  Finance  Report  for  1869,  states  the 

public  debt  for  that  year  to  be 2, 489, 002, 48»  58 

The  Secretary,  at  ]Mtge  25,  Finance  Report  for  1870,  and  page  13,  re- 
port for  1871,  states  thia  public  debt  for  the  year  1870  to  be 2, 480, 672^,  42T  81 

The  difference  between  these  sums  ought  to  show  the  decrease  of 
the  public  debt  for  1870,  which  is 8,330,05C77 

But  the  monthly  debt  statements  for  the  year  1870  state  the  decrease 

of  the  public  debt  for  that  year  was 102,643,880  84 

Making  a  difference  between  the  Finance  Reports  and  monthly 

statementsof 94.313,828  07 

Now.  up  to  1869  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  was  carried  as  part  of  the 
puolic  debt,  but  in  1870  it  was  taken  from  the  public  debt  and 
stated  as  the  debt  of  the  Pacific  Railroad,  amounting  at  that  time, 
which  was  only  an  apparent  and  n(»t  real  reduction,  to 58. 638, 390  00 

If  from  this  amount  we  subtract  the  real  decrease  as  shown  above.  8. 330. 062  77 

It  would  appear  that  the  public  debt  for  1870  was  increased 50, 008. 267  23 

And  not  decreased,  as  set  forth  in  the  monthly  debt  statements 102, 643, 880  84 
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Oder  this  head  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  great  difference  in  the 
mce  Reports  as  to  what  they  were  for  the  year  1863.  They  are  stated  diJfterently  in 
'  annual  reports,  as  follows : 

lie  report  of  1863 1756,489,905  57 

he  report  of  1864 776,682,361  57 

bereiwrt  of  1^70 814,925,494  96 

hereiKirtof  1876 717,284,707  01 

EXPENDITURES. 

he  TarioiiH  Finance  Reports  difftT  widely  as  to  the  annual  expenditures  of  the  gov- 
ment,  as  the  following  table  will  show: 


Ml 

»-C4 

^'85. 
^'66 


Y»-ar. 


ToUl 

Difference  or  increase. 


Total  annual  expenditores  as  ntated  in 
financial  report  for — 


1889  and  previous  Il870andsabaeqtient 


reports  (pp.  320, 
321). 


reports  (i>p.  274, 
275). 


$85.  387, 313  08 

570, 841,  700  25 

895, 796,  630  65 

1, 208, 144,  656  00 

1, 897,  674,  224  09 

1. 141,  072, 666  09 


185, 387. 363  08 

565.  667, 358  08 

899,  815,  911  25 

1, 295.  541, 114  86 

1,  906, 433, 331  37 

1, 139,  344.  081  95 


5, 888, 917, 190  16 


5, 892, 189, 160  59 


Increase  in  re- 
port of  1870 
over  1869. 


$50  00 

'4,*oi9,'280*60' 

8,  759, 107  28 


12, 778, 487  88 
3, 271, 970  43 


Decrease  in  re- 
poi-t  of  1870 
over  18G9i 


$5, 174.  342  17 


2, 603, 541  14 
i' 728,*  584*  14 


9,  506, 467  45 


Increase  in  ejq^ditures  in  report  of  1871  as  compared  with  report  of  1869. 


Year. 

Military  serv- 
ice. 

Pensions. 

Indians. 

Kaval  estab- 
lishment. 

Total. 

12,000,000  00 

$104,  546  10 

2, 075, 706  35 

91,  678  17 

92,395  81 

48,664  76 

4, 015, 810  99 

$50,130  04 

$5,  840  73 

7, 056.  010  86 

197  53 

49, 657  95 
...... .......... 

Total 

6^  016. 810  90 

7, 061, 940  13 

2, 412, 901  10 

90,787  00 

IfffliWj  ner^ice  . 

$6,015,810  99 

PeDsions 

7. 061.049  12 

IwltMi*  .. 

2.412.991  19 

Kaval  eatablishm 

ent ............. 

99,787  99 

Total 

16^  50$i  530  20 

. 
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Statemmt  ahmcing  the  Mai  amount  paid  in  each  fiscal  year  for  Army  and  Navy  pensions^  a» 
per  Finance  Report  for  1870  and  Utter  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  of  July  ^^  1876. 


Year. 


1860. 
1861. 
1862. 
1863. 
1864. 
1865. 
1866. 
1867. 
1868. 
1869. 
1870. 


Total 


From  Secretar>''8 
table,  Finance 
Report  of  1870, 
page  30. 


$1, 100, 

1,034, 

852. 

1,078, 

4,985, 

16,  347, 

15,  605, 

20,  936, 

23,782, 

28, 476, 

28.340, 


802  32 
599  73 
170  47 
513  36 
473  90 
621  34 
549  88 
551  71 
386  78 
621  78 
202  17 


From  letter  of 
Commissioner 
of  Pensions. 


Increase. 


$1. 154, 

1,089, 

800. 

1.044, 

4.521, 

8,542, 

13, 250, 

18, 681, 

24,  079, 

28. 445, 

27,780, 


321  73 
218  75 
819  94 
364  47 
622  18 
885  27 
980  17 
711  79 
403  18 
089  09 
811  81 


$51, 
34. 

463, 
7,804, 
2,354, 
2.254, 


350  53 
148  89 
851  72 
736  07 
569  71 
839  92 


31, 
559, 


532  69 
390  36 


142,  540, 493  44 


129, 391, 228  38 


13.  554. 419  89 


Decrease. 


$53. 519  41 
54,  619  02 


297,  016  40 


405, 154  83 


Secretary's  table,  Finance  Report  for  1875 $142,540,493  44 

Increase  .        ..   ...  .....     ..••••.... .......     .. $13  554  419  89 

Letter  of  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  July  25,  i876l I !!!  1  i  1  !.!'.'..*.'!.!... *  129,391. 228  38 '...*. 

Decrease 405,154  83 


Difference  or  increase  in  Secretary's  table 13. 149, 265  06      13, 149, 265  06 


Report,  1869. 


Year. 


States'  total  rev- 
enue collected. 


1832 
1837 
1839 
1840 
1847 
1848 
1850 
1853 
1859 
1863 
1865 
1866 


$31,867, 
27,  947, 
35,  340, 
25, 069, 
55,  401, 
57,006, 
47, 669, 
61, 803, 
81, 773, 

889, 379, 

^1,805,939, 

1, 270, 884, 


450  66 
142  19 
025  82 
662  84 
804  58 
889  65 
766  75 
404  58 
965  64 
652  52 
945  93 
173  11 


Report,  1871. 


States'  total  rev- 
enne  collected. 


Decrease  in  re- 
port of  1871. 


$31,865, 

27,883, 

33,881, 

25,032, 

55,338, 

5v,  ItVZ, 

47,  649, 

61,500, 

81, 758, 

889,373, 

1,  805, 933, 

1, 270,  n2, 


561  16 
853  84 
242  89 
193  59 
168  52 
479  21 
388  88 
102  81 
557  30 
652  51 
250  82 
078  82 


Total  decrease  in  report  of  1871 


$1,889  51 
63.288  3S 
1. 458,  782  93 
37,4«9  2S 
63,636  01 
14,410  44 
20,377  W 
303,301  77 
15,408  34 

6.ooon 

16,695  11 
172,094  29 

:2. 1«3, 353  93 


*  Should  be  $1,805, 939,345.93.    Difference,  $600.    Error  in  stating. 

t  Should  be  $6,095.11.    Differenc«,  $600.  \  u.__„-_  -^.„u;t,„  iw.«,  ^\^^^ 

:  Should  be        $2,162; 753.92.    Difference,  $600.  P"^"  ^"^^«  ^"^ '^^^ 

After  a  careful  examiuation,  the  diflferenoes  between  the  Finance  Reports  are,  with 
the  exception  of  the  errors  described  in  the  table  below,  found  to  be  as  stated  by  S«i- 
ator  Davis  in  his  speeches  of  January  13  and  14.  August  5,  1876,  and  November  16, 
1877. 

The  foregoing  statement*  agree  with  the  statements  in  the  reports  in  the  Con- 
gressional Kf: cord  of  the  above  sieeches,  the  same  having  been  carefully  compared 
by  me. 

WILLIAM  WOODVILLE. 
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Table  of  errors. 


Character  of  errors. 


,  Erroneous  nmouutH.    Correct  aiuoiints. 


I  TjTJOCTaphical 
1  «io 


Id  call- ulat ton. 


T^'pographical 


do 
do 
do 
do 


$1,141,172,666  ID 

rjj.6i7,4:n  07 

4,  015,  800  99 


$\.  141.  072,  666  19 

122,  617,  434  07 

4.  015,  810  99 


7,  28;:,  425,  879  21  I      2,  783.  425,  879  21 


75,09.3,881  68 
1,200,723  39 
9.  m55,  910  21 

75,093.881  68 


do 19,  973.  622,  423  71 

^"inlJ^l"^.  .'''^!'!'"''!*.  !'!'".*7!^.*;'^  I  ^'  ^^'^'  ^^9, 945  93 

In  stating  dern-nse 6.  695  1 1 

In  sUtiu;:  total 2,  1(13,  353  92 


75,093.881  08 
1.200,723  36 
9,  9F5,  040  21 

75.  093.  881  08 
19,  973,  632,  423  71 

1,805,939,345  93 

6.  095  1 1 
2,  102,  753  92 


Kemarks. 


$.$100,  000  difference. 

$3  dift'erenre. 

$10  difference. 

(^Caused  by  tranHposi- 
tion  of  fhnireH  7,283, 
inntead  of2, 783,  a^ifrre- 
gate    being  connect. 

$0.  60  diffi*rence. 

$0.  03  diffiTiMice. 

$900  difference. 

$0.  60  difference. 

•flO  000  differeiice. 


1 


$600  diff'erence. 

$<>00  dift'erenee. 
$0<I0  dillerenee. 


fosEPH  T.  Power  sworn  and  examined. 

B.y  the  Chairman  : 

Jupstion.  What  is  your  position  in  the  Treasury-  Department  f — 
iswer.  Chief  of  the  Division  of  Warrants,  Estimates,  and  Ai)propria- 
u  in  the  Treasury  Department. 

f.  How  long  have  yoii  been  in  the  government  service  in  theTieasury 
mrtment  f— A.  Since  May  9,  1809. 

!•  State  how  long  in  the  different  offices.— A.  I  was  in  the  Registei^'s 
:e  until  July  1,  1875,  when  I  was  appointed  to  my  present  position. 
L  Have  you  ]>een  designated  in  a  general  way  by  the  Secretary  of 
Treasury  to  answer  calls  and  inquiries  i'rom  this  committee! — A.  The 
retary  has  referred  all  communications  of  this  committee  to  my  divis- 
and  generally  directed  me  to  prepai^e  all  answers  and  furnish  all  the 
imiation  within  the  control  of  the  department  to  the  committee  as  it 
:ht  be  called  for. 

J.  Which  you  have  done  f — A.  With  the  exception  of  one  or  two  re- 
ts that  are  being  prepared,  and  which  will  be  received  by  the  commit- 
in  a  shoit  time. 

J.  When  was  the  office  you  now  hold  created  by  law  ? — A.  Since  the 
anization  of  the  department  under  Mr.  Bout  well  the  Warrant  Division 
existed  a^^  at  present ;  but  the  act  of  March  3, 1875,  commonly  known 
the  Kellogg  bill,  that  fixed  by  law  the  organization  of  the  Warrant 
ision  as  it  now  exists. 

J.  In  what  office,  and  how,  was  the  branch  of  service  that  you  now 
engaged  at  attended  to  previous  to  1870  ? — A.  Previous  to  1870  the 
iesnow  assigned  to  this  division  were  i)erformed  by  two  divisons,  the 
■anization  of  the  department  then  recognizing  more  divisions  and 
Klivisions  than  at  present.  In  1870  Secretary  lloutwell  consolidated 
different  divisions  and  branches  of  his  office  in  an  organization  fibout 
it  now  stands.  There  have  been  some  slight  clianges  since. 
l  And  in  1875  this  was  recognized  by  lawf — A.  Yes,  sir. 
I  When  was  a  regular  set  of  books,  as  you  now  kee])  them,  opened  in 
Secretary's  office  t — A.  From  the  organization  of  the  office,  as  one 
he  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  provided  by  law,  is  to 
1  all  warrants,  and  the  necessary  books  of  record  therefor  have  always 
n  kept  in  his  office. 

|.  AVhen  wa.s  the  regular  set  of  books,  as  you  now  keep  them,  opened 
•our  offi<*e  f — A.  I  am  not  able  to  say  that  a  complete  set  of  books 
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as  is  now  kept  in  this  office  was  kept  in  the  Secretary's  office  prior  to  the 
jict  of  March  3, 1817,  reorganizing  the  Treasury  Department,  but  L  am 
of  opinion  that  there  always  has  been  a  regular  set  of  appropriations 
ledgers  kept  in  the  Secretary's  office  since  the  commencement  of  the  gov- 
ernment, in  one  form  or  another. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  state  that  in  1870,  under  Secretary  Boutwell, 
therewasaconsolidatio  nof  duties  in  various  offices  brought  into  one,  and 
in  1875  that  was  recognized  by  law ;  are  you  keeping  the  books  at  pres- 
ent just  as  they  were  kept  previous  to  1870? — A.  The  books  are  now 
kept  precisely  as  they  were  previous  to  1870,  with  certain  changes  and 
improvements  added  to  give  more  detiuled  infonnation,  but  the  same 
general  plan  remains. 

Q.  Was  a  new  set  of  books  opened,  or  did  you  continue  along  o;i  the 
old  set  in  1870  when  these  offices  were,  as  you  say,  consolidated  and 
made  more  efficient  f — A.  The  same  general  class  of  ledgers  was  kept 
There  was  no  such  thing  as  creating  a  new  departure  in  plan  or  books. 
There  were  some  improvements  introduced  in  the  books ;  but  the  general 
plan  of  appropriation  ledgers,  which  is  a  very  simple  form  of  public 
accounts,  has  been  preserved. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  what  is  ordinarily  known  as  a  day-book  and  a  ledger! 
— A.  What  is  ordinarily  known  as  a  daj'-book  is  known  in  the  Secre- 
tary's office  as  a  "register";  in  the  other  offices  it  is  known  as  a 
"journal." 

Q.  And  what  is  the  ledger  known  as  f — A.  As  a  ledger. 

Q.  Are  your  books  kept  by  what  is  usually  known  as  double  or  single 
entry! — A.  As  far  as  the  principles  of  double-entry  bookkeeping  are 
applicable  they  are  applied  to  the  Treasury  accounts,  the  appro])riation 
accounts  being  the  impersonal  accounts  in  double-entry  bookkeeping. 

Q.  If  the  question  was  put  to  you  in  a  general  way  whether  double 
or  single-entry  bookkeeping  was  the  system  in  the  Treasury  DepMt- 
ment,  and  a  categorical  answer  was  required,  what  would  be  your  an- 
swer ? — A.  I  would  answer  that  the  Treasury  system  is  a  unique  one; 
and  whQe  it  applies  all  the  principles  of  double-entry  bookkeeping,  the 
system  might  be  tenned  a  quadruplicjite  system  of  entries.  I  wUl  ex- 
plain that,  if  you  please.  When  a  public  officer  receives  funds  from  tie 
Treasury  for  disbursement,  the  amount  is  charged  to  an  appropriation 
and  the  Treasury  credited  with  it«  payment.  The  disbursing  officer  is 
charged  with  the  amount  advanced,  and  credited  with  his  disburaemeuts, 
requiring  four  independent  entries  to  make  one  paj^ment  from  tk 
Treasury. 

Q.  I  understood  you  that  the  Secretary's  office,  as  now  organized,  is 
moi-e  general  and  more  complete  than  it  was  pre\ious  to  1870! — A.  Tbe 
organization  at  present  has  brought  all  the  duties  of  the  Seci-etary's 
office  under  certain  divisions. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  it  more  complete  in  its  organization  than  it  waj^ 
])revious  to  1870  or  not  ? — A.  1  believe,  as  the  office  is  now  organize<L 
that  it  is  much  more  efficient  than  it  ever  has  been  before,  so  far  as  I  am 
able  to  judge  from  the  public  records,  while  I  have  no  i>ersonal  knowl 
edge  of  the  way  in  which  the  i)ublic  business  was  performed  prior  to 
1801). 

Q.  When  was  the  liegister's  office  created  f — A.  By  the  act  ot*  ^\> 
tember  2,  1789,  organizing  the  Treasury  Department. 

Q.  Is  the  Kegister  what  is  known  as  the  official  bookkee|>er  of  the 
government? — A.  lie  is  the  official  bookkeeper  and  keeps  all  accounts 
of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  public  money  and  of  all  debti^ 
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\  to  or  from  the  United  States,  except  as  the  law  has  since  assigned 
tain  duties  to  the  Second,  Third,  Fourth,  and  Sixth  Auditors. 
J.  Does  that  change  the  Register  from  being  the  official  bookkeeper 
he  government  and  the  final  custodian  of  all  papers  and  warrants! — 
It  gives  the  Second,  Thiid,  Fourth,  and  Sixth  Auditors  the  duties 
ceeping  the  personal  accounts  of  all  disbursing  officers  under  the  War, 
ey,  Interior,  and  Post-Office  Departments,  and  the  custody  of  the 
ords  and  vouchers  therefor. 

J.  Do  I  understand  that  the  officers  named  by  you  are  the  custodians 
warrants  on  whicli  money  is  drawn  from  the  Treasury  i — A.  The 
fister  of  the  Treasury  is  the  custodian  of  all  wturants  di^awn  on  the 
easiirer  after  they  are  paid. 

Q.  Can  money  be  [)aid  out  of  the  Treasury  in  any  way  unless  it  passes 
rough  the  Registers  office  f — A.  It  cannot. 

Q.  The  Register,  I  understand,  is  the  final  keeper  of  all  vouchers  on 
licii  money  has  been  drawn  from  or  paid  into  the  Treasury  f — A.  With 
» exception  named.  To  illustrate :  The  Secretary  of  War  makes  a 
[aisitiou  in  favor  of  an  officer  of  the  Army.  The  amount  to  be  ad- 
iced  to  that  officer  is  charged  to  him  on  the  books  of  the  Second  or 
rd  Auditor,  as  the  ca«e  may  be,  and  the  requisition  comes  to  the 
letary  of  the  Treasury,  who  issues  a  warrant.  That  warrant  is 
ntersigned  by  the  First  Comptroller  and  registered  by  the  Register, 
L  l>ecomes  a  voucher  to  the  Treasurer  in  the  disbursement  of  that 
ish  money ;  but  the  accountability  for  that  money  by  the  officer  is 
dered  to  the  Auditor,  and  the  Auditor,  therefore,  becomes  the  custodian 
'he  accounts  and  vouchers  for  the  disbiu*sement. 
J.  How  is  it  with  bonds  f  Can  bonds  be  issued  or  redeemed  without 
ng  through  the  Register's  office  ? — A.  The  Register  issues  all  bonds. 
).  Does  he  receive  all  bonds  that  are  redeemed  ? — A.  He  finally  re- 
res  them.  After  being  redeemed  by  the  Treasurer,  and  passing 
"ough  the  accounting  office,  they  reach  his  office  for  final  registration 
i  for  custody,  unless  they  are  destroyed,  as  the  law  now  requires 
St  of  the  public  securities  to  be  destroyed  after  redemption. 
J.  Please  explain  how  money  by  warrant  is  paid  into  and  out  of  the 
jasury.  Take  any  example  that  you  think  proper,  and  give  us  the 
iiative  step,  and  so  on  to  the  final  payment,  in  your  own  way,  the  ob- 
t  being  to  get  a  full  explanation  of  how  money  is  paid  into  and  drawn 
tn  the  Tiea^ury. 

i.  1.  A  collector  collects  public  money  and  deposits  it  in  the  Treas- 
'  or  Hubtreasury  of  the  United  States,  or  in  some  designated  depos- 
•y,  taking  duplicate  certificates  of  deposit. 

.  One  of  these  certificates  he  forwards  to  the  Treasury  I)e])artment, 
ere  it  is  charged  to  the  Treasiu^er  by  a  warrant  covering  the  amount 
>  the  general  fund,  where,  under  the  Constitution,  it  must  remain 
11  drawn  therefrom  in  consequence  of  appropriations  made  by  law. 
.  When  an  aj)propriation  is  made  by  Congress  the  Secretary  of  the 
(a>*iuy  brings  tlie  camoimt  on  the  books  of  his  office,  the  Comptrollers 
I  tlie  Register,  by  an  appro[)riation  warrant,  which  directs  the  amount 
x^  charged  to  the  general  fund  and  credited  to  the  particular  api)ro- 
ation  account  designated. 

.  The  head  of  the  department  having  control  of  the  appropriation 
V  now  ])ay  it  out  in  two  ways : 

^irst.  By  making  a  requisition  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
or  of  a  disbursing  officer,  who  must  account  for  its  disbursement  to 
pn)i>er  Auditor  and  Comptroller. 
?«f>wr/.  By  a  requisition  on  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  based  upon 
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ijij  j:t(<-^''  t  jKljiisted  by  the  proper  Auditor  and  certified  by  the  proper 

Co:::|;Uuller. 

Note. — The  Socretaiy  of  the  Treasury  does  not  make  requisitious  on  himself  for  pay- 
ment of  adjusted  accounts  of  his  department,  and  the  »Secretary  of  State  does  not  make 
requisitions  to  pay  settled  accounts  pertaining  to  his  department,  as  the  law  provides 
that  the  Register  of  the  Treasury  shall  furnish  copies  of  such  certiticates  of  lialauees 
of  accounts  adjusted,  upon  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  issues  his  warrants. 

5.  Upon  the  requisition  of  the  i)ix>per  dei)artment,  or  upon  a  copy  of 
an  adjusted  account  of  the  Treasury  or  State  Dei)artinent,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  issues  his  warrant  on  the  Treasurer,  si)ecif>  ing  the  par- 
ticular appropriation  to  which  the  same  is  chargeable,  which  warrant  is 
countersigned  by  the  First  Comptioller  and  registered  by  the  Register 
and  charged  upon  their  respective  books  to  the  designated  appropria- 
tion. 

G.  The  Treasurer  pays  this  warrant  by  drawing  his  draft  on  hiniselt 
or  other  depositaries  in  favor  of  the  payee  of  the  warrant,  which  draft 
is  registered  by  the  Register  and  delivered  to  the  payee. 

7.  The  Treasurer  sends  the  warrant  with  the  <b*aft,  when  paid  and 
properly  indorsed,  to  the  First  Auditor  and  Fii*st  Comptroller  and 
receives  credit  in  his  quarterly  account  for  the  disbursement  of  that 
amount  of  public  money. 

Q.  Would  you  suggest  to  the  committee  any  additional  check  by  law 
that  would  make  the  system  more  peifect  than  you  now  have  it  in  pay- 
ing in  and  taking  out  money  from  the  Treasury  f — A.  •!  think  we  should 
have  authority  of  law  to  treat  oiu*  unavailables  as  an  appropriation 
account.  These  unavailables  arise  in  this  way:  A  public  dei)ositary 
becomes  insolvent,  and  all  public  moneys  in  his  possession  become  una- 
vailable to  the  Treasurj^ ;  there  is  no  way  by  which  the  Treasurer  may 
receive  proper  credit  therefor  and  the  deiK)sitary  be  charged  excei>t  by 
an  account  known  as  *' unavailables,"  which  are  reported  in  the  Finance 
Reports  in  a  distinct  column.  This  is  an  innovation  on  the  system,  and 
if  Congress  would  authorize  the  department  to  treat  this  as  an  appro- 
priation account,  and  thi*ow  around  it  such  safeguards  as  would  pixjvent 
traud,  it  w^ould  be  great  advantage  to  th^  system  of  public  accounts. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  else  you  would  suggest  in  this  connection  f — A. 
In  1836  there  was  deposited  with  the  States  surplus  revenue  to  the 
amount  of  $28,101,644.91.  This  money  now  remains  on  deposit  with  the 
several  States  precisely  as  money  is  now  de]>osited  with  any  dejKisitor}', 
and  is  a  i)ai-t  of  the  cash  in  the  Treasury ;  and  to  this  day  this  amount 
of  money  has  to  be  carried  on  the  public  accounts  among  the  unavail- 
able items.  1  think  the  department  ought  to  have  authority  to  charjife 
this  off  to  the  States  or  arrange  it  in  soine  way,  so  tliat  it  can  be  takeu 
from  the  cash  account. 

Q.  AVliy  should  this  be  charged  off? — A.  It  is  troublesome  to  the  de- 
partment to  cany  this  amount  forward  ui)()n  tlie  quarterly  statements, 
and  it  also  shows  tlie  casli  in  tlie  Treasury,  as  jmblished  in  the  RcH-eij>ts 
and  Expenditures,  thnt  much  in  excess  of  the  actual  available  funds, 
while  in  the  ordinary  statements  turnished  I'rom  the  department  this  sum 
is  deducted,  thus  creating  confusion  and  misunderstanding. 

Q.  You  speak  of  unavailables;  are  they  large  t  Can  you  give  n:<  the 
l)robable  average  per  annum? — A.  The  whole  amount  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  government  to  the  end  of  the  last  tiscal  year  ij^ 
$2,661, 86G.5o,  excluding  the  amount  deposited  with  tlie  States. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  what  it  was  in  1S(»0  as  compared  with  the  total 
amount! — A.  Since  1867  we  have  diminished  it.  I  have  not  got  tbe 
additions  since  1860. 


THE  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT.  65 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 
.  What  was  it  in  1867  f— A.  In  1867  it  amounted  to  $2,675,918.19. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

|.  Can  you  fix  what  tlie  amount  was  in  18601 — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  a 
neiit  [examining].     In  1860  these  items  amounted  to  $1,7-19,579.64. 
j.  What  is  the  increase  between  1860  and  1867  of  the  unavailables  ? 
L.  Tlie  increase  was  $926,338.55. 

t  Do  you  know  whether  a  letter  was  sent  from  the  Secretary's  office 
ihe  Register  in  1870  directing  tlie  Ke.gister  to  change  or  alter  the  public 
rt  statement  f — A.  I  remember  such  a  letter.  It  came  to  the  Register 
1  was  by  him  handed  to  me,  and  I  passed  it  to  the  chief  of  the  division 
Aarge  of  the  statements  referred  to  in  the  letter. 
}.  Do  you  know  w  hether  the  Register  thought  it  op  not  a  proper  thing 
lo  to  carry  out  the  instnictions  of  the  letter! — A.  The  Register  ob- 
ed  veiy  strongly  to  the  change  suggested  in  the  letter,  and  my  recol- 
ion  is  that  he  jiresented  his  obje(;tious  to  the  Secretary. 
.  In  i)er8on  or  in  writing! — A.  In  person. 

.  Do  you  recollect  the  result  of  the  objections ! — A.  I  only  know 
t  Mr.  Allison,  the  Register,  stated  as  the  result  at  the  time. 
.  Now  tell  us  what  Mr.  Allison  stated  to  you  at  the  time  as  having 
n  place  betw^een  him  and  the  Secretary ! — A.  My  recollection  is  that 
It  this  time  the  subject  of  the  change  in  the  manner  of  stating  these 
mnts  was  before  the  department,  and  wiiether  immediately  before  or 
r  the  receipt  of  this  order  Mr.  Allison  communicated  to  me  the  fact 
:  he  ha^l  had  an  interview  with  the  Secretary,  and  had  given  his 
rs  that  these  changes  should  not  be  made. 

[r.  Dawes.  I  object  to  any  statement  by  the  witness  of  what  Mr. 
ison  told  him  as  having  transpired  between  Mr.  Allison  and  the  Sec- 
iry. 

he  Cuairman.  I  think  it  a  proper  question,  as  the  investigation,  iu 
judgment,  was  intended  to  be  full  and  complete. 
ir.  Dawes.  I  think  hearsay  testimony  should  not  be  received  as  part 
lie  exidence  l)efore  this  committee. 

he  Chairman.  I  claim  that  tliis  is  not  hearsay.    A  commuincation 
1  the  Secretary  to  the  Register,  as  communicated  to  the  witness,  who 
then  the  principal  assistant  to  the  Register,  on  this  subject,  is  i>roper 
lence. 

r.  Dawes.  I  do  not  object  to  anything  which  the  Secretary  com - 
licated  to  the  Register,  but  1  do  object  to  the  views  which  the  Regis- 
jiitertained  on  the  propriety  of  carrying  out  the  order  of  the  Secre- 
.     That  is  what  the  witness  is  testifying  to. 

he  Chairman.  I  think  anything  that  was  told  the  witness  by  the 
ister  is  proper  evidence.  Any  comnmnication  from  the  Register  iu 
official  capacity  to  the  witness  I  think  is  proper  e\idence. 
T.  Dawes.  To  that  I  agiee  ;  but  no  part  of  the  statement  the  wit- 
\  was  making,  and  to  which  1  objected,  was  in  any  sense  an  official 
miinication. 

.  (By  the  Chairman.)  I  now  a^sk  you  to  state  what  was  communicated 
ou  by  the  Register  in  connection  with  the  lett^^r  received  from  the 
retary's  office  and  the  change  in  the  ])ublic  debt  statement. — A. 
?r  the  recei])t  of  the  letter  he  passed  it  over  to  me  to  be  canned  into 
•t.  I  do  not  know  how  long  it  was,  but  it  was  some  time  after  the 
ipt  of  the  letter. 

.  What  else  took  place  l)etween  you  and  the  Register. when  the  letter 
handed  to  you;  what  was  said  between  you  and  him  at  the  time ! — 
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A.  Nothing  more  than  his  views  in  regard  to  the  propriety  of  the  order. 
That  was  about  all. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  on  that  point? — A.  I  have  stated,  I  think,  that 
the  Register  had  objected  to  that  manner  of  correction. 

Q.  Were  the  tabulated  statements  of  the  debt,  as  formerly  communi- 
cated to  Congress  in  the  Financ^Keports,  changed  under  that  onlerand 
different  amounts  put  down! — A.  The  statements  .were  made  in  a  dif- 
ferent manner.  They  were  not  changed,  but  a  dift'erent  plan  of  stating 
the  facts  was  used. 

Q.  Were  the  figures  and  the  results  the  same  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  they  were 
made  on  a  different  basis,  by  a  different  method. 

Q.  And  brought  out  different  results,  or  the  same  results! — A.  They 
are  different  as  to  the  amount  outstanding  at  the  end  of  any  particular 
year. 

Q.  Take  the  statement  marked  ^'  F ''  in  the  testimony  before  this  com- 
mittee and  say  whether  the  changes  and  difference  between  the  figures 
are  correctly  stated  in  that  statement  ft  om  the  Secretary  and  the  Regis- 
ter, as  they  appear  in  the  reports  of  1870  and  1871 ! — A.  In  this  state- 
ment I  see  the  first  column  of  the  Finance  Report  of  the  Secretary  for 

1870  at  page  25  represents  the  outstanding  debt  at  the  end  of  each  yeiir 
from  1832-33  to  1870,  inclusive.  The  second  column  shows  the  out- 
standing at  the  end  of  each  year  as  taken  from  the  Register's  statement 
in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870  at  page  276.  The  next  two  columns  rep- 
resent the  Secretary's  compared  with  the  Register's,  the  first  column 
showing  the  increase  and  the  second  the  decrease.  That  inci-ease  repre- 
sents the  amount  outstanding  in  one  report  in  excess  of  the  other 
report,  and  appears  to  be  correctly  taken  from  those  Finance  J^eports. 

Q.  Was  the  Registers  rej^ort  changed  between  1870  and  1871  as  rep- 
resented upon  the  right-hand  column  ? — A.  The  Register's  report  for 

1871  makes  a  different  statement,  showing  a  different  amount  outstand- 
ing for  those  years. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Different  from  what? — A.  Different  from  the  statement  in  tbe 
report  of  the  yeiijr  before. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  this  different  statement  the  result  of  the  letter  receivetl  from 
the  Secretary's  otfice  ! — A.  It  was. 

Q.  Are  the  amounts  set  forlh  in  the  increase  and  decrease  columns  of 
this  table  F  the  true  amounts  as  to  each  year  ? — A.  Tliey  apiH3ar  to  be 
the  true  amounts  of  the  increase  of  one  report  over  the  other. 

Q.  Wiis  there  a  careful  and  detailed  examination  made  of  the  books 
of  the  Register's  oflice  from  1833  to  1870,  inclusive,  when  these  changes 
were  made  f — A.  I  understand  that  there  was. 

Q.  How  long  did  it  take  and  how  many  clerks  ?— A.  My  recollection 
is  that  Mr.  Saville  asked  the  Register  to  detail  two  clerks  from  the  office 
for  this  purpose  io  work  on  these  statements  in  connection  witli  other 
clerks  in  the  Secretary's  office,  but  how  many  were  from  the  Secretary's 
office  I  do  not  know.    I  think  they  were  at  work  less  than  a  year. 

Q.  Did  you  yourself  do  the  work? — A.  I  did  not  do  this  work,  but 
afterwards  went  over  it  all,  or  it  was  all  gone  over  under  my  direction 
and  immediate  supervision ;  that  is,  in  making  up  this  report  as  it  ap- 
pears in  the  Secretary's  statement  in  the  Finance  Report  for  1870. 

Q.  What  books  did  you  examine  in  going  over  it  yourself  I — ^A.  The 
Receipts  and  Expenditures,  in  connection  with  all  the  other  recoids  of 
the  office  when  occasion  required. 
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j.  What  office  ! — A.  The  Register's  office. 

J.  Did  you  examine  the  books  of  tlie  Secretary's  office  also ;  in  other 
•da,  was  it  from  tne  books  of  the  Secretary's  office  or  those  of  the 
rister's  office  that  you  ma<le  your  examination  I — A.  The  books  of  the 
filter's  office;  and  I  used  the  printed  books  for  more  convenient  use, 
printed  volumes  of  lieceipts  and  R&penditures. 
|.  That  is,  you  accepted  what  you  found  in  print  as  being  correct,  and 
not  go  to  the  books  themselves  ? — A.  Not  unless  there  was  some- 
ig  to  attract  attention  or  making  it  necessary  to  go  into  an  exam 
ion  of  the  books  and  accounts. 

!.  How  long  were  you  engaged  in  the  examination  of  the  years  from 
5  to  1870 ! — A.  As  1  said  before,  I  did  not  make  the  examination,  but 
ely  verified  the  results  by  going  over  the  same  accounts  after  the 
ement  had  been  prepared. 

!.  Do  I  understand  from  this  that  vou  examined  each  item  that  went 
aake  uj)  the  account,  or  that  you  took  the  footings  as  you  found  them 
n  the  ledgers  and  in  print ! — ^A.  As  will  be  noticed  here,  there  is  a 
erence  in  the  two  statements,  and  my  examination  was  to  reconcile 
se  ditierences.  Where  no  difference  existed,  I  did  not  go  into  an  ex- 
nation  at  all,  because  there  was  no  necessity  for  it. 
J.  In  that  examination,  where  you  found  a  difference,  for  instance, 
e  the  year  1833,  did  you  go  to  the  records  of  the  office  and  examine 
warrants  and  each  entry  that  entered  into  that  year's  debt  stiite- 
it  to  find  whether  the  warranto  and  the  books  would  agree  ? — A.  No, 
This  statement  is  iiia<de  by  taking  the  receipts  each  year  on  account 
the  public  debt,  and  adding  the  amount  to  the  outstanding  public 
•t  for  the  previous  year  and  deducting  the  payments  ma<le  on  the 
le  account,  the  difference  showing  the  outstanding  public  debt  at 
end  of  the  year. 

j.  What  did  you  take  these  figures  from  ? — A.  Generally  from  the 
[)nnts  as  published  and  from  the  ledger  accounts  of  the  Kegister's  of- 

• 

|.  Do  I  understand  correctly  that  in  this  examination  which  you  per- 
ally  made  you  did  not  examine  any  of  the  warrants  or  issues  of  bonds 
edeemed  bonds,  but  took  the  printed  statements  and  occai^ionally 
•n-eil  to  the  ledgers! — A.  I  took  the  amount  of  money  that  was  re- 
ed into  the  Treasury  eaeh  year  on  account  of  the  public  debt,  that 
•eceipts  from  loans,  and  deducted  from  that  the  amount  of  money 
I  for  redemptions  of  loans,  that  is  the  system  on  which  the  Sec- 
ry's  statement  is  made  out.  Where  there  was  any  discrepancy 
reen  that  and  the  published  account  of  issues  and  redemptions, 
ch  is  the  Register's  statement,  I  then  examined  into  the  discrep- 
i.  I  found  no  oi^casion  to  examine  into  the  accounts  exempt  where 
r  disagreed.  Where  it  appeared  that  the  I'^easurer  had  not  paid 
as  much  money  in  one  year  as  the  Register's  statement  showed  to 
3  been  redeemed  of  the  public  debt,  1  examined  in  each  instance 
nd  the  cause  of  the  discrei)ancy.  1  examined  down  into  the  minut- 
(letail  of  the  whole  transaction.  Sometimes  I  would  find  a  charge 
le  loan  which  belonged  to  another.  That  Avould  cause  in  the  ac- 
it«  one  to  be  as  much  in  excess  as  the  other  would  be  deficient.  I 
Id  examine  into  and  see  where  mis-entries  had  been  made  in  the  ac- 
its.    In  no  other  cases  did  1  search  down  into  the  details. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

.  Except  where  there  was  a  discrepancy! — ^A.  Except  where  there 
some  occasion  for  it. 
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liy  the  Chairmajv  : 

Q.  Ac(;ording  to  the  statonieiit  before  you,  table  F,  every  year,  I 
belieA'e  from  1833  to  1870,  ditters ;  in  no  instance  do  the  amounts  agrree 
in  the  statements  of  the  Secretary  and  Register.  That  being  so,  to  have 
gotteu  at  the  correct  amounts,  would  you  not  have  to  examine  everj^ 
year  and  everything  going  to  make  up  that  yeai*'s  work  ? — A.  Ko,  sir ; 
because  the  rests  at  the  end  of  the  year  are  different  under  the  two  sys- 
tems. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand  from  that  that  you  have  two  systems  by  which 
you  can  bring  out  different  results  as  to  the  total  amount  of  the  public 
debt  ? — A.  We  have  different  sets  of  books  which  at  the  same  period  do 
not  show  the  same  amounts  outstanding  on  the  loans  at  the  same  date 

Q.  Had  not  these  amounts  stood  and  been  accepted  as  correct  by  all 
concerned  for  thirty  or  forty  years! — A.  They  had  been  taken  as  the 
outstanding  amount  of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt  at  the  end  of  each 
year  down  to  1870. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  in  1870  you  went  back  to  1833  and  re-exam- 
ined the  debt  statement  for  thirty-seven  years,  and  changed  each  year 
as  to  the  total  amount! — A.  Ilather  that  the  amount*^  were  stated  from 
1835  or  1836  up  to  that  period  from  a  different  set  of  books  and  in  a 
different  method. 

Q.  Take  the  year  1862;  you  find  in  round  numbers  the  Secretary  states 
the  debt  at  $524,000,000 ;  the  Kegister  states  it  in  the  same  repoit  at 
$514,000,000;  making  an  increase  of  $10,000,000.  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  $514,000,000  ns  it  stood  on  the  books  from  1862  to  1870  was  an 
error  or  was  false  ! — A.  The  first  statement  by  the  Secretary's  report 
shows  $524,176,412.13  outstanding  at  the  end  of  1862.  The  Register's 
statement  shows  $514,211,371.92,  or  $9,965,040.21  less  than  the  Secre- 
tary reports  as  outstanding,  which  difference,  while  I  have  not  the  means 
at  hand  to  analyze  it,  arises  from  two  causes 

Q.  I  ask  whether  or  not  that  was  a  false  or  erroneous  statement ! — A. 
It  is  correct  from  the  standi)oint  that  either  is  taken. 

Bv  Mr.  Dawes  : 
Q.  You  mean   accor<ling  to  the  different  methods  of  keeping  the 
books  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  tUe  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  from  the  books  as  kept  now  in  the  depart- 
ment you  may  make  two  or  more  statements  ! — A.  Y'es,  sii*;  two  or  more 
statements  may  be  made  to-day.  If  you  shouhl  inquire  to-day  of  the 
Kegister  how  nmch  is  outstanding  on  the  4  per  cent,  loan,  he  would 
probably  not  come  within  twenty  millions  ol  as  much  as  the  Secretary. 
On  account  of  the  immense  subscrii)tions  coming  in  the  Kegister  has  not 
had  time  to  get  them  on  his  books. 

Q.  From  the  organization  of  the  government  down  to  1870  were  or 
were  not  the  debt  statements  kept  in  the  way  the  Register  stated  it  in 
1870  ? — A.  They  were  kept  according  to  the  issues  and  redemptions 
l)rior  to  1870. 

Q.  And  the  examination  that  took  place  in  1870  changed  the  entire 
debt  statement  from  1833,  and  would  have  done  it  back  to  the  organi- 
zation of  the  government  if  you  had  gone  back  that  far ;  is  that  so  ?— 
A.  It  would  have  given  different  results  at  different  periods  in  the  same 
w  ay  that  it  gives  different  results  from  1836  down. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 
Q.  If  it  was  all  stated  from  one  set  of  books  it  would  have  been  mii- 
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torni^  and  if  it  had  been  stated  from  two  diflferent  sets  of  books  it  would 
have  l)een  difterent  all  the  way  through  ! — ^A.  Exactly. 

Q-  And  from  1870  it  has  been  stated  firom  one  set  of  books  and  not 
^Tom  lK)th ;  is  that  it  f — A.  From  1870  the  two  systems  are  yoked 
together,  so  that  both  finally  present  the  same  results. 

Q.  Then  the  books  of  ea<5h  tell  the  truth  at  the  time  they  purport  to 
tell  it,  do  they  f— A.  Yes,  sii\ 

^i.  One  obtains  the  del)t  statements  from  the  receipts  and  expendi- 
^^ii^es  on  that  account,  and  the  other  from  the  face  of  the  issues  and  the 
^ct^  of  the  redemptions  ? — A,  Allow  me  to  ipiote  from  the  Secretary's 
*^lH)rts  for  two  years  in  answer  to  that  question : 

^>^CTetary  Feftsendoii,  on  i)age  7  of  his  re]iort  for  the  fincal  yoar  1801,  states  the 
**^«nnt  paid  into  the  Treasury  previous  to  July  1,  18t)3,  for  which  evidences  of  debt 
'^^•rv;  subseciuently  issueil,  as  $23,782,42:^.20 — 

You  will  see  the  diflference  on  this  statement  F  is  $20,000,000 — 

^hith  wan  not  included  in  the  outstanding  of  the  debt  an  pnblished  for  the  year  1863, 
•^ut  which  is  included  in  the  statement  by  receipts  a«d  expenditures  for  that  year. 

Again  the  Treasurer  redeenw  a  certain  amount  of  public  debt  in  June,  but  the  reini- 
**nr»ing  warrants  aro  not  ia«*ued  until  after  the  1st  of  July.  In  this  case  there  will  be 
lt*5te*  outrtiaudin^  on  the  30th  June,  on  the  ** issue  and  redemption"  account,  by  this 
^uioimt,  than  on  the  receipts  ami  expenditures  account. 

Here  is  an  illustration  of  that : 

Secretary  McCuUoch,  on  page  19  of  his  rejmrt  for  the  fiscal  yearl8r>5,  states  that  the 
»niount  of  877,897,:W7.02  was  excluded  from  the  i)ublic  debt  for  the  year  18)4,  which 
amount  had  been  paid  out  of  the  Treasury,  but  ha^l  not  been  reimbui'sed  to  the 
Tretwurer  by  warrants  until  after  the  commencement  of  the  next  year. 

The  money  had  gone  out,  but  it  had  not  passed  over  the  llegister's 
books. 

The  outstanding  debt  by  these  two  accounts  never  can  a;^ree  unli'ss  all  issues  are 
^latle  in  the  same  period  in  which  the  subscriptions  are  received,  and  reimbursing 
'^arnmts  issued  in  the  same  period  in  which  the  redemptions  are  made. 

Jiy  the  CHAIR3IAN : 

Q.  You  are  quoting  from  the  Sherman  report  on  my  resolution  ? — A. 
"Ves,  sir;  this  part  of  it  being  a  memorandum  accompanying  the  letter 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  x>repared  by  myself. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  1  understand  you  to  say  that  one  method  is  keeping  the  debt  ac- 
count by  the  re<!eipts  on  the  one  side  on  account  of  the  del)t,  and  tlie  ex- 
penditures on  account  of  the  debt  on  the  other  side.  Will  you  state  a 
little  more  clearly  and  distinctly  what  that  means,  and  how  that  differs 
from  keei)ing  the  account  by  the  face  of  the  bonde<l  debt  itself? — A.  A 
subscription  is  made  the  last  of  June  to  a  h)an ;  the  money  is  covered 
into  the  Treasury  in  that  fiscal  year,  and  there  is,  therefore,  according 
to  the  accounts  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures,  that  much  more  out- 
standing on  the  3(>th  of  June  than  shown  on  the  issues  and  redemption 
ac<-ount,  as  the  bond  is  not  issued  until  the  next  fiscal  year.  There  will 
be  a  dili'enmce  in  the  two  accounts  of  just  the  difference  between  the 
subscriptions  and  the  bonds  not  issued.  Then,  when  a  loan  is  being  re- 
deemeil,  the  Treasurer  pays  out  for  redemptions  for  which  he  does  not 
get  a  i\»imbursing  warrant  until  after  the  fiscal  year  ex[)ires.  That 
amount  is  taken  off'  the  debt  statement  in  June,  but  does  not  pass 
through  the  accounts  until  the  next  fiscal  year. 

Q.  Is  there  any  such  instance  as  would  be  illustrated  by  this  state- 
ment f    Sui)pose  the  government  issues  810(),(K)(),00()  of  bonds,  but  doea 
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not  realize  to  the  Treasury  over  $99,000,000  for  them  ;  in  that  case  would 
there  be  any  ditference  in  the  debt  statement  in  the  two  sets  of  books! — 
A.  There  would  unless  the  discount  was  taken  into  consideration.  The 
Issues  and  Kedeniptions  account  would  a<icurately  show  the  amount  out- 
standing:, and  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  would  show  a  difterence. 

Q.  A  (lifference  of  a  million  dollars? — ^A.  A  difterence  of  $1,0(K),000. 

Q.  Is  there  any  ease  of  that  kind  in  these  ditterences  between  1833 
and  1870 ! — A.  There  is  a  case  of  that  kind  in  the  loan  of  1842,  in  which 
a  discount  of  $42,417.80  occurs.  There  is  also  in  the  loan  of  Jidy  and 
August,  1861,  a  discount  of  $4,204,524.52.  There  are  other  instances  of 
discount,  which  at  the  time  of  making  up  the  statement  were  taken  into 
account,  and  therefore  do  not  show  on  the  face  of  the  statement.  These 
tw^o  instances  that  I  have  given  were  not  taken  into  the  account  when 
the  statements  were  made. 

B V  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Would  not  that  show  that  the  system  of  Receipts  and  Ex}K*ndi- 
tures  w  as  not  the  true  way  of  keeping  the  debt  account,  but  that  it 
shoidd  be  by  Issues  and  Redemptions,  taking  the  instances  you  have 
just  given  ! — A.  That  is  so  much  a  matter  of  opinion  that  I  hardly  know 
how  to  answer  it,  except  in  this  way :  that  the  Rec^jipts  and  Expendi- 
tures account  can  be  as  accurately  and  perfectly  kept  as  the  other  ac- 
count, if  the  accounts  are  kept  with  that  object  in  view. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  If  it  is,  the  one  system  is  just  as  accurate  as  the  other? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

By  the  CnAiR:MAN: 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  if  the  accounts  were  ke])t  with  a  view  to 
keeping  them  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  they  would  be  as  true  as 
if  kept  by  Issues  and  Redemi)tions  ? — A.  Ye.s,  sir. 

Q.  \Vere  the  accounts  kept  at  that  time  in  that  way  ? — A.  They  were 
not  so  kei)t  prior  to  1870. 

Q.  Then  they  were  kept  by  Isvsues  and  Redemptions! — A.  Ye-s,  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Issues  and  Redemptions  show  the  true  amount  of  the 
indebtedness  of  the  government? — A.  I  believe  so,  in  all  cases  except 
w^here  errors  crept  into  the  statement,  as  they  are  liable  to  in  any  class 
of  accounts. 

Q.  But  as  to  the  system  of  keeping  the  books  prior  to  1870,  could  not 
the  true  amount  have  been  state<l  by  Issues  and  Redem])tions  of  the 
public  debt  at  any  time? — A.  Yes,  sir;  just  as  well. 

Q.  I  was  inquiinng  as  to  the  debt  of  1802,  before  Mr.  Dawes  put  ques- 
tions. I  now  hand  you  the  Finance  Report  of  1862,  where  there  is  a 
detailed  statement  made  up  by  the  Secretary  of  the  amount  of  the  debt, 
which  makes  it  the  same  as  the  Register  does  [exhibiting  report].  Is 
that  a  conect  starement  or  not ! — A.  It  is  a  correct  statement,  bv  the 
Issues  and  Redemi)tions,  so  far  as  it  goes.  There  are  one  or  two  small 
loans  omitt^id. 

Q.  Point  out  where  it  is  defective,  if  you  tliink  proi)er. — A.  The  Mex- 
ican Indemnity  Stock,  $1,104.91,  is  omitted;  also  the  Bounty  Land  Scrip, 
$4,275.     These  are  all  I  notice. 

Q.  IIow  much  would  those  items  add  to  the  statement  ? — A.  A  little 
over  $5,000. 

Q.  Not  wishing  to  consume  time  going  over  each  report,  I  now  hand 
you  the  Finance  Report  of  1869,  and  point  to  you  the  detailed  state- 
ment of  the  debt  as  given  by  the  Secretary  that  year.     (Exhibiting.) 
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311  you  tell  us  whether  that  a^^rrees  with  the  Eegister's  statement ! 
toere  is  a  detailed  statement  there  of  every  item. — A.  It  does  not  agree 
ith  the  Register's. 

Q.  In  what  particular  ? — A.  The  Pacific  Railroad  bonds  are  included 
tliis  statement. 

By  Mr.  DA^VES : 
Q.  And  not  in  the  other? — A.  And  are  not  in  tlie  other. 

*  By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  the  Register  and  tlie  Secretary  do  not  agree  in 
as  to  the  amount  for  that  year?    1  do  not  mean  as  clianged,  but  I 
in  the  year  1801),  in  the  rex)ort  of  that  year. — A.  In  the  Finance  Re- 
f^^^  for  1869,  at  page  29,  tlie  Secretary  report^  the  debt  at  $2,(>5(>,603,955.73. 
'  ^^e  Register,  for  the  same  year,  at  page  317  of  the  same  report,  reports 
the  debt  at  $2,489,002,480.0*8. 

Q.  I  hand  you  the  Finance  Report  of  1808.     (Exhibiting.)     There  you 
"  «iid  a  detailed  statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  public  debt  on 
I^^sre  09  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  find  in  tliat  report,  at  page  09,  the  Secretary 
"  ^reiK>rts  the  outstanding  public  debt  at  $2,03(),320,904.07. 

Q.  Did  you  find  that  the  Secretary  and  Register  agree  or  not? — A. 
^he  Register,  at  page  290  of  the  same  report,  makes  the  same  amount 
^^^t^itanding. 

<i.  Then  you  find  that  in  the  report  of  1808  the  Secretary  and  Register 
-^gree  as  to  the  amount  of  the  imblic  debt,  and  in  1809  you  tind  that  they 
"^lififer  largely  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

1^.  Will  you  explain  to  us  why  it  is  that  in  a  single  year  the  Secretary 
^nd  the  Register  differ  so  largely?  In  the  detailed  statements  I  haye 
^uowu  you  in  both  re|)orts  of  tiie  debt,  where  the  Secretjiry  purports 
^<>  give  every  dollar  the  Treasury  owes,  and  names  the  loans  and  the 
^niomit>i,  they  agree  in  1808;  but  when  you  come  to  the  18(»9  report 
^Ut^re  is  a  ditterence  of  $177,000,000  in  round  nund^ers,  I  believe.  Can 
•>  on  explain  why  that  is  f 

A.  According  to  the  Register's  Report  for  1809 — 

^^10  oiitstamlinjj  ])ublir  cl<»>)t  is  re]H)rto(l  at : i^-2,  480, 002,  480  58 

•V'liirli  i.s  i\u'  aiiiouut  t>!  tln-f  dclit  lt*.ss  cash  and 
Hiiikiii|^-fiiii<l  ill  the  Tn^asiiry.  To  wliich  shoiihl 
be  added  tlie  ainoiiiit  ofcasli  and  sinking-fund. .  §156, 1(T7,  H13  'yS 

^^-exs  acenunl  interest 47,447,1U0  79 

108, 720, 502  79 

Vhich  iwlded  to  the  JKoglstev's  Report  uiakeH 2, 597, 722, 983  37 

Q.  How  much  does  that  leave  unaccounted  for? — A.  That  leaves  all 
l>ut  the  Pad  fie  Railroad  bonds  accounted  for,  and  they  were  included 
in  the  Secretary's  report  for  that  year. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  it  leaves  unaccounted  for  in  round  numbers? — 
A.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  difterence,  except  in  the  Pacific  Railroad 
bonds,  which  were  $58,0:^,320. 

Q.  Is  it  a  fact,  or  not,  that  previous  to  1809  the  Secretary  and  Regis- 
ter ill  reporting  the  amount  of  the  debt  substantially  agree  ? — A.  I  be- 
lieve they  do.  That  is,  I  believe  the  Secretary's  detailed  report  and  the 
Register's  tabulated  statement  substantially  agreed  in  all  previous 
years. 

Q.  Since  1870,  do  the  Secretary  and  Register  substantially  agree  as 
to  the  amount  of  the  outstanding  public  debt! — A.  Yes,  sir;  with  the 
exception  of  a  very  small  amount  of  $250, 1  believe. 

Q.  They  agree,  then,  exactly  except  as  to  $250 ! — A.  They  do. 
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Q.  Then  the  changes  and  alterations  that  api)ear  in  the  public  debt 
were  made  between  1869  and  1871? — A.  Yes,  sir.  You  say  "changes 
in  the  public  debt."  They  were  changes  in  the  rei)orts,  not  in  the  pub- 
lic debt. 

Q.  Were  or  were  not  the  figures  as  previously  stated  in  the  different 
Finance  lieports  from  1833  to  1870  stated  in  a  different  way  in  the  report 
of  1870  by  the  Secretary  f — A.  They  were. 

Q.  For  each  of  those  years  ! — ^A.  The  Secretaries  differ  in  their  reports. 
The  Secretary  for  the  year  1869  states  the  outstanding  pul)lic  debt  of 
each  year  at  a  certain  amount,  and  the  Secretary  at  the  time  in  his  report 
stated  the  debt  outstiiiiding  at  the  end  of  the  same  years  somewhat 
differently. 

Q.  When  are  your  reports  made  to  Congress! — A,  The  Secretars's 
reports  are  pliaced  before  Congress  at  the  l&st  of  the  session,  the  first 
Monday  in  December. 

Q.  \VTien  does  your  fiscal  year  end  ? — A.  On  the  30th  of  June. 

Q.  How  many  months  are  there  between  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  and 
the  submission  of  the  report  to  Congress  f — A.  Five  months. 

Q.  Is  it  not  usual  to  take  the  time  between  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year 
and  the  making  of  the  report  to  Congress,  on  the  1st  of  December,  to  ar- 
range and  adjust  the  accounts  of  the  department  so  that  they  can  be 
presented  to  Congress  in  a  true  way  ? — A.  Yes ;  but  they  are  never 
changed  after  they  are  balanced  on  the  30th  of  June,  except  in  case  of 
receipts,  which  account  is  kept  open  for  thirty  or  forty  days  after  the 
close  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Q.  In  reply  to  Senator  Dawes  you  stfited  that  a  tmnsaction  taking 
place  on  the  30th  of  June  woidd  go  into  that  year,  but  if  it  took  place 
on  the  1st  of  July  it  would  go  into  the  next  year.  Are  not  five  months 
sufticient  time  to  complete  any  transaction  in  bonds  that  might  take 
place,  so  that  it  could  be  properly  entered  in  the  year  to  whi(;h  it  be- 
longs f — A.  The  transaction  referred  to  could  never  be  so  ad  j  ust^d,  because 
the  bonds  were  issued  in  one  year  and  the  money  deposited  in  another. 
AVe  never  attempt  to  adjust  tlie  a<;counts  in  the  way  suggested. 

Q.  That  being  so,  would  not  the  Issues  and  Redemptions  show  the 
public  debt  mon»  truly  than  the  Keceipts  and  Ex[)enditures  ?  AVhen  a 
l)ond  is  issued  it  is  an  obligation  of  the  government,  is  it  not  f — A. 
It  is. 

Q.  Would  not  the  Issues  and  Iledemptions  show  the  imlebtedness  of 
the  government  more  correctly  than  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  ?— 
A.  The  Receipts  and  Expenditures  show  the  public  debt  outstanding 
with  reference  to  the  interest  which  it  bears  much  more  correctly  than 
the  Issues  and  Redemptions,  for  thisreason :  A  bond  bears  interest  from 
the  time  the  money  is  dei)osite<l  in  the  Treasury.  If  that  bond  is 
not  issued  for  six  months,  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  account 
would  show  the  government  is  indebted  in  that  amount,  but  the  Issues 
and  Redemptions  account  would  not  show  it  until  issued.  I  am  takinjj 
an  unusual  case  merely  to  illustrate  the  matter,  as  so  much  delay  rarely 
occurs  in  the  issue  of  bonds. 

Q.  Please  state  how  long  it  wouhl  take  to  examine  carefully  the  debt 
and  vouchers  at  the  same  time  for  a  single  year,  say  take  the  year 
18(50,  so  that  you  could  tell  whether  or  not  there  were  eiTors  in  the  de- 
tails I  How  long  would  it  take  and  how  many  clerks  to  go  thron^^h 
that  year  or  any  year  you  choose? — A.  It  would  not  be  feasible  to  ex- 
amine the  public  debt  for  any  one  detached  year.  The  result  woidd  not 
be  satisfactorv. 

Q.  The  question  is  how  long  would  it  take,  without  regard  to  results' 
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•A.  The  examination  of  the  debt  for  one  year  might  necessitate  an 

^miuation  from  the  commencement  of  the  loan  up  to  that  period  and 

'^n  afterwards.    It  would  take  four  or  five  clerks  one  year  at  least. 

Q.  To  do  what  ? — A.  To  examine  the  debt  particularly  for  one  year, 

j^Witl   for  the  reason,  as  I  say,  that  the  examination  might  necessitate 

►iog  back  to  the  commencement  of  each  loan. 

How  long  would  it  take  four  or  five  clerks  to  thoroughly  examine  the 
^^l>t  from  1860  to  1870  inclusive,  in  your  judgment,  to  see  whether  there 
^^^Te  errors  in  it  or  not,  going  to  the  bonds  f — A.  Going  down  to  each 
^^^nsaction ! 

Q.  Ye.s,  sir  ? — A.  And  cheeking  the  accnied  interest  ? 
Q.  Going  into  everything  that  is  necessary  to  enable  it  to  be  known 
"^*^ether  the  true  amount  was  stated  from  18(50  to  1870  f — A.  It  would 
P^  diflBcult  to  give  an  estimate.  I  had  under  my  supervision  an  exami- 
I  *^ation  made  of  the  interest  accounts  from  1800  to  1870,  and  my  recol- 
f  lection  is  that  it  took  three  clerks  about  one  year.  I  should  think  that 
^  *^  Complete  examination  of  the  ijublic  debt  in  detail  could  be  made  by 
^  *our  or  five  clerks  in  two  years. 

-  Q.  Add  to  that  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  governmtut,  and 
I  bow  long  would  it  take  the  same  four  or  five  clerks  to  go  through 
^  "^em ! — A.  Four  or  five  clerks  would  i)robably  get  behind  about  fifteen 
^  ^i*  twenty  years  in  that  time.  They  would  run  behind  all  the  time. 
[  Q.  I  am  speaking  liow  of  between  1860  and  1870! — A.  The  vast  trans- 
actions between  those  two  dates  would  require,  to  enter  into  a  detailed 
examination  of-the  receipts  and  expenditures,  a  very  large  force. 

Q.  With  a  view  to  find  errors,  if  there  were  any,  how  long  would  it 
^ke? — A.  It  would  take  more  clerks  than  we  have  in  the  Tre^isurv  De- 
I*artment  now  engaged  u])on  that  same  class  of  work,  if  I  understand 
^he  question  aright;  that  is,  to  examine  the  vouchers  for  the  expendi- 
tures of  all  moneys  from  the  Treasury  between  1860  and  1870. 

Q.  I  should  like  to  have  your  approximate  estimate  on  that  point  ? — A. 
If  the  question  means  a  reaccounting  of  the  whole  disbursements  of  the 

government 

Q.  Going  into  the  warrants  and  transactions  of  the  government  to 
*^liow  whether  or  not  there  were  errors  in  the  accounts? — A.  To  not  go 
beyond  the  stated  accounts  as  stated  and  certified  by  the  Comptrollers, 
H  would  not  be  a  task  of  much  difficulty.  It  would  take  four  or  five 
Jears. 

Q.  For  how  many  clerks  ? — A.  With  a  corps  of  seven  or  eiglit  clerks. 
Q.  If  that  be  so,  is  it  your  judgment  that  Mr.  Saville,  in  the  year  that 
yonsi>eak  of,  made  a  thorough  examination  of  all  the  accounts  of  the  debt 
and  of  the  receipts  and  expeiulitures,  so  as  to  correct,  as  he  did,  the 
l>ablic  debt  and  statements  as  well  as  the  receipts  and  ex[)enditures 
stateuients  ? 
Mr.  Dawes.  You  ask  his  opinion  whether  it  could  be  donef 
The  CiiAnniAN.  I  ask  whether  in  his  judgment  it  could  liavo  been 
done. 

Mr.  Dawes.  That  is  his  opinion. 

The  Witness.  There  was  no  necessity  of  examining  into  every  trans- 
action. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  That  is  not  the  question.  I  am  simply  ask- 
ing whether  in  your  judgment  it  was  donef — A.  He  did  not  attempt 
that  kind  of  examination  that  you  speak  of.  He  only  made  a  statement 
from  the  faee  of  the  ledgers.  On  the  face  of  the  public  accounts  ap- 
l^eared  certain  amounts  drawn  from  ditl'erent  appropriations.  A  state- 
ment from  those  accounts,  tabiUating  the  receipts  and  expenditures  and 
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the  public  debt,  was  made  up  by  the  clerks  referred  to  before,  under 
Mr.  Saville,  and  it  is  my  impression  that  they  did  not  go  beyond  the 
face  of  the  books  except  where  there  was  a  suspicion  tliat  some  wronji^ 
entry  had  been  made,  and  that  suspicion  would  only  arise  in  cases 
where  the  balances  indicated  it. 

Rv  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  And  in  those  cases,  what  did  they  do  ? — A.  They  then  made  a 
through  examination  as  far  as  the  vouchers,  warrants,  and  certitii^ates 
permitted. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Tlien  I  understand  you  that  Mr.  Saville  did  not  pretend  to  make  a 
thorough  examination,  so  far  as  to  examine  the  warrants  and  each  entry, 
when  he  made  these  changes  in  the  public  debt  and  in  the  receipts  and 
expenditures.  Am  I  correct  in  that  or  not  f — A.  I  do  not  understand 
the  word  ''  thorough  "  in  that  connection. 

Q.  "  Complete,"  or  anything  you  choose  to  put  tliere — a  full  and  com- 
plete examiimtion  f — A.  A  full  and  complete  examination  was  made  at 
the  time. 

Q.  Of  the  warrants? — A.  Of  the  face  of  the  books.  It  was  presumed 
that  the  face  of  the  books  properly  represented  tiie  warrants  as  drawn, 
as  the  only  authority  for  the  entries  on  the  books  are  the  warrants  them- 
selves. 

Q.  Xow,  please  answer  the  question  whether  or  not,  in  vour  judgment, 
from  the  time  that  Mr.  Sa\ille  occupied  and  the  number  of  clerks  under  him, 
he  nuule  a  full  and  complete  examination  of  each  entry  with  the  war 
rants  to  see  whether  or  not  they  agreed  ? — A.  In  my  opinion  he  did  not 
'Aith  the  warrants,  except  in  cases  where  the  balances  indicated  some 
thing  wrong,  and  then  the  examination  was  made. 

Q.  Were  the  Comptroller's  and  Treasurer's  accounts  examined  at  the 
same  time? — A.  To  the  extent  of  explaining  discrepancies  only. 

Q,  Then  the  same  two  clerks  within  a  year  examined  the  Treasurer's 
and  the  Comptroller's  books  also,  did  they? — A.  Xo;  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  so  understood ;  but  the  examination  was  of  the  accounts  sho^vn  u})ou 
the  books  of  the  Kegister.  The  Register's  books  were  taken.  There  are 
three  sets  of  books,  all  of  which  ought  to  be  the  same ;  but  the  l>ooks  of 
the  Register  were  taken,  and,  unless  there  was  some  necessity  or  some 
suspicion  of  incorrectness,  they  never  wentfmther  than  those.  In  case 
there  was  any  disci-epancy,  any  uncertainty,  I  have  no  doubt  they  ex- 
amined all  the  various  sources  of  information  they  had  at  their  com- 
ma ml. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  from  your  own  knowledge  whether  the  Treasurer's  and 
Comptroller's  books  were  examined  at  all  ? — A.  I  have  seen  evidence,afi 
I  re-examined  and  went  over  these  accounts,  of  the  fact  that  the  Treas 
urer's  books,  especially  in  regard  to  the  receipts  and  expenditures  on 
account  of  the  public  debt,  were  examined  in  some  instances. 

Q.  You  coniine  it  to  the  public  debt  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  as  to  the  receipts  and  expenditures  ? — A.  I 
do  not. 

Q.  You  spoke  a  short  time  ago  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  in  1869. 
Was  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  considered  a  part  of  the  public  indebted 
ness  in  1869  ? — A.  It  is  so  reported  in  that  report,  under  the  head  of 
"  Statement  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  United  States,  June  30,  ISGO: 
On  page  22  of  the  Finance  Rei)ort  for  1S69  the  item  "  Pacific  Railroad 
Companies'  bonds,  $58,(338,329,"  is  included. 

Q.  In  1809  in  the  detailed  statement  of  the  Secretarv  he  includes  in 
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indebtedness  of  the  country  the  Paeiftc  Railroad  debt,  wliich 
the  sum  just  named  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

B  report  of  1870  does  he  also  inchide  it  ? — A.  It  is  not  included 
rt  of  1870. 

iropped  f — A.  It  is  dropped. 

t  or  ought  not  that  to  have  i*educed  the  public  indebtedness 
»unt  of  the  Pacitic  Eailroad  debt  when  it  was  dropped  ? — A. 
ive  reduced  the  aggi'egate  of  the  report  of  the  outstanding 
ss. 
ggregate  of  the  amount  given  to  tlie  public  in  the  report  ? — 

• 

8  dropped  out  that  year  and  not  considered  a  part  of  the  in- 
of  the  United  States  after  that,  but  made  an  item  by  itself 
fie  liailroad  Companies'  debt  i — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Topping  out  the  Pacitic  Raih'oad  debt  create  any  confusion 
muts  in  any  way! — A.  None  whatever,  as  that  is  a  mere 

a  statement  of  the  public  debt  as  published  by  the  Secre- 

It  is. 

is  given  as  part  of  the  i)ublic  debt  like  any  other  bond  the 

t  owes ;  it  is  treated  just  as  any  other  bond  the  government 

^  report  of  1809  ?— A.  It  is. 

?  report  of  1870  it  ha*j  disappeared  as  i)art  of  the  debt? — A. 

d  in  the  statement  of  1870,  but  is  reported  on  page  40  of  the 

ice  liei)ort. 

[lebt  of  tbe  Pacific  Railroads  ? — A.  Y"es,  sir. 

^mpai-ing  the  Register's  and  Secretary's  statements,  in  the 

>70,  the  Secretaiy  appears  to  have  increased  the  total  amount 

►t    894,000,000   in   round   numbers;   that  increase  ai)pears, 

•re  were  858,000,000  dropped  out.     If  the  $58,000,000  had 

the  increase  of  the  debt  would  have  been  $58,000,000  larger, 

)t  t — A.  It  would,  if  he  had  included  it. 

s  included  in  the  report  of  1800,  but  in  1870  it  disapi)ears. 

that  to  have  reduced  the  public  debt  just  to  the  extent  of  the 

Iroad  debt  f — A.  It  does  not  necessarily  follow  that  the  debt 

J  been  that  much  less  in  1870. 

is  an  increase  of  the  Secretary's  statement  over  the  Regis- 
,000,000;  add  the  858,000,000  and  the  increase  would  have 
H)0,000,  would  it  not? — A.  Yes,  sir;  about  tliat. 
being  so,  if  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  had  not  dropped  out, 
en  kei)t  in  the  statement  as  it  appeared  in  18()9,  the  increase 

of  1870,  as  stated  by  the  Secretary,  would  have  been  about 

0  instead  of  894,000j0(M>,  would  it  not  ?— A.  I  believe  that  is 

those  bonds  in  the  Register's  statement! — A.  No,  theRegis- 
iduded  them. 

would  have  been  the  incretise  of  the  Secretary's  stiitement 
agister's  in  1870  if  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt  were  left  there  a^ 

previouslv;  would  it  not  have  been  $93,887,428.09  plus  the 

of  the  I'acific  Railroad  debt!— A.   $152,000,000  in  round 

ou  state  the  object  of  dropping  that  $58,000,000  from  the 
debt  statement  of  1870,  when  it  had  been  treated  previous 
,  part  of  the  debt  of  the  goveniment ! — A.  Secretary  Bout- 

1  with  Secretary  McCulloch  a«  to  its  being  public  debt,  and 
d  not  include  it. 
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Q.  And  excluded  it  from  his  public  debt  statement ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  he  had  includeil  it,  as  had  been  the  case  in  previous  years,  tLe 
debt  of  the  government  would  have  api>eared  ^58,UOO,0OU  greater  than 
it  did  apiK^ar  in  187<>,  would  it  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  furnished  this  committee  from  the  Secretary's  office  and 
Irom  the  Kegister's  office  a  number  of  statements  as  called  for.  Are  tlw^y 
true  transcripts  lirom  the  iKioks  after  the  books  had  been  examined,  or 
are  they  made  up  from  your  footings  or  statements  that  you  had  pre- 
viously made? — A.  These  statements  ai*e  true  transcripts  from  the  ac- 
counts as  shown  u]>on  the  l30oks,  and  were  made  up  by  using  the  piiute<l 
accounts  heretofore  furnished  as  a  check  in  the  examination  of  them.  I 
do  not  like  to  testify  that  every  one  of  those  statements  wa«  made  op 
directly  from  the  books,  because  it  was  not  the  most  convenient  Tay  for 
us  to  have  it,  but  we  took  the  statements  as  they  exist  and  comparnl 
them  with  the  books,  as  far  as  the  statements  represent  that  they  were 
taken  from  the  books,  some  of  the  statements  being  made  from  the  state- 
ments taken  up  from  the  books. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Wherever  a  statement  puqwrts  to  have  been  made  up  from  tli<» 
books  you  have  verifie<l  it  by  comparison  with  the  books  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

*  By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  the  statements  fumisheil  us  have  been  ma<le 
up  from  a  re-examination  of  the  books  for  the  puri)ose  of  making  those 
statements  to  us,  or  did  you  take  the  totals  as  formerly  made  up  for  the 
puri>ose  of  making  your  own  statements  to  Congress  ? — A.  We  only  took 
the  totals  on  the  books ;  we  did  not  add  them  up  again  to  see  that  they 
had  been  added  correct.  P^verj^  account  had  been  balanced  each  year, 
each  quarter,  and  eacli  month,  and  of  course  we  did  not  go  behind  that. 
After  the  accounts  were  once  balanced,  we  did  not  go  behiiid  those 
balances. 

Q.  Some  of  them  are  made  up  from  printed  statements! — A.  Some 
of  them.  We  had  not  the  results  of  the  books.  They  are  an  aggrega 
tion  of  results. 

(},  Here  is  a  statement  ^^  receipts  and  exi>enditures  of  the  government 
from  1800  to  1877  inclusive,"  that  you  furnished  the  committee.  In 
making  this  statement  did  you  re-examine  your  books  for  the  years 
named,  to  have  it  made  up,  or  did  you  take  the  former  rex>ort  of  each 
year's  work  and  tabulate  them  together? — A.  These  statements  of  re- 
ceipts were  compared  with  the  books  in  every  cavse.  The  expenditures 
were  compared  with  the  books  in  eveiy  case  except  in  a  few  years 
under  the  miscellaneous,  and  they  have  been  aggiegated  from  the  geii 
eral  accounts,  as  1  explained  once  before  that  our  miscellaneous  are  made 
up  from  a  number  of  books.  They  are  aggregated  from  a  numljer  o( 
books  consisting  of  Treasury  pro])er.  Interior  civil,  (luarterly  ssdaries 
customs,  internal  revenue,  and  so  forth. 

(),  Do  your  different  bureaus  or  divisions  in  the  dei>ai-tnient  at  statetl 
periods  make  conipariscns  to  see  whether  tlieir  accounts  agree  or  not f 
— A.  Every  month  a  c()ni]iarison  is  made  by  the  three  offices. 

i).  What  three  f — A.  Ihe  l^egister's,  Comptrollers,  and  SeiTCtary^. 
The  ditt'erent  bookkeepers  in  these  offices  coni])are  one  with  the  other. 
They  do  not  each  compare  with  both  the  other  offices;  but  the  compari- 
son is  made  by  the  Register's  with  the  Comptroller's,  and  the  Comptn>l- 
ler's  with  the  Secretarv's.  In  that  way  we  have  a  comparison  as  well 
as  a  balance  of  each  of  the  bpoks  every  month,  ami  these  ai*e  conii>Jired 
with  the  aggregates  on  the  Treasurer's  books,  and  at  the  eml  of  every 
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quarter  a  eoini>lete  balance  of  all  the  transaetioiis  for  the  quarter  is 
made,  which  agrees  to  a  cent  in  all  branches  of  the  department. 

Q.  When  they  do  not  agree,  yon  make  them  agree? — A.  No;  they 
must  agree. 

i).  Do  you  ever  find  that  they  do  not  agree  ? — A.  We  do  find  some- 
times that  they  do  not  agree,  and  then  the  bookkeeper  makes  an  ex- 
amination of  his  accounts  to  find  where  lie  has  made  his  error.  He  has 
l)erhai>s  put  down  $77  in  the  cents  column,  as  wa^s  done  in  one  of  the 
bills  of  Congress  that  has  just  come  to  us.  We  find  an  appropriation 
that  was  inten<led  to  be  made  for  $77  was  made  for  77  cents.  We  often 
make  errors  of  that  kind  in  the  Treasuiy  Department,  and  they  have  to 
be  corrected. 

Q.  You  do  that  once  a  month  ? — A.  Once  a  month. 

Q.  How  long  has  that  been  the  case  in  the  department  ? — A.  I  Judge 
it  has  been  the  case  since  the  commencement  of  the  govemiuent.  It 
could  not  have  been  otherwise. 

Q.  Was  it  so  previous  to  1870  ! — A.  I  have  no  doubt  it  was. 

Q.  It  was  so  when  you  first  came  into  the  service  of  the  government 
in  the  Treasury  Department? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  believe  I  have  never 
known  any  discrepancy  not  to  be  coiTcct^d  within  the  same  year,  except 
in  one  year  I  believe  there  was  88  of  a  discrepancy,  some  thirty  or  forty 
years  ago,  which  corrected  itself  in  the  course  of  a  year  or  two. 

Q.  Then  1  understand  that,  from  your  information,  since  the  organi- 
zation of  the  government,  once  every  month  and  every  quarter  all  four 
of  your  offices  or  all  three  make  this  comparison  ? — A.  Every  appropri- 
ation is  compared  every  month,  and  then  there  is  a  general  quarterly 
account,  which  is  the  aggregation  of  all  ac<50unts. 

Q.  These  offices  are  the  Secretary's,  the  liegister's,  the  Comi)ti*oller's, 
and  the  Treasurer's  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  have  always  been  compared  at  the  end  of  each  mouth, 
and  at  the  end  of  each  quarter,  and,  I  suppose,  also  at  the  end  of  each 
year! — A.  They  have,  and,  in  addition,  the  cash  account  of  the  Treas- 
urer is  gone  over  by  the  accounting  officers  quarterly,  in  which  every 
warrant  is  compared  and  checked. 

Q.  That  is  the  case  with  receipts  and  expenditures,  and  is  it  also 
ynth  the  debt  statement! — A.  It  is  with  receipt*}  and  expenditures. 

Q.  How  about  the  debt  statement  ? — A.  The  debt  statement  is  a  sec- 
tion of  the  receipts  and  expenditures. 

Q.  That  is  included  f — A.  It  is  included. 

Q.  That  being  so,  how  do  you  account  for  your  being  able  in  1870  to 
go  back  to  18.53  and  make  these  ditt'erent  statements  in  amounts  f — A. 
lu  reply  to  that  I  should  have  to  explain  how^  the  discrepancies  arise, 
how  this  occurred. 

Q.  Make  your  own  answer. — A.  An  examination  of  these  accounts 
in  1870  led  to  the  discovery  of  certain  irregularities  and  errors  that  had 
crept  into  former  statements ;  and  the  purpose  of  making  from  the  pub- 
lic accounts  a  uniform,  consistent  statement  was  the  object  of  this  re-ex- 
amination. For  instance,  certain  discrepancies  arose  from  the  statements 
of  trust  funds  and  unavailables.  In  the  Finance  Keports  from  1842  to 
18(i5  trust  funds  were  regarded  as  specific  appropriations  and  unav^ail- 
able  for  general  expenditures,  and  the  balance  on  bond  in  the  Treasury 
each  year  wa«  stated  exclusive  of  these  funds.  This  led  to  so  mucli 
irregularity  in  attem]>ting  to  keep  these  accounts  separate,  that  on  the 
30th  of  June,  1805,  as  will  be  seen  by  the  Finance  Report  of  1806,  at 
pages  2  and  32,  these  accounts  were  again  consolidated  by  adding  the 
balance  in  tlie  Treasury  on  account  of  trust  funds  to  the  general  balance, 
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and  subsequent  to  1866  tbe  receipts  and  expenditures  are  stated  in- 
cluding trust  fiinds  and  all  kinds  of  expenditures.  It  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  these  statements  uniform.  At  the  time  when  this 
diflferent  plan  prevailed  this  statement  was  made.  For  instance/in  the 
statement  of  receipts  and  expenditures  for  the  year  1862,  the  Smithsonian 
Institution  fund,  the  Navy  pension  fund,  and  the  Chickasaw  fund,  the 
trust  waiTant^,  the  Chickasaw  school  fund,  and  the  Xavy  hospital  fun<l, 
were  excluded  from  the  receipts  and  expenditures  in  the  statement. 
The  restatement  of  these  accounts  includes  them,  shows  them  altogether 
in  one  account. 

Q.  You  quote  from  the  report  made  by  Mr.  Sherman,  <lo  you  not  !— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  having  made  this  memorandum  at  the  time  I  refer  to  it. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  You  made  up  the  memorandum  from  which  the  report  was  made  ?— 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  1  have  used  it  to  refresh  my  memory. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  report  that  the  then  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  submitted  to  the  Senate  in  reply  to  my  speeches  ? — A.  No, 
sir;  I  in^epared  memorandum  accompanying  the  answer  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

Q.  And  he  transmitted  it  to  the  Finance  Committee! — A.  Yes,  sir'; 
and  the  Finance  Committee  ai)pend  it  to  the  report. 

Q.  How  do  the  amounts  that  you  state— the  Chickasaw  and  tnist 
funds — affect  the  receipts  and  expenditures  proper,  or  the  public  debt,  or 
both! — A.  The  receipts  Jind  expenditures  proper;  I  have  not  referred 
to  the  public  debt. 

Q.  Then  the  exi>lanation  you  have  given  us  does  not  refer  to  the  pub- 
lic debt  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  the  data  from  which  the  changes  of  figures  were 
made  in  1870  ! — A.  The  statement  was  made  up  from  the  bboks  of  the 
department,  but  I  do  not  know  that  there  was  ever  any  serious  attempt 
made  to  discover  in  all  instances  where  the  former  reports  departed  from 
it.  For  instance,  in  1836  there  was  a  balance  in  the  Treasury  of  so 
much  money.  In  that  year  we  received  so  many  receipts  into  the  Treas- 
ury, and  we  added  that  sum  to  the  balance,  and  we  expended  so  much 
on  account  of  the  diflferent  departments ;  we  deducted  that  from  the 
amount  available,  leaving  a  balance  in  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  that 
year.  We  proceeded  year  by  year  in  the  same  way,  so  that  the  general 
account  is  a  very  simple  and  plain  one,  being  merely  an  addition  and  sub- 
traction for  each  year.  Now,  if  any  system  of  statements  leaves  out  any 
oftheelemeiitsorany  of  the  itemsofthose  receipts  and  expenditures,  it  will 
differ  from  the  one  that  is  made  from  the  total  receipts  and  exi>enditure.s, 
and  the  table  now  furnished  to  this  committee  (the  only  demand  on  the 
Treasury  was  fi^m  1860  down)  intends  to  show  every  dollar  that  has  l)e<?u 
covered  into  the  Treasury  on  all  accounts,  and  every  dollar  that  has  l>eon 
expended  from  the  Ti^easery  on  warrants.  There  was  no  nece^ity 
for  the  accountants  to  examine  the  former  statements  at  all.  They  took 
the  results  on  the  face  of  the  books,  which  can  be  traeed  on  the  books 
to.day  as  well  as  they  did  then,  and  it  is  not  very  much  of  an  undertak- 
ing to  find  these  results,  every  one  of  them,  on  the  face  of  the  books, 
and  check  them.    It  is  nothing  more  than  a  question  of  time. 

Q.  Were  the  data  from  which  these  figures  were  changed,  that  were 
used  at  the  time,  preserved,  or  were  they  destroyed  t — A.  I  c^iuiot  say. 
Q.  How  is  the  debt  statement  now  made  up;  by  the  Register  or  by 
the  Secretary  t — ^A.  In  the  Secretary's  office. 
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the  Eegister  make  up  the  statement  of  the  debt! — A.  I  believe 

ieve  last  year  he  omitted  it  from  his  report,  but  within  the  last 

[)ort8  the  aggregate  of  the  public  debt  by  simply  adding  the 

his  receipts  to  the  amount  outstanding  of  the  year  before  and 

the  expenditiu[*e8.    In  the  Finance  Report  for  the  year  1876,  on 

;he  Register  reports  the  receipts  from  loans  and  Treasury  notes 

5,368.90;   and  on  page  603  he  reports  the  expenditures  on 

the  public  debt  including  interest.    If  the  interest  is  deducted 

ind  the  balance  deducted  from  the  other,  it  shows  the  increase 

e  of  the  debt  for  the  year. 

iply  ask  whether  the  debt,  a«  it  now  appears  on  the  1st  of 

lie  previous  tiscal  year,  is  made  up  in  the  Secretary's  or  the 

office  f — A.  In  the  Secretary's  office. 

Ji  the  liegister's  office  ? — A.  Not  in  the  Register's  office. 

it  made  up  in  the  liegister's  office  previous  to  1870  i — A.  I 

r 
• 

were  in  the  Register's  office;  did  you  make  up  the  public- 
nent  ? — A.  I  did  not  make  up  the  public-debt  statement  at 

ious  to  1870,  wa«  it  made  up  in  the  Register's  office? — A.  I 

'  that  it  was  altogether  made  up  in  the  Register's  office,  as 

ertain  loans  of  which  the  accounts  were  kept  by  the  Treas- 

orae  in  the  Secret4iry's  office  and  the  majority  in  the  Registei^s 

e  result  of  this  was  a  comparison  between  the  different  offices. 

nd  the  outstanding  debt  prior  to  1870  to  be  a  result  of  a  com- 

the  different  accounts  in  the  different  offices. 

3  up  in  which  office! — A.  In  the  different  offices.    The  Secre- 

up  a  detiiiled  table. 

ious  to  18 /Of — A.  Previous  to  1870;  and  he  received  his  facts 

lat  table  from  the  diflerent  offices. 

I  the  first  days  of  the  government,  from  the  time  of  Alexander 

were  the  debt  statements  made  up  by  Issues  and  Redem])- 

.  By  Issues  and  Redemptions. 

1  the  days  of  Hamilton,  as  Secretary,  down  to  Mr.  Boutwell's 

ttion,  they  were  made  up  by  Issues  and  Redemptions  solely  f — 

r. 

he  Secretaries  between  Hamilton  and  Boutwell  made  them  up 

and  Redemptions,  and  there  was  no  break  in  the  form  of  mak- 

)se  public-debt  statements,  was  there  f — ^A.  I  believe  not ;  I 

5y  were  uniformly  made  from  Issues  and  Redemi)tions. 

mr  judgment,  which  is  the  most  proper  way  to  keep  the  i)ublic- 

ment,  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures  or  by  Issues  and  Redemp- 

ng  in  view  such  transactions  as  the  Massachusetts  payment, 

wis  payment  for  the  jetties  not  long  ago,  where  bonds  were 

[lout  any  receipts  going  into  the  Treasiuy  ! — A.  The  most  un- 

ly  of  stating  the  public  debt  is  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures ; 

lore  reliable  way  is  by  Issues  and  Redemi>tion8 ;  but  the  most 

ly,  in  my  opinion,  is,  as  it  is  now  stated,  by  joining  the  two 

naking  one  balance  and  check  the  other. 

Mr.  Dawes  : 

n  was  this  last  method  adopted  ! — A.  The  last  method  com- 
1870,  and  is  still  continued. 

the  Chairman  : 

)ur  judgment,  was  there  a  necessity  for  going  back  for  thirty 
ars  (as  was  done  in  1870)  to  get  the  items  for  stating  the  pub- 
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lie  debt  in  the  way  which  you  now  think  is  the  best  way  ? — ^A.  Yes ;  it 
•could  have  commenced  there,  but  not  without  going  ba<;k  and  stating 
the  account  up  to  that  date  from  some  period  when  the  public  debt  was 
commencing  or  where  it  could  be  determined  with  perfect  accuracy. 
The  statement,  as  furnished  in  the  report  of  1870,  at  i)age  24,  is  the  ap- 
proximation to  that ;  that  is,  to  furnish  the  basis  tor  the  commencement 
of  this  account  in  1870. 

Q.  Now  explain  why  you  could  not  have  a.ssumed  that  the  debt  was 
a  given  amount  in  1870  and  commenced  your  system  from  there  f  In 
other  words,  why  you  couki  not  have  taken  what  the  debt  appeared  to 
be  at  that  day  and  commenced  your  new  system  ? — A.  The  difMculty 
would  be  to  tell  what  that  day  was  when  the  two  accounts  could  be 
brought  together. 

Q.  Could  you  not  have  taken  the  jear  1869  or  1870  as  the  basis  and 
starte<l  from  that,  as  well  as  to  have  gone  back  to  18313  and  started  from 
there? — A.  The  difficulty  is  to  find  a  starting |>oint  at  which  both  ac- 
counts would  peifectly  reconcile,  and,  considering  the  magnitude  of  this 
public  debt  account  in  1870,  it  was  simply  impossible  to  determine  that 
without  making  this  examination  from  the  commencement  of  eacli  loan. 
Then  in  1836  the  accountants  assumed  from  the  best  information  at 
hand  an  amount  witti  which  they  conmience<l,  and  to  make  that  as  small 
as  possible  they  commenced  in  that  year,  noted  in  history  as  being  the 
periml  wlien  there  was  comparatively  no  public  debt. 

Q.  Look  at  the  report  of  1871,  at  page  20,  and  state  what  the  total  re- 
ceipts of  the  government  up  to  June  20, 1871,  were  f — A.  Tlie  total  receipts 
received  into  the  Treasury  on  account  of  loans  were  $7,004,541,041.38. 
Q.  The  net  expenditmes  ? — A.  $4,857,434,540.51,  leaving  a  balance  of 

^2,237,106,500.87. 

Q.  State  what  the  difference  is  between  that  and  the  actual  amount 
of  the  public  debt  at  that  time? — A.  The  actual  public  debt  was 
$2,253,211,332.32. 

Q.  What  is  the  difference  betw^een  the  actual  debt  and  what  it 
Avould  api)ear  to  be  on  the  basis  of  lieceipts  and  Exi>enditures? — A. 

^116,104,831.45. 

Q.  If  Receipts  and  Expenditures  were  the  true  way  to  keep  the  public 
debt,  ought  not  the  difference  between  lieceipts  and  Expenditiu*es  to  have 

shown  the  actual  amount  of  the  public  debt? — A.  It  should  have  shown 
the  actual  amount  of  the  public  debt  plus  the  amount  of  loans  or  bond^j 
issue<l  for  which  no  receii)ts  came  into  the  Tieasurj'. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  it  does  not  state  the  true  amount  of  the  public 

debt  by  $116,(M)0,(X)0,  in  round  numbers.     What  is  the  reason  why  it 

does  not  show  the  true  amount? — A.  On  account  of  the  loans  that  were 

issued  and  redeemed  afterwanis,  for  which  no  receipts  came  into  the 

Treasury,  and  various  items  of  discounts,  premiums,  and  interest  charged 

as  principal. 

Q.  If  that  be  so,  Receipts  and  Exi>enditures  alone  w^ould  not  show  the 

actual  public  debt  ? — A.  Not  unless  you  add  these  items  for  w  hich  no 

receipts  were  recei\'ed. 

Q.  How  could  you  -add  them!    In  whose  discretion  could  that  be  left; 

and  why  could  not  the  man  making  uj)  the  debt,  if  he  added  one  million. 

add  two  millions,  if  necessary? — A.  The  law  must  authorize  the  issue. 

and,  like  an  appropriation,  we  take  it  as  authority  for  an  issue  of  bonds 

to  the  extent  of  the  loan. 

Q.  The  issue  of  bonds  is  not  the  question ;  it  is  keeping  the  debt 

now  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures.    The  law^  might  authorize  $5,000,(K)0 

of  bonds  to  be  issued  and  only  $2,000,000  be  issued ;  therefore  you  can- 
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ta^ke  the  law  always. — A.  The  present  system,  adopted  in  1870,  would 
lire  the  aecountinj?  officer's  to  state  Jin  a<x*ount  for  the  amount  author- 
i  by  the  law,  which  would  pass  into  the  Treasury  as  a  receipt  and  be 
Uted  to  the  loan  as  a  subscription. 

!•  But  that  is  assuming  something ;  that  is  giving  the  accounting  offi- 
\  a  discretion  to  assume.  If  Receipts  and  Expenditures  Avere  the 
>  vray  to  keep  the  public  debt,  why  would  not  this  statement  show 
true  amount  of  the  public  debt  f — A.  Referring  to  my  former  answer, 

is  an  evidence  of  the  fact  I  stated,  that  keeping  the  accounts  by 
eipts  and  Expenditures  only  is  the  most  unreliable  form,  and  that 
[ssues  and  Redemptions  the  better ;  but  to  Join  the  two  together,  so 
t  one  will  correct  and  check  the  other,  is  the  best  system. 
t.  By  Receipts  and  Expenditures  there  are  $11G,CM)0,00(),  in  round  num- 
»,  unaccounted  for,  according  to  this  report.  There  is  the  Revolution- 
flebt,  estimated  at  $7(>,(KM),()00,  in  round  numbers.  Could  not  that 
mate  have  been  $86,000,000  as  well  as  87«,000,OOOf— A.  That  amount 

in  there  as  "estimated''  is  the  amount  which  the  present  govern- 
it  assiuned  from  the  old  government,  $70,000,000. 
Ir.  Dawt:s.  Does  the  chairman  mean  by  that  (question  to  inquire  the 
a  on  which  that  estimate  was  made  ? 
lie  Chairman.  Ceitainly. 

Ir.  Dawes.  If  the  witness  knows  what  were  the  data  I  should  like 
ascertain  them. 

^e  Witness.  It  is  a  historical  fact,  and  I  believe  the  public  accounts 
re  heretofore  fixed  that  sum  uniformly  at  $70,000,000.  It  was  an  as- 
ned  amount,  and  until  the  whole  debt  was  paid  it  could  never  be 
ennined  how  much  was  outstanding  of  these  loans. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

I.  Then  you  speak  of  Mississippi  stock,  the  Louisiana  purchase.  Wash- 
ton  and  (xeorgetown  debt,  United  States  Bank  stock,  six  per  cent, 
ry  stock,  Texas  purchase,  Mexican  indemnity,  and  then  ad(l : 

addition  to  the  foiecoing,  the  foUowing  amount  is  to  be  added,  heiug  composed 
stuunts  8nrtVre<l  in  phicing  h)anH,  intere.st  pai<l  and  en-oneously  chafrged  as  prin- 
I,  and  variouH  errorH  in  Hi*tlling  and  stating  h)an  aceonnts.  AU  of  these  latter  and 
Revolutionary  debt  are  now  being  investigated  and  will  be  explained  in  a  future 
rt  in  <letail. 

hat  amount  is  $10,057,406.41,  unexplahied  in  Jiny  way  except  m  the 
1  have  designated.  The  changes  of  figures  we  have  referred  to  in 
debt  statement  t<M>k  place  in  1870.  This  report  is  that  of  1871,  which 
^  that  examinations  are  yet  to  take  i)lace  to  explain  over  $10,000,000. 
;  not  a  little  singular  that  these  changes,  amounting  to  cents  as  well 
lauy  dollars,  should  have  taken  plaee  a  year  before  this  examina- 
was  conclucled,  by  which  ten  million  was  unaccounted  for! 
.  That  ten  million  referred  to  there  relates  to  di8crei)ancies  prior  to 
I  in  all  cases ;  and  in  the  Finance  Keports  of  1876,  on  i>age  18, 
orough  examination  brings  it  down  to  a  discrepancy  of  $042,433.83 
uuenumerated  items,  consisting  of  premiums  and  discount,  interest, 
missions,  brokerage,  &c.,  the  full  details  of  which  can  only  be  given 
n  the  examination  of  the  accounts  of  the  domestic  debt  of  the  lievo- 
>n  is  completed." 

he  final  result  of  the  examination,  as  it  now  stands,  is  shown  on  page 
f  this  report.  It  has  aU  been  explained  except  that  $942,433.83,  and 
examination  has  not  been  brought  fiu^ther  than  that.  The  clerks 
t  all  been  taken  oft'  this  examination,  as  the  reduction  of  force  in  the 
irtment  does  not  enable  us  to  continue  the  examination.    We  have  but 

6  TBEAS 
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one  clerk  who  is  on  all  this  general  detail  of  statement,  and  thei*e  ha^been 
nothing  done  on  it  for  two  years ;  but  I  would  state  that  it  may  be  found 
that  some  of  these  accounts  ha^•e  been  destroyed  in  the  ftre  of  1812  and 
subsequent  casualties,  by  which  the  accounts  of  the  department  have  suf- 
fered, but  even  to  the  very  penny  it  is  capable  of  explanation  with  that 
exception.  What  makes  it  so  very  difficult  to  explain  some  of  these 
earlier  loans  is  that  on  the  first  loan  of  the  government,  which  took  up 
the  old  debt  and  issued  stock  for  two-thirds  the  amount  of  the  debt  at 
six  per  cent,  and  the  other  third  defended  to  1808,  the  payment  of  inter- 
est was  applied  to  the  interest  accnied  and  indents  of  interest  were 
issued.  The  law  authorizing  the  redemi)tion  of  that,  acconiing  to  my 
ie<?ollection,  provided  for  redeeming  it  in  this  way :  Eight  per  cent,  of  the 
debt  was  redeemed  every  year.  What  was  intei^est  was  first  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  eight  per  cent,  and  the  balance  to  go  to  a  reduction  of  the  ymn- 
cipal,  and  thus  it  nmkes  one  of  the  most  complicated  accounts  possible, 
and  it  would  take  years  of  examination  to  get  out  that  single  account 
itself  to  detemiine  what  was  interest  and  what  was  princtpal. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 
Q-  How  old  is  the  ti*ansaction  ? — A.  The  first  loan  of  1792. 


Washington,  April  5,  1879. 
Joseph  T.  Powt^r's  examination  continued. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Resuming  from  yesterday,  1  wish  to  say  that  we  desire  to  get 
along  as  rapidly  as  possible  Avith  the  testimony  and  do  justice  to  all. 
Yesterday  we  wandered  to  some  extent.  I  will  thank  you  to-day  to 
come  as  near  as  you  can,  with  justice  to  yourself  and  the  questions  you 
are  answering,  to  categorical  answers.  Whenever  a  categorical  response 
will  answer  the  puri)ose  of  yourself,  I  trust  you  will  answer  in  that  way. 
You  stated  yesterday  that  the  debt  tabulated  statement  which  apii)ears 
in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870  from  the  Register  and  the  Secretary  was 
each  coiTCct  but  stated  from  different  data,  though  there  were  many 
millions  difference  in  some  of  the  years.  Did  I  understand  you  correctly 
in  that  respect  f — A.  The  answer  was  that  both  statements  are  correct 
from  the  basis  on  which  they  are  made  up. 

Q.  You  are  aware  that  they  differ  in  the  neighl)orhood  of  $100,000,000 
some  years  ! — A.  I  would  add  that  I  am  aware  that  they  differ  a  hun- 
dred millions  some  years,  which  difference  might  occur  all  within  a  few 
days. 

Q.  Could  other  statements  be  made  fi'om  the  same  books  and  still  Ije 
correct,  though  they  differed  in  the  totsil  amounts  ! — A.  It  depends  alto- 
gether on  the  class  of  statements  and  what  they  include.  If  they  in- 
clude the  same  items,  and  are  brought  within  the  same  date^  they 
will  agree.  If  they  do  not  iucjlude  the  same  items,  and  are  not  brought 
within  the  same  dates,  they  cannot  agree. 

Q.  The  question  is,  ought  a  statement  made  by  Receipts  and  Expendi- 
tures and  one  made  by  Issues  and  Redemptions  to  agree,  or  not !— A. 
When  brought  upon  the  same  basis  they  will  agree ;  but  tliese  do  not 
agree  at  the  same  date. 

Q.  Does  the  monthly  debt  statement  at  the  same  date  agree  with 
either  the  Register  or  Secretary  f — A.  The  monthly  debt  statement  of 
July  1,  1869,  shows  the  outstanding  principal  of  the  public  debt  to  be 
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,5f)7,722,983.37,  and  the  Ko^ister's  report  for  the  same  year  shows  the 
tstandiiig  debt  to  be  $U,489,002,48(K58,  wliieh  is  the  same,  with  tlie 
ception  that  the  Register  states  his  inchidliig  accrued  interest  and 

a  the  cash  in  the  Treasury,  which'  is  $150,()00,0(K) ■ 

CJ.  My  cpiestion  was  simply  as  to  the  fact ! — A.  They  do  not  agree. 
C^.  The  fiK*t  is  that  the  Secretary's  statement,  the  Register's  state- 
Mit,  and  the  monthly  debt  statement  of  that  date  disagree/ — A.  They 

three  disagree. 
Q.  Then  of  the  three  statements  made  at  the  same  date  no  two  of 
em  are  exactly  alike  ? — A.  They  are  made  for  dift'erent  purposes  and 
-lude  different  items. 

Q.  The  question  is,  is  either  of  these  three  statements  giving  the  gross 
louut  of  the  debt  alike  in  amount  * — A.  They  are  alike  in  amount  for 
e  items  they  cover.    The  total  as  furnished  is  different.    If  I  say  yes 

no  to  these  questions,  1  may  give  a  wrong  impression. 
Q.  Do  these  statements  agree  in  aniount  as  published  and  given  to 
e  country  ? — A.  One  of  them  is  one  thing  and  one  is  another  thing. 
C^.  The  question  is  whether  they  agree  >vith  one  another,  or  not  ? — A. 
len  I  want  to  change  my  answer  ami  say  that  the  monthly  debt  state- 
ent  of  July  1,  18G9,  agrees  with  the  Register's  report  and  not  with  the 
^retary's  report. 

Q.  There  are  three  statements  made  for  the  same  date,  two  by  the 
icretary  and  one  by  the  Register,  all  of  which  differ  as  to  the  gross 
nount  of  the  i)ub]ic  debt.  Is  that  so,  or  not  ? — A.  The  i)riucipal  of  the 
iblic  debt ! 

Q.  The  gross  amount  of  what  is  known  as  the  public  debt,  what  is 
aown  by  the  country  as  the  public  debt  f — A.  The  Register's  statement 
jrees  with  the  monthly  debt  statement,  and  the  Secretary's  in  his  an- 
lal  report  disagrees  in  some  respects. 

Q.  Then  the  Secretary'  in  his  annual  report  disagrees  with  himself  in 
e  monthly  statement  for  the  same  <late  f — A.  He  does. 
Q.  To  what  extent  in  figures  ? — A.  The  Secretary  in  his  annual  report 
r  1S70  states  the  outst^inding  principal  of  the  public  debt  at 
f,.588, 452,3 13.04,  June  30,  18G9.  The  monthlv  debt  statement  was 
!,o97,722,98;3.37. 

Q.  AMiat  is  the  difference  in  round  numbers  ? — A.  A  little  over 
,000,(H)0. 

Q.  You  will  notice  in  the  statement  before  you,  now  in  evidence, 
irked  "F."  that  there  wa^  $99,900,000  increase  in  1869  and  $94,000,000 
1870.  Will  you  explain  as  briefly  as  you  can  what  makes  that  great 
Bferenc^,  what  it  is  made  up  of  generally  ! — A.  It  is  made  up  of  the 
sh  in  the  Treasury,  less  accrued  interest,  less  sinking  fund,  together 
th  other  minor  differenc>*s  of  small  amounts. 

Q.  Is  that  the  explanation  of  lx)th  years  ! — A.    In  the  year  1870  the 
iking-fund  is  not  an  element  of  difference.    The  difference  is  merely 
ea.sioned  by  the  cash  in  the  Treasury,  less  acxTued  interest,  with  these 
lall  minor  diffei*ences  in  the  adjustment  of  the  accounts. 
Q.  Cannot  a  correct  debt  statement  be  made  from  Issues  and  Redemp- 
•ns  exclusively  for  the  years  1800  to  1870,  inclusive  ? — A.  A  correct 
itement  of  all  Issues  and  Re<lemptions  can  be  made,  no  doubt,  between 
ose  two  periods  by  accurate  an<l  careful  accountants. 
Q.  Could  a  coiTCct  statement  of  the  public  debt  be  made  up  for  each 
ar,  beginning  with  the  organization  of  the  government  and  coming 
wn  to  1870,  from  the  Issues  and  Redemptions  alone  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  If  the  debt  was  kept  by  Receipts  and  Ex])enditures  alone,  how  could 
a  manage  with  such   items  Jis  the  Revolutionary  debt,  Mississippi, 
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Louisiana,  Texa-s,  Massachusettj^,  Eads' jetties,  &c.,  where  no  receipts 
come  into  tlie  Treasury  f — A.  By  making  a  book-keeper's  entry  un<ler  a 
title  as  *'  public  debt  for  which  no  receipts  come  into  the  Treasury." 

Q.  Have  such  entries  been  made  ? — A.  Such  entries  have  been  made 
as  the  debt  is  now  stated,  in  the  case  of  several  loans,  one  of  which  is 
the  Texas  indemnity.  Other  entries  have  been  made  of  the  same  char- 
acter, by  havin^^  an  amount  stated  under  the  law  authorizing  the  expend- 
itures, and  this  amount  can*ied  into  the  Treasury  as  receipts  from  that 
loan,  as  in  the  case  of  the  issue  to  Eads  of  $5(K),0(K),  and  in  the  case  of 
the  issue  of  the  certiticates  of  indebtedness  of  1870. 

Q.  If  you  were  called  upon  to  make  a  statement  of  the  public  debt  at 
the  end  of  each  fiscal  year  from  1833  to  1870,  and  had  to  make  it  from 
Issues  and  Redemptions  or  from  Receipts  and  Ex]>enditures,  on  which 
system  could  you  make  the  most  correct  debt  statement,  confining  it  to 
either  one  or  the  other  ? — A.  I  could  make  a  much  more  accurate  state- 
ment from  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  but  it  would  not  be  so  accurate  as 
to  the  outstanding  at  the  end  of  a  particular  year,  but  much  more  accu- 
rate in  gross. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  you  could  not  make  a  correct  debt  stjitement 
commencing  with  1833  and  coming  to  1870  by  Issues  and  Redemptions  I — 
A.  I  could  do  it. 

Q.  Would  it  be  correct ! — A.  It  would  be  correct. 

Q.  Then  do  you  mean  that  you  could  make  a  much  more  correct  one 
by  Receijjts  and  Expenditures  ! — A.  The  Issues  and  Redemptions  would 
give  a  connect  statement  so  far  as  the  loan  was  cx)ncerned,  but  all  castas 
of  discounts  and  premiums  would  not  be  shown.  The  Receipts  and  Ex- 
penditures would  show  those. 

Q.  IIow  could  that  affect  the  public  debt !  Would  you  not  owe  the 
face  of  the  bond,  let  the  amount  be  what  it  would,  no  more  and  no  less  f — 
A.  Notes  are  considered  loans  and  tieated  as  part  of  the  public  debt 

Q.  What  notes  ? — A.  Treasury  notes.  They  are  frequently  redeemed 
in  fractions.  The  Issues  and  Redemptions  would  show  the  outstanding 
more  correctly  in  that  case ;  but  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  would 
show  the  more  correct  amount  as  to  the  cash  paid  on  a  loan. 

Q.  Has  the  cash  i)aid  on  a  lx)nd  anything  to  do  with  the  indebtedness 
of  the  government  f — A.  The  cash  pai<luiK)n  a  note,  a  part  of  which  has 
been  destroyed  and  the  indebtedness  of  the  government  thus  canceled, 
shows  that  the  govenunent  has  not  paid  the  fac^e  value  of  it-,  and  thexe- 
fore  there  is  so  much  saved  to  the  Treasury. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  tliat,  if  the  government  issuers  a  l)ond  and  gets  fifty 
cents  on  the  dollar  for  it  or  gets  a  dollar  and  a  half  for  it,  still  tlie  face 
of  the  bond  shows  nothing  more  and  nothing  less! — A.  In  that  case  the 
Issues  and  Redemptions  account  would  not  show  how  much  money  had 
been  received  for  it,  but  it  would  show  how  much  we  owed  aifcurately, 
and  when  redeemetl  it  would  show  that  the  whole  amount  liiui  been  re- 
deemed. 

Q.  The  question  is  not  how  nmch  money  comes  in  or  goes  out  of  the 
Treasury,  the  question  is  as  to  tlie  public  debt  ot  the  country.  A  bond 
issued  by  the  government  is  a  debt.  If  it  takes  but  fifty  cents  to  bny 
it  or  if  it  takers  a  dollar  and  a  half  to  re<leem  it,  that  is  a  question  of 
saving  or  loss  to  the  government.  Ltake  it  that  your  explanations  ^o 
to  show  that  the  a<icount  couhl  not  be  kept  by  Receipts  and  Ex|K?ndi- 
tures,  beciuise  then  you  would  have  to  take  money  into  account,  while 
I  am  si)eaking  of  the  debt  of  the  government  ? — A.  I  cannot  answer  that 
categorically. 
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'.  Answer  it  in  your  own  way  ! — A.  The  debt  would  appear  by  dis- 

nt  account. 

I.  Does  discount  account  enter  into  the  indebtedness  of  the  country 

way  or  the  other,  or  is  it  the  face  of  the  bonds  you  issue  i — A.  The 
»unt  acx*ount  shows  the  amount  of  an  issue  for  which  no  receipts 
le  into  the  Treasury ;  in  other  words,  the  receipts  into  the  Treasury 
3  the  discount  account  would  be  the  face  of  the  issue. 
J.  My  question  was,  whether  the  discount  account  showed  the  in- 
►tedness  of  the  government,  or  whether  the  bonds  issued  showed  the 
ebtedness  of  the  country! — A.  Both  will  show  it;  it  requires  both. 
}.  Explain  how  a  discount  account  shows  the  indebtedness  of  the 
ntry  when  a  bond  has  been  issued  to  show  that. — A.  The  bond  also 
ws  it  in  the  Issues  account. 

J.  What  does  the  public  know  about  your  i)remium  or  your  discount 
ount ;  they  know  your  bonds,  the  total  of  which  is  the  indebt<^^dness 
he  country ;  but  what  do  they  know  of  the  premium  account  on  the 
ids  *. — A.  Jioth  show  the  same  thing. 

}.  Ex]»hiin  how  a  discount  account  shows  .the  indebtedness  of  the 
ntry  when  a  bond  1ms  been  issued  for  the  debt.  1  am  not  askin;: 
f  the  books  are  kept  in  the  department,  but  I  want  to  know  how  tln^ 
x)unt  acv'ount  shows  the  indebtedness  of  the  country  when  a  bond 

been  issued. — A.  The  bond  account  shows  the  indebtedness,  and  the 
jipts  into  the  Treasury  plus  the  discount  account  will  also  show  it. 
K  It'  that  be  so,  how  is  it  that,  when  you  made  up  in  1871  the  receipts 

expenditures  from  the  beginning  of  the  government,  you  were 
6,()(M),00<)  short,  which  had  to  be  explained? — A.  We  were  not  short 
6,0(M>,000. 

K  Will  ycm  take  up  the  report  of  1S71  an<l  see  whether  the  difference 
neen  the  actual  indebtedness  of  the  country  at  that  date  and  the 
5il)ts  and  expenditures  was  not  $ll(>,0()0,000. — A.  [After  examining 
Finance  Report  for  1871.]  This  statement  in  1871  is  a  balance  ac- 
ut  of  the  books,  and  does  not  show  that  that  amount  is  short  on  one 
)ujit  or  another,  but  that  there  is  this  balance  which  the  Receipts  and 
)enditures  account  has  not  taken  into  consideration;  that  is,  it  has 

come  througli  receii)ts  into  the  Treasury,  and  therefore  requires  to 
explained  l»y  certain  accounts  in  the  nature  of  discount  accounts. 
I.  If  they  were  on  the  books  and  kept  as  you  have  described  to  show 
actual  indebtedness  of  the  country,  how  is  it  that  they  have  to  be 
Light  into  a  separate  table  and  explanation  made  of  them  f — A.  Prior 
870  there  was  no  discount  account  kept  of  the  loans,  and  hence  there 
ear  in  the  receipts  and  expenditures  certain  ajjparent  discrepancies 
he  account. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

.  How  far  back  f — A.  From  the  commencement  of  the  government. 
.   LTp  to  that  time? — A.  Up  to  that  ])eriod;  but  from  1830  down, 
re-examination  of  the  accounts  had  in  1870  brought  in  all  these 
ters  to  explain  the  two  ac^'ounts. 

.  Brought  them  all  in  in  their  ])roper  places? — A.  In  tlieir  proper 
*^s  to  reconcile  the  two  statements. 

By  the  Cuaib3IAN  : 

.  Mr.  Dawes  has  repeated  that  these  different  items  were  bi-ought  in 
r  proper  places  to  reconcile  the  accounts.  How  do  you  know  they 
e  bn)Ught  in  in  their  proper  places  to  reconcile  tlie  accounts  f  Is 
e  not  $10,000,000  in  that  very  statement  unaccounted  for  ''to  be 
jaftcr  accounted  for''? — A.  In  the  report  of  1870,  on  page  24,  for  the 
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slioiihl  have  l>eeii  eliar^xiHl  to  the  Navy  i>ension-luiid,  on  aecountc 
error  in  eoverinj;  it  into  the  Treasun*  under  the  Navy  Departmei 
]daee  of  under  tlie  jaihlie  debt.  In  1S(>0  thei>?  was  8l,(MK>  added  U 
re(h»ini)tion  of  the  lonn  on  n<»eonnt  of  a  donation  made  by  a  Mr.  P( 
to  the  jrovernnient.  The  bond  was  eaneeled,  and  of  eourse  there 
no  exi>enditure. 

if.  You  still  leave  my  (juestion  unanswered. — A.  I  have  now  g 
my  answer  to  the  tirst  part  of  the  (luestion. 

15v  Mr.  Dawks  : 

Q.  You  state  these  thin;;.s  have  been  bruu;:ht  in.  How  do  you  I 
they  have  bt»en  f  Do  you  know  it  fi-om  jM^rsonal  knowleii^  ?— A. 
table  from  which  I  <|Uote  shows  that  they  have  l>ei»u  broug:ht  iut< 
aeeount  to  make  the  balanee. 

Hy  the  Chaikman: 

Q,  Now,  as  to  th(»  other  part  of  my  question  f — A.  There  is 
$lO,(MM),O()0ditferenee  in  the  aeeount  after  these  items  havel>eenbm 
in. 

Hy  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  How  do  you  km)w  the  items  were  brouj»ht  in  in  their  proi>er ; 
is  the  question  ? — A.  From    the   statement  which   is   taken   fron 

lKX)ks. 

Q.  And  from  personal  examination  of  the  books  and  reix>rti>!- 
nunle  i>ersonal  examination  of  the  Iwioks  an<l  i*t»i>orts,  «»d  my  exa 
tion  verities  the  fact  that  they  have  l>een  brought  in  Just  as  th( 
stated  in  that  table. 

Q.  The  next  i)art  of  the  chairman's  qu4\stion  is.  Are  there  not  #10,()( 
unaccounted  for  in  that  statement  f — A.  According  to  that  table 
is  #10,0(X),(KK>,  with  the  exception  of  Mexican  indemnity,  whicl 
explained  before.     That  was  (»xc1u<UmI  from  the  $10,(K)0,(HK). 

Q.  How  much  was  there  umiccounted  f — A.  The  $10,0r>7,4(H>.4l 
aggregation  of  ditferences. 
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ic»u8  errors  in  settliuj;  aud  stating  loan  accounts.  All  of  thvsie  latter  anp 
>nary  debt  are  now  being  investigated,  an<l  will  be  explained  in  a  future 
ail. 

>ose  on  account  of  tbe  public  debt  a  tbousand  dollars  was 
:lie  Treasury  for  a  bond  and  tbe  bond  \va.s  lost  or  stolen  before 
vexed  to  tlie  party  subscribing,  what  effect  would  that  have 
jount  if  it  was  kept  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures! — A.  The 
md  Expenditures  would  sliow  $1,000  owed  by  the  governnient. 

when  a  second  bond  was  is.sued  or  given  to  the  man  who 
liousand  dollars  in,  would  that  show  $2,000 owing  or  not? — A. 
l)ts  and  Expenditures  would  not  show  82,000. 

the  issues  of  the  two  boiuls  would  show  it  f — A.  The  issues 
w  it. 

>nds  of  any  description  and  amount  should  in  any  mysterious 
|K)n  the  market  without  being  paid  for,  would  the  Receipts  and 
ires  show  that  fact,  or  would  the  issues  and  redemptions  show 
he  Issues  and  Redem]>tions  would  show  it,  and  the  Receipts 
nditures  would  discover  the  iiTcgularity  by  showing  the  dis- 
n  the  two  accounts. 

would  you  knt  if  that  a  bonl  was  upon  the  market  or  not  by 
nd  Kxi)enditures  t — A.  W  e  would  not  know  from  the  Receipts 
iditures  account  alone. 

n  bonds  are  sold  as  in  18r»0  and  1801  and  1802,  for  less  than 
vahie,  will  Receipts  and  ExpeiKlitures,  as  the  accounts  were 

show  the  amount  issued? — A.  Not  without  taking  into  con- 

the  amount  of  discount  suifered. 

e  the  books  kept  in  a  way  at  that  time  that  would  show  it  ? — 
count  account  proper  was  kept,  but  it  is  shown  by  the  dift'er- 
een  the  subscriptions  and  the  receipts,  one  being  the  comple- 
le  other. 

m  pay  a  premium  on  bonds  when  you  redeemed  them,  will 
its  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures  show  the  exact  amount  of 
»ived,  or  the  exact  amount  of  money  you  pay  f — A.  It  will  show 
premium  account  has  always  been  kept. 

explain  in  your  own  way,  and  with  some  little  detail,  how 
issued. — A.  First,  a  subscriber  to  a  loan  makes  a  deposit  with 
urer  or  any  designated  depositary,  for  which  he  receives  a 

of  deposit.  He  sends  that  certificate  of  deposit  to  the  office 
•retary  of  the  Treasury,  where  it  is  compared  with  the  return 
Treasurer  or  depositary,  and  if  found  correct,  that  amount  of 
•overed  into  the  Treasurv  by  warrant  on  account  of  that  loan 
ed  to  the  Treasurer,  and  on  the  authority  of  that  certificate 
ary  issues  an  ordcH*  to  the  Register  to  deliver  a  corresponding 

Mr.  Dawes: 

go  right  on  in  that  connection  and  tell  us  all  the  ac4*ounts 
p])t  in  the  Treasury  concerning  that  subscription? — A.  The 
nt  is  kei)t  by  the  Treasurer  of  receipts  into  the  Treasuiy  on  ac- 
he loan.  The  next  in  the  Secretary's  office  in  the  Division  of 
neys,  which  keeps  a  detailed  account  of  all  such  subscrii>tions, 
I  tlie  Loan  Rranch  of  the  Secretary's  office  where  is  kept  also 

account  of  each  subscrij^tion  and  the  bonds  issued.  The 
eeps  an  account  of  the  issue  and  redemption  of  all  bonds  in  his 
uon,  and  in  his  Receipts  and  Exi)enditures  Division  there  is  also 
t  of  the  monev  i)aid  into  the  Treasurv  on  account  of  each  loan. 
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year  1849,  there  is  $233,075  brought  into  the  account  on  account  of  the 
war-bounty  stock,  of  which  there  were  no  issues  charged  in  the  books. 
In  the  year  1851  there  were  $5,000,000  brought  into  the  account  on  ac- 
count of  the  Texas  indemnity  bonds,  no  issues  charged  in  the  books, 
and  8303,573.02  for  the  fourth  and  fifth  installments  of  the  Mexican 
bonds,  for  which  no  issue  was  charged  on  the  books.  In  the  year  1854 
there  were  80,900  war-bouuly  stock  brought  into  the  a^'count,  the  repay- 
ment for  which  no  expenditure  was  charged  in  the  books,  being  the  bal- 
ance due  of  tluit  loan  and  851.67  interest  on  old  funded  debt,  also  a  repay- 
ment for  whicli  there  was  no  expenditure  charged  on  the  books.  In  t^ 
year  1861  there  was  82,019,776.10  discount  brought  into  the  account  on 
the  bonds  of  February  8,  1861,  whicli  required  to  bechargeil  to  the  loan. 
And  in  the  year  1868  there  was  81,000,tK)0  taken  into  the  account,  which 
should  have  l)een  charged  to  the  Xavy  pension-fund,  on  account  of  an 
error  in  covering  it  into  the  Treasury  under  the  Navy  Department  in 
place  of  under  the  public  debt.  In  1869  there  was  81,000  added  to  the 
redemption  of  the  loan  on  account  of  a  donation  made  by  a  Mr.  Peters 
to  the  goveniment.  The  bond  vras  canceled,  and  of  course  there  was 
no  ex])enditure. 

Q.  You  still  leiive  my  (juestion  unanswered. — A.  I  have  now  given 
my  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  question. 

Bv  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  You  state  these  things  have  been  brought  iw  How  do  you  kr.ow 
they  have  been  ?  Do  you  know  it  from  personal  knowledge  f — A.  The 
table  from  which  I  <piote  shows  that  they  have  been  brought  into  the 
account  to  make  the  balance. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  other  part  of  my  question  f — A.  There  is  not 
$10,000,000  dilierence  in  the  account  after  these  items  have  been  brought 
in. 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  IIow  do  you  know  the  items  were  linmght  in  iu  their  proper  place 
is  the  question  ? — A.  From  the  statement  which  is  taken  from  the 
books. 

Q.  And  from  personal  examination  «)f  the  books  and  reports? — A.  I 
nmde  personal  examination  of  the  books  and  reports,  and  my  examina- 
tion verifies  the  fai't  that  they  have  been  brought  in  just  as  they  ai^e 
stated  in  that  table. 

Q.  The  next  part  of  the  chairman's  question  is,  Are  there  not  $10,000,000 
unaccounted  for  in  that  statement  ? — A.  According  to  that  table  there 
is  $10,000,000,  with  the  excej^tion  of  Mexican  indemnity,  which  was 
explained  before.     That  was  excluded  from  the  810,000,(K)(). 

Q.  Uow  much  was  there  unaccounted  ? — A.  The  $10,057,406.41  is  an 
aggiegation  of  ditferences. 

Q.  If  the  Mexican  indemnity  is  accounted  for  it  is  not  in  the 
$  1 0,0(K),000 f — A.  I  do  not  like  to  use  the  term  "unaccounted  for,"  a«  it 
might  convey  the  idea  that  I  meant  that  thei-e  was  a  deficiency  in  the 
Treasury  to  that  amount  of  money.  I  mean  that  this  stiiteuient  in  the 
Finance  lieport  of  1870,  at  i)age  20,  show.s  that  in  addition  to  the  items 
given  there  are  810,057,406.41  of  unenumernted  and  unexplained  items. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Now  read  what  the  report  says  in  regard  to  that  $10,000,000,  and 
let  it  go  down. — A.  The  rejiort  says : 

III  addition  to  the  foretjoinp,  the  foUowing  amount  is  to  be  added,  being  coDi|>oeed 
of  discount  sutiered  in  placing  loauH,  interest  jmid  and  erroneously  charged  as  primi- 
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>n(i  being  issued.  There  would  have  to  be  colhision  to  falsify  the 
jicord.  '  .    " 

Q.  All  in  the  same  office  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  An  order  comes  from  the  Treasurer's  office  to  the  Loan  Branch  of 
ke  Secretary's  office  to  issue  a  boiul  for  $1,0(K);  the  Loan  Division  di- 
■5»ctsa  $2,(M)()  bond  to  be  issued  instead  of  $1,000  bond,  which  theTreas- 
rer  (lii-ei*ted  to  be  ordered.  That  order  goes  to  the  Register,  I  under- 
t^nd.  Tlie  liegister  issuers  a  $2,000  bond,  and  it  comes  back  to  the 
i^nie  office  that  ordered  it  for  tlie  seal ;  that  office  puts  tlie  seal  on  it 
ad  the  lK)ad  tben  goes  ba<;k  to  the  Register  for  delivery  ? — A.  That  is 
»o  practice. 

Q.  Then  there  is  no  check  outside  of  that  ])articuhxr  office  as  to 
hether  or  not  the  bond  was  a  $1,000  or  a  $2,000  bondf—A.  I  believe 
►t, 

Q.  Now,  suppose  an  onler  is  given  from  that  office — I  understand  it 
mid  be  forgery — an  order  from  the  Loan  Rranch  to  tlie  Register  to 
Tie  a  $1,(K)0  bond  for  which  no  nuuiey  had  ever  come  into  the  Treas- 
V,  but  it  was  a  forged  order.  The  Register  issues  the  bond  and  it 
mes  baek  to  the  san\e  office  for  the  seal,  and  is  delivered  to  whoever  is 
11  led  in  the  b<md;  is  that  the  case  or  not  ? — A.  It  is. 
Q.  Then  I  understand,  from  the  manner  of  issuing  bonds  in  the  de- 
xninent,  that  the:e  is  no  check  outside  of  the  Loan  Branch;  that  is, 
does  not  go  back  to  the  Treiisiirer  for  him  to  see  whether  or  not  the 
>iiev  depositinl  an<l  the  amount  of  the  Imiul  agree f — A.  No;  it  does 
»t.  ' 

CJ.  How  long  has  the  i>resent  system  of  issuing  bonds  been  in  exist- 
i^e  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  how  long  ;  probably  not  longer  than  since  1800 

1870;  but  I  should  like  to  add  that  I  think  most  of  the  bonds  issued 
^fore  tliat  were  issue!  ui)on  the  authority  of  the  certiticate  of  deposit 
^If,  or  at  least  the  certi titrate  of  deposit  accompanied  the  order  of  the 
Hretary  to  the  Register  prior  to  that  tim<». 

Q.  Was  there  any  check  then  upon  the  Register  if  a  certiiicate  of  de- 
).sit  accompanied  the  order  to  the  Register,  and  then  the  Register  issued 
le  bond! — A.  The  Register  issued  the  bond,  and  he  had  the  certificate 
■  deposit,  and  if  that  certiticate  of  deposit  was  genuine  of  course  it 
onld  l)e  a  sufficient  check  against  fraud. 

Q.  Did  the  Register  then  deliver  the  bond  to  the  owner? — A.  Yes, 
r. 

Q.  Previous  to  that,  then,  t'lere  was  no  check  upon  the  Register's 
Wee  if  lu»  issued  a  larger  bond  than  the  certiticate  calle<l  for,  or  issued 
bond  without  a  certiti<*ate  at  all  ? — \.  I  think  there  was  a  check  on 
e  Register  in  the  Secretary's  Loan  Division  during  the  issues  of  the 
ir;  but  in  that  matter  I  cannot  speak  jnisilively. 
Q.  In  what  way  ? — A.  I  think  that  the  registration  of  the  bonds  was 
pt  also  in  the  Secretary's  office  during  the  war  the  same  as  now. 
Q.  The  order  went  thmugh  the  Secretary's  office,  of  course,  but  di<l 
e  iKmd,  after  being  ready  for  delivery,  come  back  to  the  Secretary's 
See  f — A.  I  think  so  in  all  cases. 
Q.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? — A.  I  am  not  certain. 

Q.  Could  you  ascertain  atid  let  us  know  whether  or  not  there  is  a 
cord  in  the  Secretary's  office  of  the  bonds  isfiued  between  1800  and 
70? — A.  Yen,  sir;  I  am  positive  that  there  is  a  record  of  the  loans 
med  in  that  period. 

Q.  A  record,  I  mean,  after  they  were  completed  ? — A.  As  to  whether 
eh  particular  bond  was  then  sent  back  to  be  sealed  as  now  I  do  not 
low. 
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Q.  The  check,  then,  was  in  the  Secretary's  office  instead  of  in  the  liOau 
Branch! — A.  It  is  in  the  same  office. 

Q.  Ill  your  experience  and  judgment  would  it  not  be  a  decided  im- 
provement and  an  additional  check  of  great  value  if  the  Ixnid  went 
back  to  the  Treasurer  for  his  verification  or  signature  in  some  form  be- 
fore it  was  delivered  to  the  owner ! — A.  Do  you  uwrni  to  have  the  onler 
of  the  Secretary  countersigned  or  checked  by  the  Treasurer  before  reach- 
ing the  Register? 

Q.  No,  sir;  but  after  the  bond  has  been  issue<l  by  the  Kegister,  if  it 
Avent  back  to  the  Treasurer  to  see  whether  the  bond  coiresponded  witli 
the  amount  of  money  covered  into  the  Ti*e4i.sury  and  the  order  given  for 
the  bond  ?  In  other  words,  to  let  the  Treasurer  deliver  the  bond  instead 
of  the  Register,  he  having  received  the  money  first  f — A.  It  would  add 
to  the  security  in  the  case  cited  before  by  you.  It  would  be  a  check  on 
any  such  attempt  to  defraud,  but  I  do  not  see  au}^  neei  ssity  for  the  bond 
going  to  the  Treasurer  to  be  delivered,  as  the  same  thing  would  be  ef- 
fected in  the  system  as  now  applied  to  public  <leposits  of  money,  in 
w  hich,  before  money  is  covered  into  the  Treiisury,  the  certificates  are 
always  sent  to  the  Treasurer  to  see  whether  they  agree  with  his  entries. 
The  same  system  applied  to  the  bonds  issued  would  reijuire  the  Treas- 
urer to  check  the  order  to  the  Kegister  to  issue  bonds. 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  Then  you  would  leave  the  Register  at  liberty,  if  he  wanted  to  com- 
mit a  fraud,  to  make  a  bond  larger  than  the  order? — A.  The  check  on 
him  would  be  the  Secretary's  order  as  at  present.  He  could  not  get  the 
seal  on  the  bond  without  sending  it  back  to  the  Secret irv's  Loan  Branch. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Then  one  of  the  systems  that  you  or  I  have  named  would  he  of 
great  advantage  in  preventing  a  fraudulent  issue  of  bonds  f — A.  It 
would. 

Q.  As  I  understand  the  jnesent  system,  if  the  Loan  Branch  of  the 
Se<?retar^'s  office  were  to  originate. or  increase  an  order  for  a  ImhhI,  there 
wouhl  be  no  check  excei)t  from  that  office  upon  it  ? — A.  There  woulil 
not. 

Q.  Xow,  as  to  the  accnied  interest  upon  a  bond  when  thus  piirchase<l. 
how^  is  that  account  kept,  and  is  it  kept  separately  from  the  amouut 
received  for  the  bond  as  principal  f — A.  It  is  kejjt  separate  in  this  way: 
A  subscriber  to  a  loan  deposits  the  amount  of  the  face  value  of  the  boinl 
and  the  accnied  interest.  The  certificate  of  deposit  shows  the  total 
amount  of  both.  That  being  sent  to  the  Secretary,  on  which  the  lx>ml 
is  issued,  the  waiTant  covers  the  amount  into  the  Treasury  on  that  cer 
tificate  and  charges  it  to  the  Treasurer.  The  Treasurer  reports  tbe 
amount  of  the  subscription  to  the  Secretary's  office  to  the  1  >i vision  (»f 
I'ublic  Moneys,  where  it  is  checke<l  Avith  the  ceriificiite  of  deposit. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Does  he  report  it  in  two  items,  so  much  principal  and  so  much  inter 
est? — A.  He  reports  it  in  two  items,  and  the  report  must  compare  with 
the  certificate  of  deposit  that  comes  from  the  subscriber. 

Q.  And  that  comes  in  two  items? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  si  own  on  the 
face  of  the  certificate.  \ 

By  the  Chaikman  : 

Q.  That  being  so,  ought  not  the  Treasurer  to  be  able  to  give  us  i* 
statement  of  the  amount  of  i)rincipal  an<l  interest,  separately,  tliat  be 
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s  rei*eive4i  for  any  ^ven  year? — A.  He  should  l)e  able  to  do  so  as  tar 
the  subscriptions  have  been  ui^le  with  hiui. 

3.  If  they  are  made  with  anyl)ody  else,  he  would  know  I  It  all  has 
pass  through  his  office  f — A.  It  passei  through  his  office,  comes  to 
n  on  a  eovering-in  wanant.  It  might  be  very  inconvenient  to  him  to 
mish  a  statement  of  that  kind  for  many  years  back. 
Q.  If  the  interest  account  was  kept  sei)ai-ate  from  the  principal  ac- 
niit,  it  woidd  be  a  very  easy  matter  to  run  it  up  and  say  how^  much  it 
aoimtetl  to,  wimld  it  not  f — A.  Xot  being  familiar  with  his  manner  of 
"okkeeping,  I  cannot  answer. 

5).  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  there  are  scratches,  changes,  or  alter- 
ions,  whatever  you  choose  to  call  them,  upon  the  books  of  the  depart- 
lot;  take  the  Secretary's  office? — A.  Scratc'hes  and  mis-entries  occur, 
believe,  in  all  sjstems  of  accounts,  and  the  Secretary's  office  of  the 
«asury  Department  is  no  exception  to  that.  A  clerk  may  make  a  mis- 
!4t  at  anv  time. 

?.  Is  that  likely  to  follow  from  the   day-book  or  journal  into  the 
s^er  ? — A.  It  would  be  in  the  journal  or  register. 
U  But  it  ought  not  be  in  the  ledger  ? — A.  Xo  scratches  or  mis-entries 
tild  occur  in  the  ledger. 

►.  You  keep  what  is  known  as  a  register  or  journal,  and  post  from 
t  into  the  ledger,  do  jou  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

^  And  while  scratches  might  appear  ujmn  what  is  ordinarily  known 
he  day-book  in  business  transactions,  they  ought  not  to  appear  to 
'  extent  in  the  ledger? — A.  They  ought  not  in  the  ledger,  but  some- 
^^  scratches  and  clianges  in  an  entry  appear  for  a  reiison  that  is  al- 
•ether  b^»yond  the  control  of  the  clerk  at  the  time  it  is  made,  as  in 
s  case :  A  wan-ant  is  issued  and  goes  to  the  Comptroller,  but  for 
le  reason  he  refuses  to  pa«s  the  warrant.    That  warrant  has  to  be 
en  oil'  the  SeiTetary's  books;  and  as  fretjuently  as  such  a  case  occurs, 
fretpiently  woidd  a  change  be  made  in  the  books. 
J.  In  that  case  would  it  be  a  counter  entry,  or  would  it  be  just  a 
a  tell,  a  pen  run  across  the  entry? — A.  A  pen  would  be  run  across. 
J.  I  hit  the  figures  ought  not  be  scratched  and  m^w  figures  put  in  ? — 
Different  l)ookkeei)ers  have  different  ways  of  correcting  an  entry. 
}.  But  if  tlie  warrant  was  rejected  it  would  not  be  a  warrant  any 
ger  and  would  have  to  he  erased  entirely,  would  it  not  ? — A.  Another 
would  i>robably  be  imt  in  its  phK*e  under  the  same  number. 
|».  But  that  would  not  be  in  the  same  man's  name? — A.  The  name 
lid  also  be  scratched  out. 

}.  Is  an  account  kei>t  from  wliich  you  could  conveniently  inform  the 
iniittt*e  of  the  amount  of  property  sold  by  the  War  and  Navy  Dei)ait- 
iits  from  18G.J  to  1808  ? — A.  There  is  not,'as  juior  to  the  i)a>isage  of  the 
of  July  l.j,  1870,  the  i)roceeds  of  sales  were  covered  back  to  tlie  credit 
the  api>roi)riation  that  inirchased  the  property,  and,  tlierefore,  our 
'Usury  accounts  only  show  the  amount  of  reimyments  back  to  the 
dit  of  the  ai)i>ropriations.  Since  that  act  such  money  is  all  covered 
i>  the  Treasury  and  reiK>rted  to  Congress  each  year,  in  the  estimates, 
required  by  law. 

}.  Trevious  to  1870  the  proi)erty  sold  by  the  Navy  and  War  Depart- 
iits  was  credited  to  tlieir  appropriations  and  used  by  them.  Could  it 
conveniently  ascertained  how  nuich  that  was? — A.  It  would  be 
|>racticable  to  separate  on  our  books  that  class  of  repayments  from 
linary  ivjmynuMits  of  <lisbursing  officers  letiirning  money  to  the 
^sury.     A  careful  report  has  been  made  by  the  War  Department  on 
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that  subject  a  number  of  years  ajLjo,  and  publisbed  in  Senate  Kept.  Com. 
No.  18ci,  second  session  Forty-second  Congress. 

Q.  As  to  the  amount  i)aid  on  account  of  the  Freedman's  Bureau,  Ih 
that  kept  separate  and  distinct  back  to  1805! — A.  Do  you  mean  the 
amount  appropriated  for  the  Freedman's  Bureau  ? 

Q.  The  amounts  paid  on  account  of  the  Freedmairs  Bureau.  The 
appropriations  we  can  get,  of  course,  but  the  amount  i)aid  from  any 
source  on  account  of  the  Freedman's  Bureau  ? — A.  There  is  no  account 
on  the  books  except  under  appropriations. 

Q.  The  only  accounts  you  woul<l  have  of  that  woukl  be  the  amounts 
ai)proi)riated  by  Congress? — A.  Appropriated  by  Congiess. 

Q.  How  is  the  account  of  legal  tiMider  notes  and  of  fra<»tional  cun*ency 
kept  ? — A.  Legal-tender  notes  and  fractional  currency,  when  prepared  in 
the  Printing  l)ivision,  are  turned  over  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  where  they  are  kept  in  his  reserve  vault  and  in  the  reserve 
account  fi*oin  which  issues  are  made  from  time  to  time  to  replace  the 
amounts  redeemed,  and  tiie  amount  so  issued  from  that  vault  is  charged 
to  the  Treasurer  by  a  warrant  covering  that  amount  into  the  Treasury. 
The  receipts  on  account  of  that  loan  (as  we  treat  all  Treasury  notes  m 
loans)  are  recei\'ed  into  the  Treasury  as  an  issue,  and  his  redemptions 
for  the  same  month  are  reimbursed  to  him.  He  gets  his  credit  for  his 
redemptions  on  his  rejmi't,  sending  with  it  to  the  Register's  office  one- 
half  the  note  and  to  the  Secretary's  office  the  other  lialf,  where  his  rei)ort« 
are  verified  by  actual  count.  Tiiere  is  a  separate  counting  in  each  office, 
and  when  found  to  agree  a  certiticate  for  the  amount  is  signed  by  a  com 
mittee  who  witness  the  destruction  of  the  notes.  The  Treasurer  returns 
the  certificate  as  his  voucher  for  so  much  money  exjiendecl  on  that 
account,  which  passes  through  the  accounting  officei*s.  This  is  excep 
tional,  as  the  nmgnitude  of  the  issues  and  i*edemptions  on  the.se  accounts 
renders  it  impracticable  to  treat  each  note  as  a  separate  voucher. 

Q.  The  Register's  name  is  on  the  notes,  I  believe  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  Register  ever  see  the  notes? — A.  Not  until  they  are 
redeemed. 

ii.  Then  a  note  issued,  though  it  is  signed  by  the  Register,  never 
passes  through  the  Register's  office  ? — A.  That  is,  the  notes  bear  the  fac 
simile  of  the  Registers  signature. 

Q.  1  understand  that  the  Superintendent  of  the  Printing  Bureau 
delivers  to  the  Treasurer  direct  the  notes,  legal-tenders  or  fractional 
currency  when  the  latter  was  in  existence.  Do  they  i)as8  thix)ugh  any 
other  hands  but  those  two  ? — A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  They  are  reiidy  for  circudHtion  when  the  Treasurer  receives  them 
fiom  the  Printing  Bureau  f — A.  They  are  then  ready  for  circulation. 

Q.  They  are  ready  ? — A.  Yes ;  but  they  cannot  be  put  into  cinudation 
legally  until  the  Treasurer  covers  the  amount  into  the  Treasury  ;  they 
are  not  monev  in  the  Treasuiy  until  covered  in. 

Q.  Still  they  are  in  his  possession  and  no  one  else  has  |K>ssession  m 
them  but  the  Ti^easurer,  and  he  could,  if  he  was  dishonest,  put  them  in 
circulation  without  making  any  fuither  report  about  the  nmtter  f— A. 
There  is  no  other  check  upon  the  immediate  issue  of  the.se  notes. 

Q.  They  do  not  pas.^  through  the  Register's  office  luitil  they  are  re- 
deemed and  ready  for  destruction  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  are  they  registered  in  the  Register's  office,  all  that  have  been 
destroyed  ? — A.  They  are. 

Q.  And  also  in  the  Secretary'>s  office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
^  Q.  Are  they  destroyed  in  the  presence  of  witnesses ! — A.  They  are 
destroyed  in  the  jnesence  of  a  committee  composed  of  one  fnmi  the  Sec- 
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Kary^s  office,  one  from  the  Ee^ister's  office,  and  one  from  the  Treas- 
■^r's  office. 

<).  In  your  judgment  is  tlie  check  upon  the  destruction  perfect,  or 
pt! — A.  The  system  as  now  adopted  appears  to  apply  all  the  checks 
C3«sihle  to  the  redemption  of  these  notes. 

Q.  How  long  ha«  the  present  system  been  in  operation  ? — A.  Since  the 
■me  of  the  legal  tenders,  the  law  providing  for  the  manner  of  destruc- 
90n. 

Q.  And  the  same  as  to  delivery  from  the  Printing  Bureau  to  the  Treas- 
«^T  has  been  in  existence  since  the  act  crreati ng  the  two  cla>;ses  of  notes, 
be  legal  tenders  and  fractional  cnrrency  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  pass  through  no  other  hands,  I  understand,  as  a  <*heck  ! — 
1^  Ko,  sir. 

^  Q.  Jf  the  Register  and  Secretary,  in  their  tabuUited  statements  of 
lie  debt  in  the  Finance  Report,  and  the  monthly  debt  statements,  do 
^  agree  at  the  same  date,  does  that  show  that  two  or  more  statements 
»»v  l>e  made  from  the  same  books  and  yet  all  be  correct? — A.  From 
•e  same  department  and  be  correct. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  *' de])artment '' ? — A.  From  the  same  depart- 
1^11 1,  from  different  sets  of  books. 

Q.  Then,  as  the  books  are  kept,  two  or  more  statements  may  be  made 
^^\  the  aggregate  of  the  public  debt  appear  differently,  aiul  yet  they 
^   be  c^>rrect  ? — A.  Yes. 
^.  Do  you  know  of  any  authorify  of  law  that  permits  the  Se^^retary 

direct  the  Register  to  make  changes  of  past  a<lministrations  in  debt 
^  expenditure! — A.  I  know  of  no  authority  of  law  that  authorizes  him 
»-  make  corrections  of  the  books. 

^.  Do  you  know  of  any  leaves  of  any  of  the  books  being  cut  out  and 
>ne! — A.  I  do  not. 

<J.  Do  you  know"  of  any  missing  books  in  the  Register's  office  said  to 
^ve  been  stolen,  or  burned,  or  destroyed,  in  any  way  relating  to  the 
Uhlic  debt ! — A.  I  know  of  no  important  books.  It  has  been  nimore<l 
I  the  Register's  ottice  that  some  auxiliary  books  were  destroyed  or 
timed  by  a  messenger. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  AMien? — A.  During,  the  administration  of  Mr.  McCulloch  ;  but  I 
ever  found  any  occasion  to  refer  to  any  of  those  books  in  any  of  the 
caniinatious  that  I  have  ev  er  made. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  That  is  a  tradition  or  rumor  prevalent  in  the  of!i<*e,  that  such  a 
KHtructiondid,  at  some  time,  occur  through  the  negbgence  or  design  of 
line  sulMUilinate  f — A.  1  l>elieve  it  wjts  a  messenger  who  thought  the 
ooks  were  of  no  vahie  and  destroyed  them ;  but  there  is  no  missing 
H?onl  of  the  Treasiuy  proper,  or  books  of  the  department,  except  from 
le  casualties  of  the  tires  of  1812  and  bS33.  Now  and  then  there  is  a 
lissing  book,  and  yet  the  link  is  complete  in  some  other  ottice.  It  may 
e  wanting  in  one  ot!ice,  but  it  can  be  supplied  from  another. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  know  of  no  such  cjise  in  your  knowle^lge  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  1  haiul  you  a  paper  which  I  have  not  read  myself,  but  I  a«k  you 
}  examine  itand  see  whether  it  is  correct. — A.  (Examining)  The  paper 
anded  me  reads  as  follows : 

It  i«  claiine4  that  the  diftcrepancy  in  the  RegiHter's  statement  of  the  outstanding 
tibhc  debt  of  18()9  in  Finance  Report  1669,  page  317,  and  Finance  Report  1870,  page 
%  was  caused  by  deducting  the  cash  and  sinking  fund  in  the  Treasiu-y,  less  accru^ 
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interest,  from  the  total  outstanding  debt,  and  making  between  the  Register's  staUnucnl 
and  the  Secretary's  statement  in  Finance  Report  1870  a  difterence  of  $99,449,733.36. 
As  the  Secretary's  statement  in  Finance  Report  1870  of  the  outstanding  public 
debt  of  1869  js  made  up  with  the  Pacitic  Railroad  bonds  excluded  and  the  sinking  fund 
deducted^  and  as  these  bonds  were  not  dronpetl  and  the  sinking  fund  was  not  deducted 
from  the  outstanding  public  debt  of  1869  in  Finance  Report  of  1869,  the  comparison 
between  the  Secretary's  and  the  Register's  statements  in  Finance  Report  1870  of  the 
outstanding  public  debt  1869  should  be  as  follows; 

Secretary's  statement,  Finance  Report  1870  ....  $2, 588, 452, 213  94 

Add  Pacific  Railroad  bonds $58,638,320  00 

Sinking  fund : 8,690,000  00 

67, 328, 320  00 

$2,  655, 780, 533  94 

Register's  statements,  Finance  Report  1869  and  1870. 2,489,002,480  5d 

Difference 166,778,053  36 

Amount  claimed  to  have  been  deducted  from  Register's  statement 
of  1869 108,720,502  79 


Difference  ....: 58,057,550  57 

The  statement  as  shown  is  a  correct  statement  from  the  Finance  Re- 
ports of  the  outstanding  public  debt  for  the  year  1869,  making  a  differ- 
ence between  the  two  statements  of  $106,778,053.36,  if  the  outstanding 
Pacific  Raibx)ad  bonds  be  included. 

Q.  [Exhibiting  table.]  Look  at  this  table  and  see  whether  it  was  pre- 
pared in  your  office  or  not. — A.  (After  examining.)  It  is  the  statement 
marked  "  Secretary  No.  2,''  and  was  prepared  in  the  Warrant  Division. 

The  table  was  received  in  evidence  and  marked  ''  Secretary  No.  2,'' 
and  is  as  follows : 
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By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Ill  the  ]>ublic-debt  stat^^meiit  marked  "F"  in  the  testimony,  does 
the  statement  made  by  the  Register  in  his  report  contain  precisely  the 
same  items  which  the  Secretary's  statement  in  the  same  report  contains, 
or  does  one  ('optain  items  that  the  other  does  not  contain  ? — A.  The  Sec- 
retary's stJitement  contains  items  that  the  correspondhig  statement  of 
the  Register  (h>es  not  contain. 

Q.  Does  the  statement  of  certain  items  in  the  Seci'etar^'s  statement 
and  the  statement  of  the  same  items  in  the  Register's  statement  agree! 
— A.  They  agree  except  as  to  the  amonnt  ontstanding  at  any  particular 
year.    They  ditfer  in  items  as  to  a  particular  year. 

Q.  You  have  exjdained  why  at  a  given  day  of  the  year  a  statement  of 
the  same  items  in  the  Secretary's  statement  would  ditt'er  fix)m  the  state- 
ment of  those  items  in  the  Register's  statement.  Will  you  state  it 
again!  Take  a  particular  item  and  state  to  the  committee  why  a  state- 
ment of  that  item  on  a  given  day  by  the  Secretary  will  difter  from  the 
statement  of  the  same  item  on  that  day  by  the  Register. — A.  A  sub- 
scription is  ma^le  to  a  loan  in  June  and  the  bonds  are  not  issued  until 
July.  On  the  30th  of  June  the  outstanding  amount  of  this  loan  would 
be  greater  by  this  amount  on  one  account  than  on  the  other. 

Ry  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  Greater  by  the  amount  of  subscriptions  ? — A.  By  the  amount  of  siib- 
s^rij)tions  for  which  bonds  have  not  been  actually  issued  on  the  30th  of 
June. 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  Because  that  item  is  not  in  the  other  account ! — A.  It  is  not. 

Q,  I  ask  you  a,s  to  the  same  item  in  both  accounts.  If  the  Seci-etary 
has  received  the  money  for  a  bond  in  June  and  the  bond  is  not  issue<l 
till  July,  is  the  same  item  in  the  Register's  account  that  is  in  the  Secre- 
tary's!— A.  When  the  same  items  are  taken  into  consideration  there 
would  be  no  difference. 

Q.  Is  there  a  single  item,  so  far  as  you  know,  in  the  Secretary's  state- 
ment of  the  public  debt  of  any  one  year  in  table  ^'  F  "  which  ditlers  from 
the  statement  of  the  same  item  in  the  Registei-'s  statement  ? — A.  There 
is  not. 

Q.  Do  these  differences  between  the  statements  of  the  public  debt  as 
to  each  year  all  arise  from  the  fact  that  there  is  some  item  in  one  that 
is  not  in  the  other! — A.  They  do. 

Q.  We  are  instructed  to  put  a  question  to  you,  which  I  have  uotheanl 
yet,  and  I  will  put  it.  Do  you  know  of  the  alteration  of  any  figure  upon 
any  book  in  the  Treasury  Department! — A.  I  do  not,  except  to  correct 
clerical  errors. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  alteration  of  any  amount  as  stated  in  any 
book  in  the  Treasury  Department  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  alteration  of  any  figure  in  the  Finance  Report 
made  by  this  dei)artment  in  any  year  after  it  had  gone  out  from  the  de- 
paitment! — A.  No,  sir.  ^  • 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  alteiation  of  any  amounts  in  any  Finance  Re- 
port issued  by  the  Treasury  Department  after  it«  final  issue  ! — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  the  law^  by  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
is  required  to  make  any  statement  at  all  about  the  amount  of  the  public 
debt  in  any  ])receding  year  !  If  you  know  of  any  such  law,  tell  us  what 
it  is. — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  such  law. 
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Then  is  it  true  that  the  statement  which  the  Secretary  has  made 
t  what  was  the  amount  of  the  pubhc  debt  in  any  past  year,  was  a 
)kj  gratuitous  statement  on  his  part  f — ^A.  That  was  all,  for  informa- 
erf  tiie  public. 

But  not  a  statement  required  by  law  f — A.  Unless  it  is  in  the  gen- 
law  authorizing  him  to  report  to  Congress  the  transactions  of  his 
irtment. 

He  is  required  to  report,  firom  year  to  year,  the  transactions  of  his 
^rtmait,  is  he  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

But  is  he  required  to  report,  from  year  to  year,  what  have  been  the 
sactions  of  his  department  in  the  years  that  are  past  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
.  Then  if  he  makes  out  a  table  of  what  has  been  doue  in  the  years 

it  is  not  a  table  that  Hie  law  requires  him  to  make  in  one  way  or 
4ier,  is  it! — ^A.  It  is  not.  ' 

.  We  are  required  also  to  ask  you  if  you  know  of  any  differences  be- 
an the  statement  of  the  same  item  on  different  books  in  the  Treasury 
Artment.  Is  the  same  item  stated  to  be  one  thing  on  one  book  of 
department  and  another  thing  on  another  book  of  the  department  t 
^  No,  sir. 

.  Does  the  same  item  i^gree  in  all  the  books  of  the  department  1 — 
3o  far  as  I  know,  it  does. 

'^  We  are  also  required  to  inquire  of  you  if  there  is  any  discrepancy 
iding  on  the  books  of  the  department  between  the  statement  of  the 
e  item  in  one  book  and  the  statement  of  that  identical  item  in 
ther  book  1 — A.  There  is  not,  so  far  as  I  know. 
!.  Will  you  state  wherein  since  the  year  1870  the  tables  of  past  trans- 
ons  in  the  Treasiuy  Department  as  to  the  public  debt  differ  from  the 
e  statements  in  the  reports  made  before  that  time  ! — A.  The  reports 
le  before  1870,  were  made  from  the  account  called  issues  and  redemp- 
s  of  the  public  debt.  The  reports  since  have  been  made  from  the 
»unt  known  in  the  department  as  the  receipts  and  expenditures. 
.  Do  the  differences  between  the  present  method  of  stating  past 
isaetions  and  the  method  of  stating  them  previously  to  that  year 
3  jfrom  discrepancies  in  the  statement  of  the  same  items,  or  because 
included  items  that  the  other  did  notf — A.  Only  because  one  in-* 
ed  items  that  the  oUier  does  not. 

.  Is  there  any  difficulty  in  taking  the  two  and  eliminating  the  same 
L8  out  of  each,  and  comparing  them,  and  showing  whether  they  dif- 
)r  not  f — A.  There  is  no  difficulty  at  all  except  the  magnitude  of  the 
k. 

.  How  was  the  change  in  the  method  of  stating  the  same  transaction 
mat  years  made? — A.  By  taking  the  items  from  a  different  set  of 
fints. 

.  Taking  the  books  and  putting  the  same  items  together? — ^A.  The 
B  items  precisely. 

.  In  making  these  different  statements  since  1870,  has  a  single  figure 
I  changed  on  the  books  of  the  d^artment  ? — A.  Not  one. 
.  It  is  only  a  different  method  of  putting  together  what  the  books 
bT — ^A.  Precisely. 

.  Is  the  same  true  in  relation  to  the  statements  of  receipts  and  ex- 
litnres  for  past  years  ? — A.  It  is  the  same,  but  receipts  and  exi)end- 
B8  have  always  been  stated  from  what  is  called  the  receipts  and  ex- 
iitnres  account,  the  difference  arising  in  them  from  a  difference  in 
Jig.  one  by  warrants  paid,  and  the  other  by  warrants  issued.  That 
lotner  class. 

7   TREAS 
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Q.  But  in  making  these  different  statements  has  there  been  a  figure 
changed? — A.  Not  one. 

Q.  Could  the  statement  since  1870  be  reduced  to  the  statement  as  it 
Tras  previous  to  1870,  carried  back  to  that  same  method,  if  the  depart- 
ment chose  f — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  The  books  contain  the  material,  then,  for  making  the  report  since 
1870  in  precisely  the  same  way  it  was  made  previous,  if  the  department 
chose  to  make  it  so! — A.  Yes,  sir;  unless  there  may  have  been  some 
errors  made  at  the  time  carried  into  the  report;  but  they  would  of 
course  be  shown. 

Q.  For  1869  and  1870  you  say  the  statements  of  the  public  debt  by 
the  Eegister  and  the  Secretary  are  identical  as  to  the  same  items ;  what 
item  is  in  the  Secretary's  statement  of  the  year  1869  that  is  not  in  the 
Kegister's  statement  of  that  year! — A.  The  Register  for  1869  deducts 
the  cash  in  the  Treasury  less  the  accrued  interest. 

Q.  And  the  Seci^etary  does  not  f — A.  The  Secretary  does  not. 

Q.  Does  that  make  that  difference  I — A.  It  makes  the  difference,  with 
the  exception  of  the  difference  that  exists  between  the  difterent  state- 
ments of  the  account ;  that  is,  by  receipts  and  expenditures,  or  by 
issues  and  redemptions,  which  is  a  running  difference. 

Q.  In  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  for  the  year  1870  those  items  are 
included,  but  not  included  in  that  of  the  Eegistex? — A.  Yes,  sir;  tiie 
Begister  includes  the  accrued  interest  and  deducts  the  cash  in  the 
Treasury,  and  the  Secretary  does  not ;  that  is  the  only  difference  except 
$426,399.88,  which  is  the  adjustment  between  the  two  accounts. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  That  is  an  indefinite  and  unasceriainable  amount,  as  I  understand 
you  to  say,  because  it  depends  on  transactions  that  have  not  been  con- 
siunmated  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  depends  upon  the  different  condition  of  the 
two  accounts  at  the  same  time. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  One  has  an  item  on  it  that  the  other  has  not. — A.  Exactly,  because 
it  has  reached  one  and  not  the  other,  together  with  some  items  oif  dis- 
count. 

Q.  In  stating  to  Mr.  Davis  the  difference  between  the  method  adopted 
by  the  Secretary  and  the  method  adopted  by  the  Register  of  keeping 
the  public  debt  account,  you  stated  that  the  Secretary's  was  by  tbe 
amount  of  receipts  and  expenditures  on  account  of  the  public  debt,  and 
the  Register's  was  by  the  amount  of  issues  and  redemptions,  and  you 
stated  that  the  most  perfect  way  of  keeping  the  accounts  was  by  yoking 
them  together  as  had  been  done  since  1870.  Will  you  state  to  us  what 
you  mean  by  that  term  "  yoking  them  together,"  which  you  said  was  the 
most  perfect  way  f — A.  Under  the  present  system  established  in  1870, 
the  Division  of  Issues  and  Redemptions  rei>orts  at  the  end  of  even* 
month  the  amount  of  the  subscriptions  to  the  loan  or  that  they  have 
ready  to  issue  and  will  issue,  and  that  amount  of  money  is  covere<l  into 
the  Treasury  and  charged  to  the  Treasurer ;  also  all  redemptions  made 
by  the  Treasurer  are  credited  to  that  officer  in  the  same  montli  the  re- 
demptions are  made,  so  that  at  all  times  the  one  account  balances  and 
checks  the  other.  Prior  to  1870  money  was  covered  into  the  Treasuiy 
under  one  fiscal  year  and  bonds  weie  issued  in  another  fiscal  year. 
Under  the  present  system  the  money  is  covered  into  the  Tre^wury  in 
one  fiscal  year  and  the  bonds  are  issued  as  of  that  same  fiscal  year, 
although  there  may  be  at  the  end  of  the  month  (as  there  was  at  the  end 
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8t  month)  a  large  amount  of  unissued  bonds ;  but  to  keej)  the  ao 
b  correct  the  amount  is  charged  to  the  Treasurer  as  of  that  date. 

In  1870,  was  an  effort  made  to  go  back  over  all  the  books  to  asce:- 
what  was  the  difference  between  the  actual  debt  and  the  actual 
pts  and  expenditures  on  account  of  the  debt  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

In  going  over  that  examination,  were  any  figures  altered? — A. 
one. 

JThe  accounts  remain  to-day  as  they  were  before  that  work  was 
srtakenf — ^A.  Precisely. 

You  read  from  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  that  the  difference  had 

ascertained,  with  the  exception  of  about  $10,000,000,  which  would 
iplained  hereafter  when  ascertained.  What  has  been  the  result  of 
iirther  examination? — ^A.  The  Finance  Report  for  1876,  on  page  18, 
8  the  explanation.  That  difference  is  there  ftilly  detaiJed  down  to 
item  of  $942,433.83,  which  consists  of  unenumerated  items,  as  pre- 
ns,  interest,  discount,  &c. 

.  All  these  differences  have  been  traced  down  to  $942,433.83,  which 
not  yet  been  traced  upon  the  books  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
.  Do  you  mean  to  say  by  that  answer  that  somewhere,  and  in  some 
unt  in  the  books,  as  heretofore  kept,  all  these  items,  with  the  ex- 
ion  of  the  amount  you  have  just  stated,  have  been  found  ? — A.  Yes, 

.  You  stated  heretofore  that  of  the  first  loan  there  has  as  yet  been 
id  no  trace  of  the  difference  between  the  face  of  the  loan  and  the 
lal  amount  received  from  it? — A.  Under  the  act  of  Congress  of  Au- 
;  4, 1790,  what  is  called  the  six  per  cent,  stock  and  deferred  stock 
the  three  per  cent,  stock  were  issued  to  take  up  the  domestic  debt, 
interest  accrued  thereon,  of  the  Revolution,  and  the  floating  debt, 
t  constituted  the  frinded  debt  of  that  i^eriod.  These  loans  were  re- 
De<I  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  almost  impossible  to  exactly  de- 
line  the  amount  of  interest  and  the  amount  of  principal  paid  upon 
loans,  as  the  first  payment  was  made  by  redeeming  eight  per  cent. 
le  bonds,  which  paid  the  interest,  six  per  cent.,  and  two  per  cent,  of 
principal.  This  eight  per  cent,  payment  each  year  increased  the 
unt  of  payment  on  the  principal  every  year,  and  diminishexl  the 
unt  of  interest.  The  principal  payments  were  increasing  each  year, 
the  interest  decreasing ;  so  that  that  is  one  of  the  difficulties  of  in- 
igating  that  particular  loan,  and  illustrates  the  difficulties  of  accu- 
ly  determining  the  amount  paid  for  principal. 

Bv  Mr.  INGALLS : 

.  Do  the  books  show  when  that  loan  was  extinguished  ?^A.  It  was 
iguished  about  1824,  except  the  three  i)er  cents,  which  were  not  re- 
ned  until  1835. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

.  (-ould  any  other  exi)erts  go  over  this  same  ground  with  the  books 
that  was  gone  over  by  the  Treasury  officials  before  this  change  in 
mode  of  statement  was  made  ? — A.  Thej"  would  find  the  same  results 
he  face*  of  the  books. 

.  Every  figure  is  there  now  that  was  when  the  work  was  under- 
»n  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

.  If  the  debt  account  had  been  kept  solely  ujwn  Issues  and  Redemp- 
8  would  it  have  disclosetl  whatever  of  discount  or  premium  had  been 
I  or  received  by  the  government  ? — A.  It  would  not  have  disclosed 
discount.    The  premium  accx)unt  is  kei)t  on  the  face  of  the  books. 
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Q.  But  the  discount  would  not  have  appeared  ? — ^A.  It  would  not. 

Q.  That  is  ascertained  solely  by  the  account  of  Receipts  and  Expendi- 
tures on  account  of  the  debt  f — A.  That  is  the  only  account- 

Q.  The  two  put  togethw  enable  you  to  state  both  the  face  of  the  debt 
and  what  has  been  realized  from  the  debt  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Taking  up  the  item  just  dropped  by  Mr.  Dawes,  I  understood  you 
to  say  that  if  the  debt  account  was  kept  by  lapues  and  Itedemptions 
alone,  as  it  had  been  previous  to  1^70,  it  would  not  appear  what  the  dis- 
count was.  If  that  is  so,  how  do  you  get  the  disoount ! — ^A.  The  dis- 
count and  the  amount  received  into  the  Treasury  of  any  loan  eomple- 
ment  each  other. 

Q.  Then  it  would  show  itf — A.  The  Beceipts  and  Expenditures  waokl 
show  it. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  an  account  kept  by  Issaes  and  Re- 
demptions would  not  show  the  discounts  but  would  show  the  prexii- 
urns  ! — A.  No ;  it  would  not  show  either. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  from  that  that  the  manner  in  which  the  aocouBts 
were  kept  from  Hamilton  down  to  1870  was  an  incorrect  waj*  and  showed 
false  annual  statements  ? — A.  Xo ;  by  no  means. 

Q.  Were  they  correct  I — A.  They  were  correct,  I  presume. 

Q.  The  debt  was  kept  by  Issues  and  Kedemptions  from  Hamilton 
down  to  1870,  was  it  not  f — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  kept  correctly  or  incorrectly  upon  the  examination  you 
maile  t — A.  According  to  that  system  it  was  correct. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not  the  amount  from  1833  down  to  1870  changed  each 
year  when  you  made  the  revision  of  the  public  debt  in  1870  f — A.  The 
amounts  were  not  changed.  A  different  statement  was  made  showing 
different  results. 

Q.  A  statement  was  made  showing  a  different  anKHint  each  year  !— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Y^ou  stated  in  answer  to  Mr.  Dawes  that  you  knew  of  no  law  that 
required  the  Secretary  to  make  a  statement  of  what  had  occurred  in  the 
pi-evious  years.  Was  there  a  restat^nent  made  in  1870  of  what  had 
occurred  ? — A.  The  import  of  1870  shows  a  statement  of  the  outstandiug 
public  debt  prior  to  that  time. 

Q.  Does  that  agree  with  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  made  eack 
year  in  the  report  of  the  given  year  t — ^A.  It  differs. 

Q.  Notwithstanding  there  was  no  law  for  it,  I  understand  that  in  1870 
the  Secretary  did  revise  the  debt  statement  made  by  former  Se^^retaries 
from  1833  to  1870  and  bring  out  a  different  result  each  year  f — ^A.  There 
was  a  statement  of  the  public  debt  then  made  which  differs  from  tiie 
former  statements  in  the  various  years. 

Q.  The  Secretary  each  year  from  the  beginning  of  the  government 
down  to  1870  had  made  a  detailed  statement  of  the  public  debt,  had  he 
not  ? — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  In  restating  the  public  debt  in  1870,  the  amounts  in  the  years  were 
changed  to  a  different  amount  when  it  was  restated  upon  a  different  sy^ 
tem  as  you  say? — A.  I  mean  a  statement  of  the  public  debt  was  made 
which  differed  in  the  different  years  fix)m  the  former  statements. 

Q.  I  understood  you,  in  answer  to  Mr.  Dawes,  to  say  that  the  books  bad 
not  been  changed  and  that  the  figures  upon  the  books  were  the  same 
now  as  they  were  i^revions  to  1870.    Did  I  understand  you  correctly  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
^   Q.  Do  you  know  that  personally  ! — A.  I  rather  know  the  negative  ot 
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So  far  as  T  know,  I  h^ve  never  known  of  a  sin^e  change.    Hiey 
^d  not  be  changed  to  effect  a  purpose. 

i-  Do  you  know  of  any  alterations,  erasures,  or  scratches  that  would 
^ge  the  amount  in  figures  ui>on  any  of  the  books! — A.  As  fixed  at 
^  time  the  entry  was  made,  do  you  mean? 
^.  At  any  time. — A.  The  results  on  the  books,  as  balanced  each  quarter 

each  year  or  each  month,  have  remained  the  same  as  they  are  at 
^nt. 

^.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  the  question.  The  question  was,  do  you 
ow  yourself  of  any  erasures  or  alterations  or  changes  of  figures  upon 
i  books  themselves ! — A.  I  have  seen  where  a  wrong  entry  had  been 
ide,  and  it  had  been  corrected,  but  that  was  a  contemi)oraneou8  change 
the  entrv. 

}.  Was  that  made  by  a  counter  entry,  or  was  it  made  by  erasing  a 
are  and  placing  another  one  in  its  place  f — A.  It  was  just  correcting 
rtnnder  of  the  clerk. 

J.  I  am  asking  how  it  was  made. — A.  I  should  have  to  refer  to  the 
ticular  instance,  which  may  have  been  one  way  or  another. 
J.  Have  you  not  any  in  your  mind  ! — A.  I  have  none.    I  have  seen 
•es  where  a  warrant  started  from  the  Secretary's  oifice,  and  was  not 
inted  by  the  Comptroller,  and  it  had  to  be  returned.    In  that  case 

entry  was  canceled.    That  is  the  only  kind  of  erasures  that  ought 
ippear  upon  the  books  and  that  I  know  of  on  the  books. 
}.  Do  you  know  that  the  total  amount  of  currency  and  bonds  now 
orted  is  absolutely  correct ! — A.  As  the  amount  outstanding  f 
I.  Yes. — A.  I  suppose  there  is  not  so  much  outstanding  as  is  re- 
ted,  on  account  of  tbe  losses.    There  cannot  be  so  much. 
I.  If  a  note  is  lost  it  is  outstanding  ? — ^A.  But  as  to  the  amount  re- 
med,  I  think  the  statement  is  correct.    I  do  not  know  of  any  differ- 
ses  in  the  accounts. 

i.  My  question  is,  do  j'ou  know  whether  the  total  amount  reported 
currency  and  bonds  as  outstanding  is  absolutely  true,  or  not! — A.  It 
so  far  as  I  know,  with  but  very  few  exceptions.  The  public-debt 
tement  shows  the  amount  outstanding  of  the  seven-thirties  of  1864: 
1 1865  at  $149,500,  which  is  $5,500  less  than  the  true  amount.  That 
Be  from  all  error  which  occurred  to  the  amount  of  $5,000  redeemed  in 
gust,  1868,  the  settlement  of  which  at  that  time  was  suspended,  and 
ing  been  reported  by  the  Treasurer  as  having  been  redeemed  at  the 
e  when  these  accounts  were  started  in  1870,  it  was  returned  back 
lin  and  has  been  redeemed  since. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

J.  Was  it  entered  on  the  book  twice ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  Treasurer 
orts  it  correctly,  and  tlie  public-debt  statement  to  that  extent  is 
[>rrect. 

By  the  Chairman: 

},  Are  there  any  other  inaccuracies  ? — A.  There  are  a  few,  amomiting 
I  few  hundred  dollars  only.  There  is  one  in  one  case  of  $20. 
I.  How  do  you  know  that  that  account  is  correct  as  reported  ! — A. 
>m  the  testimony  of  the  record,  the  best  light  we  have,  and  by  a  care- 
comparison  of  all  the  records  to  which  we  have  access. 
J.  If  bonds  or  currency  had  gotten  out  fraudulently  or  improperly  in 
r  way,  would  you  know  it  ? — A.  It  would  be  shown  in  every  case  of 
interest- bearing  security,  though  fractional  currency  and  legal-tenders 
jfht  get  into  circulation  after  having  been  redeemed;  that  is,  there  is 
•ossibilitv  of  such. 
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Q.  How  would  you  have  known  of  the  wrong  issue  of  bonds ;  owing 
to  the  interest  I — ^A.  Interest  is  paid  on  coupon  bonds  by  couiwns  which 
are  registered  in  detail ;  and  if  there  be  more  coupons  presented  than 
bonds  issued,  the  overissue  would  be  immediately  detected. 

Q.  Does  that  come  under  your  supervision  f — A.  Fo,  sir. 

Q.  Under  whose  supervision  does  it  comef — A.  Particularly  under 
Mr.  Moore,  of  the  Register's  office.  He  keeps  a  complet^i  detailed  regis- 
tration of  coupon  bonds. 

Q.  Who  pays  them  f — A.  They  are  paid  by  the  Treasurer. 

Q.  Then  the  Treasurer  w^ould  be  more  likely  to  know  that  fact  than 
you  would  personally  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  Mr.  Moore,  who  has  charge  of 
the  Note  and  Coupon  Division  of  the  Registei^'s  office,  keeps  this  record. 

By  Mr.  D A\ntes  : 

Q.  Is  it  true  that  all  the  books  of  the  department,  including  those  of 
the  Treasurer  himself,  are  finally  balanced  once  each  quarter  ? — A.  They 
are  once,  each  quarter  at  least. 

Q.  And  have  been  since  the  foundation  of  the  government,  as  far  a« 
you  know  ? — A.  Yes,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  or  heard  of  a  single  figure  of  those  balaucen 
being  changed  since  the  balances  were  made ! — A.  I  have  never  known 
a  single  figure  being  changed  in  any  of  the  balances  since  they  were  first 
detennined. 


Lewis  D.  Moore  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  position  in  the  Treasury  Department!— 
Answer.  I  have  charge  of  what  is  designated  as  the  Note  and  Coupon 
Division,  and  have  hmi  entire  charge  of  it  since  April,  1866,  but  I  was 
not  in  it  from  its  organization. 

Q.  Have  you  a  list  or  register  of  all  bonds  in  existence  in  your  office  !— 
A.  No,  not  what  I  would  call  a  register  of  all  of  them.  I  only  make  my 
detailed  register  after  they  have  been  redeemed  and  come  to  me,  but  I 
get  the  scale  numbers  of  all  bonds  for  the  purpose  of  making  up  my 
numerical  registers.  I  get  them  fix)m  the  Loan  Branch  of  the  Register's 
office  from  time  to  time,  particularly  where  there  is  a  new  loan.  I 
ascertain,  as  near  as  I  can,  waiting  awhile,  keeping  the  coupons  for 
awhile  before  making  out  my  numerical  registers,  and  then  make  the 
best  calculation  I  can  of  what  the  probable  issue  will  be,  and  make  my 
numerical  register  to  correspond  with  my  idea  of  what  the  issue  will  be. 

Q.  Y'our  office,  then,  would  not  show  the  total  issue  of  bonds  out- 
standing?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  does  your  office  get  the  true  amount  of  the  bonds  in  existence 
upon  which  you  redeem  the  coupons? — A.  From  the  Loan  Branch  of 
the  Register's  office.  The  bonds  go  directly  there  first,  and  ai-e  signed 
there. 

Q.  You  retain  the  coupons  after  receiving  them  from  the  Treasurer  !— 
A.  I  receive  the  coupons  du^ectly  from  the  First  Com]>troller  on  the  set- 
tlement of  the  accounts  of  the  various  sub-treasurers  and  the  Treasurer 
here. 

Q.  Then  you  receive  them  after  they  have  been  paid  and  redeemed!— 
A.  Yes,  sir.    I  make  a  schedule  of  them. 

By  Mr.  Dawtis  : 

Q.  Do  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  books  of  accounts  of  the 
Treiisury  ! — A.  No,  sir  •,  I  keep  a  journal  and  ledger  of  everything  that 
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^■>edeemed,  and  schedules  of  everything  that  comes  to  my  division, 

nicies  the  numerical  registers. 

^^.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  other  books  in  the  department 

c^^pt  those  f — A.  No. 

C^.  Do  you  ever  balance  your  books  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

<^.  How  often  ! — A.  I  keep  them  up  all  the  time. 

CJ.  Is  there  such  a  thing  as  a  balance-sheet  in  your  office ! — A.  In 
^tthng  up  my  books  I  carry  my  extensions  to  the  ledgers. 

CJ.  Do  you  know  of  any  change  of  figures  in  your  books  by  anybody  ? — 
-  Oh,  no.    I  have  had  charge  of  them  always ;  I  started  them. 

Q.  You  have  made  no  change  of  figures,  have  you  f — A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  You  know  of  nobody  else  having  made  any! — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Of  the  amounts  in  your  books  ! — A.  Not  a  particle.  Everything 
I  as  it  has  been  put  down. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  change  in  any  book  in  the  department  ? 
-A.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  know  of  none  of  the  books  except 
bose  in  your  office  f — ^A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  others. 

By  Mr.  Datves  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  discrepancies  in  the  other  books  in  the  de- 
partment, where  one  book  states  the  same  thing  differently  from  what 
mother  book  states  that  thing! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  differences  in  the  statement  of  the  same  thing 
►n  any  book  of  the  department,  or  on  any  different  books  in  the  depart- 
lents  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Are  there  any  such  differences  or  discrepancies  on  your  own  books  f 
-A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  would  not  be  likely  to  know  what  there  is  in  other  books  ! — 
L.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  hand  in  i^reparing  the  Finance  Keport  ? — A.  Not 
le  least  in  the  world. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  such  alterations  or  differences  in 
le  Finance  lieports  after  they  liad  gone  out  ? — A.  No,  sir.  Where  there 
as  been  any  comparison,  I  keeping  a  detiiil  of  the  whole  thing,  my 
ooks  have  corresponded  with  what  purported  to  be  other  issues ;  that 
,  where  they  kept  the  Issues  and  Redemptions  in  other  places. 


jA^tES  GiLFiLLAN  swom  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  position  in  the  Treasury  Department  ? — An- 
ver.  I  am  Treasurer  of  the  United  States. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  Treasurer? — A.  Since  July,  1877. 

Q.  WTiat  are  known  as  "unavailables"  in  the  printed  reports! — A. 
hey  are  moneys  that  have  gone  out  of  the  Treasury  for  which  the 
reasurer  has  not  been  able  to  get  a  voucher  acceptable  to  the  account- 
\g  officers,  drawn  out  either  by  defalcation  or  by  any  means,  as  failures 
'  cfepository  banks,  for  example. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  named ! — A.  It  is  something  over  $29,000,000. 

Q.  When  does  that  date  from  t — A.  From  1836.  The  largest  item  is 
le  8uri)lus  revenue  distributed  to  the  States,  which  is  about  $28,000,000. 
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Q.  I  understand  there  is  about  $1,000^000  outside  of  the  amount  dis- 
tributed  among  the  States  in  1836 ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  entire  amount  of  defalcations  and  failures  of  banks  and 
other  things  since  1836— a  million  dollars  ! — A.  I  am  not  certain  at  what 
date  the  Comptroller  declined  to  charge  the  amount  to  the  Treasurer's 
account,  and  to  the  parties  who  were  responsible  for  the  defalcation.  I 
think  up  to  a  certain  time  the  accounting  officers  had  permitted  that,  but 
Mr.  Comptroller  Tayler  declined  to  do  it  any  more. 

Q.  That  must  be  of  recent  date  if  Comptroller  Tayler  was  the  first  who 
did  it  ? — A.  It  was.  I  see  that  the  first  after  the  distribution  of  the  sur- 
plus revenue  was  from  1857  to  1869,  in  the  United  States  Mint. 

Q.  How  is  the  account  of  accrued  interest  upon  bonds,  when  they  are 
sold,  kept  ? — A.  Upon  a  bond  sold  to-day  the  party  pays  the  accrued 
interest  to  to-day.  That  comes  in  as  a  credit  to  the  interest  account  of 
the  loan  to  which  the  bond  belongs. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  an  interest  account  of  each  loan  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

(J.  Who  does  ! — ^A.  The  Register. 

Q.  You  receive  the  interest  as  well  as  the  i)rincipal,  do  you  not  ? — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  separate  the  interest  from  the  principal  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  we 
keep  our  accounts  on  the  warrants  of  the  Secretary  entirely.  We  sepa- 
rate it  in  the  certificate  of  deposit,  which  goes  to  the  Secretary. 

Q.  If  A  buys  a  bond  to-day  of  $1,0(K)  principal  and  $10  accrued  inter- 
interest,  are  those  two  items  kept  separate  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  you ! — A.  They  are  kept  separate  in  the  tmnsactions  by  me. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  All  the  way  through,  from  beginning  to  end  !  Is  there  covered  into 
the  Treasury  one  sum  of  $1,010,  or  two  sums,  one  of  $1,000  and  the  other 
of  $10! — A.  The  public  debt  covering  warrants,  my  impression  is,  in- 
cludes both  principal  and  interest,  although  they  would  be  separate  in 
the  certificate. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  To  put  it  practically,  if  you  were  asked  to-day  to  furnish  this  com- 
mittee with  the  total  amount  of  interest  and  pi'incipal  received  last  year 
in  bonds  which  were  sold,  could  you  furnish  it! — A.  Not  fr*om  thebook^^ 
my  impression  is,  without  going  through  and  taking  the  warrants  anti 
separating  them. 

Q.  You  understand  that  when  the  entry  is  made  upon  the  books  it  i^ 
made  in  gross  and  not  in  separate  entries,  one  of  principal  and  the  other 
of  interest ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  items  of  receipts  are  int^^nial  revenue, 
lands,  war,  and  navy  (which  are  repayments),  and  miscellaneous.  Tbe 
miscellaneous  includes  the  public  debt  and  other  receipts  except  those 
before  named,  which  would  include  principal  and  interest.  I  think  that 
was  what  you  requested  of  me  in  my  statement. 

Q.  Which  you  said  you  could  not  furnish  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  said 
it  could  not  be  furnished  a«  the  books  had  been  kept  from  1861. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  your  office  cannot  furnish  this  committee 
with  the  amount  received  on.  account  of  bonds,  principal  and  interest 
separately! — A.  It  might  be  able  to  furnish  the  amount  received  at  my 
office,  but  the  receipts  are  all  at  sub-tre^isuries  and  depository  banks. 

Q.  Do  they  not  finallj^  report  to  your  office ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  I  k€^i> 
my  accounts  under  the  law  by  the  warrants  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.    I  get  their  transcripts  of  account,  but  it  is  a  cash  account* 

Q.  I  understand  from  you  that  you  cannot  separate  accurately  the  in- 
terest from  the  principal  of  the  bonds  f — A.  I  can  for  the  future. 
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Q.  But  for  the  pafitf — ^A.  ^o,  sir;  I  mean  that  it  is  kept  separate 
>^.    We  could  probably  arrive  at  it  by  taking  the  warrants  and  going 
tsxmgh  them,  but  they  were  not  entered  on  the  books  in  that  way. 
Q.  No  separate  account  on  the  books  was  kept  of  principal  and  in- 
r«8t ! — A.  Of  the  receipts,  no,  sir. 

Q.  Can  your  office  give  the  exact  amount  of  bonds  now  in  circula- 
on  ! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

CJ.  Can  they  tell  me  the  exact  amount  of  legal-tender  and  fractional 
urency  in  circulation! — Yes,  sir,  outstanding.  Some  might  be  de- 
aroyed  and  taken  out  of  circulaltion,  and  yet  be  outstanding  so  far  as 
fce  government  is  concerned. 

<J.  Can  your  office  know  when  all  the  coupons  of  bonds  that  are  in 
Kistence  are  redeemed  f  In  other  words,  have  you  a  check  in  j'onr 
9Bce  upon  the  coupons  when  they  are  presented  for  payment? — A. 
'^  sir ;  that  is,  since  1869, 1  think.    Before  that  we  had  not. 

Q.  K  you  can  check  off  the  coupons,  why  can  you  not  tell  us  how  many 
onds  are  in  circulation! —A.  Because  there  might  be  a  great  many  cou- 
•ODs  out  that  were  not  paid.    If  they  all  came  in,  I  could  tell  5  but  they 

0  not  all  come  in. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  whether  all  the  coupons  come  in;  I  ask  you 
Aether  you  know  when  a  coupon  comes  to  you  that  it  belongs  to  a 
N)nd,  and  whether  you  have  a  record  by  which  you  can  check  it ! — A. 
^ot  the  number  of  bonds  outstanding ;  I  never  could  do  that. 

Q.  Then  you  might,  so  far  as  your  office  is  concerned,  pay  coupons  of 
luphcate  numbers,  or  a  greater  amount  of  coupons  than  were  out ! — A.  If 
hey  were  genuine  coupons. 

Q.  How  would  you  know  whether  they  were  genuine  or  counterfeit — 
•n  the  same  principle  that  you  know  whether  a  note  is  a  counterfeit  or 
lot! — A.  Exactly. 

Q.  But  you  have  no  means  of  knowing  whether  a  bond  has  been  fraud- 
lently  or  illegally  or  wrongfully  gotten  into  circulation  or  not ! — A. 
Tnless  in  the  case  of  registered  bonds,  which  are  caveated,  and  we  might 
ave  been  notified ;  but  we  never  should  be  notitied  of  that,  because  it 

1  not  necessary. 

Q.  Tell  us  briefly  how  bonds  are  issued^  and  what  connection  you  have 
ith  them  when  they  are  issued. — A.  I  have  simply  connection  with 
ibscriptious  made  at  the  Treasury  in  Washington.  A  person  calls  and 
eposits  money  in  subscription  to  any  loan,  and  the  Treasurer  issues  his 
^rtiticate  of  deposit  in  duplicate.  The  duplicate  is  given  to  the  deposi- 
)r,  the  original  is  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  on  that 
le  issue  of  the  bond  is  authorized,  and  the  money  covered  into  the 
rea«ury  to  the  credit  of  the  loan. 

Q.  How  does  the  certificate  get  to  you,  and  what  do  you  do  with  it! — 
.  I  issue  it  as  a  receipt  for  the  money. 

Q.  But  how  does  it  get  to  you — through  what  office ! — A.  Through 
J  office.  The  man  brings  his  money  to  the  counter,  and  I  give  him  a 
•ceipt  for  it. 

Q.  \Miat  does  he  do  with  that ! — A.  He  holds  that  as  a  receipt  for 
8  money. 

Q.  How  does  he  get  his  bond  ! — A.  It  is  sent  to  him. 
Q.  By  whom  ! — A.  By  the  Register. 

Q.  How  does  the  certificate  which  you  have  given  get  to  the  Register? 
tirough  what  office  does  it  go! — A.  I  simply  send  it  to  the  Secretaiy 

*  the  Treasury'. 

Q.  To  what  bureau  in  the  Secretary's  office? — A.  The  Loan  Division 

•  the  Secretary's  office. 
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Q.  Do  you  see  that  certificate  or  the  bond  again f — A.  No,  sir;  I  never 
see  the  certificate  or  the  bond  unless  in  case  of  four  per  cent,  bonds. 
They  are  often  sent  to  this  office  for  delivery  to  those  who  subscribe 
here. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  a  record  of  them! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  such  as  you  get! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  a  bond  is  issued  for  the  same  amount  that 
you  give  a  certificate  for! — :A.  I  have  not  any  knowledge  of  the  transac- 
tion after  having  given  the  receipt. 

Q.  If  A  applies  for  a  $1,000  bond  and  pays  you  the  principal  and 
accrued  interest,  you  give  him  a  receipt  for  that  $1,000.  That  then  goes 
to  the  Loan  Division  of  the  Secretary's  office,  as  I  understand,  and  the 
Loan  Division  issues  an  order  to  the  Eegister  to  issue  the  bond  ! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Eegister  issues  the  bond,  and  does  what  with  it! — A.  Trans- 
mits it  usually  to  the  subscriber,  to  the  depositor. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Before  he  does  that,  does  he  not  send  it  to  the  Secretary! — A.  This 
present  loan,  as  I  understand,  goes  back  to  the  Loan  Division  of  tbe  Sec- 
retary's office.  A  part  of  the  process  is  then  completed;  I  think  put- 
ting on  the  seal  and  an  initial. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is  the  same  office  that  gave  the  order  for  the  bond! — A.  Yes, 
sir.    Whether  they  send  the  bonds  or  not  I  am  not  certain. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  that  a  very  safe  way,  or  is  it  your  judgment  that 
there  ought  to  be  further  checks  upon  the  issuing  ot  bonds! — A.  Asa 
matter  of  fact,  the  original  intention  of  the  Treasury  system,  I  suppose^ 
was  that  the  Register  should  issue  bonds  directly  upon  the  Treasiu^rvs 
receipt  or  the  receipt  of  some  assistant  ti'easurer  of  the  dei>osit  of  money 
in  the  Treasury. 

Q.  The  question  is,  do  you  consider  that  as  well  guarded  as  it  ought 
to  be  in  regard  to  the  issue  of  bonds,  or  can  you  think  of  any  additional 
guai'ds! — ^A,  I  think  it  would  be  better,  if  it  is  i)08sible,  to  arrange  the 
business  in  that  way  that  the  bonds  should  be  issued  directly  upon  the 
certificate  of  deposit.  That  I  would  consider  an  improvement,  unless 
there  are  some  details  of  the  system  that  would  not  permit  it. 

Q.  What  would  be  the  effect  as  to  an  additional  check,  if  the  bond 
before  it  was  delivered  had  to  pass  through  your  hands  again  for  signa- 
ture or  in  some  way  to  verify  that  it  was  for  the  same  amount  that  you 
had  received  in  money! — A.  That  would  do  well  enough  for  my  office, 
but  the  certificates  from  all  sub-treasuries  and  all  national  bank  deposi- 
tories do  not  come  to  me  at  all ;  they  go  direct  to  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Do  they  not  go  through  some  sub- treasury! — A.  Each  assistant 
treasurer  receives  deposits  as  I  do.  lie  transnuts  his  original  certificate 
to  the  Secretary  as  I  do. 

Q.  Could  they  not  go  through  the  same  party  that  issued  the  certificate 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  whether  the  amount  of  the  bond  agreed  with 
the  certificate  as  sent  on!  Would  not  that  be  an  additional  check!— A. 
That  would  be  a  check.  It  would  be  expensive,  of  course.  It  wouM 
make  two  shipments  by  express  necessary,  probably. 

Q.  I  do  not  understand  how  it  would  do  that. — A.  It  might  involve 
that.  A  great  many  of  the  deposits  ai^e  made  at  this  office,  and  at  New 
York  from  parties  at  a  distance  by  check,  which  is  collected  before  the 
the  certificate  of  deposit  is  issued.  In  my  case,  as  to  bonds  that  come 
here,  I  might  be  able  to  deliver  them  directly  to.  the  depasitor  here,  or 


it 
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^^ght  be  a  depositor  in  some  distant  place.    Take  the  assistant  treas- 

5"  in  New  York.    In  the  same  way  we  should  first  send  the  bond  to 

and  he  might  be  compelled  to  transmit  it  to  some  party  outside  of 

_  York  City.    Of  course  he  would  be  obliged  to  do  it  by  express, 

^^^V>ably. 

Q,  It  would  have  to  go  through  the  same  party  who  held  the  certifi- 
,  let  that  be  who  it  might! — A.  Yes.    It  would  cost  one  transporta- 
H  to  the  sub-treasurer,  and  then  one  from  there  to  the  depositor,  if  the 
l>ositor  lived  outside  of  the  place. 

5?.  Leaving  out  of  view  the  cost  of  second  shipment,  would  it  be  an 

itional  chex;k  and  an  im})rovement  on  the  present  system  ! — A.  I  do 

ot  know  that  I  am  prepared  to  give  an  opinion  on  that  question. 

^.  Is  there  an>i:hing  other  than  the  integrity  of  the  officer  to  prevent 

^li«  Loan  Division,  if  it  receives  a  certificate  from  you  of  $1,000,  direct- 

^^g  the  Eegister  to  issue  a  bond  of  $2,000  f — A.  I  do  not  know  that  there 

^^^  of  my  owTi  knowledge. 

Q.  Is  there  any  check  upon  the  Lt)an  Division  from  making  an  order 
^pon  the  Eegister  to  issue  to  A  a  bond  of  any  given  amount ! — A.  Not 
^liat  I  am  aware  of. 

^  Q.  How  long  has  the  present  system  of  issuing  bonds  been  in  prac- 
't:ice  ? — A.  I  think  ever  since  there  has  been  a  Loan  Division.    I  know  it 
as  so  in  Mr.  Boutwell's  time. 

Q.  Was  it  organized  in  Mr.  Bout  well's  time  upon  the  present  system  ? — 
.  Ye«,  sir ;  I  believe  it  was.  One  reason  for  the  continuance,  if  it  was 
ill  existence  before,  was  that  in  the  time  of  the  syndicate  they  would  get 
tiertificates  for  a  large  amount,  say  $100,000,000 ;  I  think  the  first  certifi- 
cate on  which  the  first  call  of  5-20s  wa^  based  was  for  $100,000,000.  Of 
^X)urse  the  syndicate  did  not  want  $100,000,000  bonds  issued  at  once,  so 
they  held  the  $100,000,000  certificiite  of  deposit  in  the  Secretary's  office  and 
xiirected  the  Register  from  time  to  time  to  issue  bonds  upon  the  basis  of 
that  certificate.  Whether  that  was  the  beginning  of  the  system  or  not 
I  do  not  know,  but  it  extended  back  to  the  time  of  Mr.  Boutwell  cer- 
tainly. 

Q.  How  was  it  previous  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  do  you  know? — A.  My  im- 
pression always  has  been  that  tlie  certificates  of  deposit  went  directly  to 
the  Register,  and  that  he  issued  bonds  on  the  faith  of  the  certificates. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  By  whom  is  the  order  from  the  Register  to  the  Loan  Division 
signed! — ^A.  I  suppose  by  the  chief  of  the  division. 
Q.  Not  by  the  Secretary! — A.  I  think  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Are  bonds  issued  without  money  being  paid  for  them  at  the 
time  they  are  issued  to  the  syndicate,  or  banks,  or  any  one  else ! — A. 
That  I  do  not  know,  of  my  own  knowledge,  but  I  suppose  they  are  issued 
on  the  deposit  of  collateral  under  the  present  system. 

Q.  Do  you  issue  any  from  your  office  before  the  money  is  covered  into 
the  Treasury! — A.  No,  sir;  but  a  bank  will  make  a  certificate  of  de- 
posit upon  which  no  bonds  will  be  issued  until  it  has  either  paid  the 
money  into  the  Treasury  actually,  or  has  deposited  United  States  bonds 
in  the  Treasury  as  security. 

Q.  Do  yoiu*  books  and  those  of  the  Secretary,  Register,  and  Comp- 
troller always  agree  ! — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  do  or  not.  I 
Huppose  they  do,  with  the  exception  of  the  time.  They  might  not  at 
any  particular  definite  period,  as  the  business  never  ceases. 

Q.  My  question  would  be  this :  The  fiscal  year  closes  June  30,  and 
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you  make  annual  statements  to  Congress  about  the  Ist  of  December, 
five  months  having  elapsed ;  ought  not  the  difierent  offices,  having  that 
much  time,  to  have  gotten  in  anything  that  was  outt  Ought  they  not 
to  agree  when  the  report  is  made  to  Congress! — ^A.  I  suppose  those  ac- 
counts ought  to  agree. 

Q.  Do  you  compare  with  those  different  offices  at  stated  periods  to 
see  whether  your  accounts  agree! — A.  I  think  not.  At  the  close  of  a 
quarter  we  are  notified  of  the  last  numter  of  the  warrant  in  the  quar- 
ter, and  we  close  on  that ;  and  they  are  all  notified  in  the  same  way. 
The  warrants  pass  through  all  the  offices,  and  the  bookkeepers  under- 
stand that  that  number  is  the  lajst  warrant  of  that  quarter. 

Q.  How  often  do  you  count  the  cash  in  the  Treasury  ! — ^A.  We  do  not 
count  the  whole  of  it  at  any  one  time.  We  do  not  have  any  regular 
period  of  counting.  We  always  count  each  teller's  and  each  vault  once 
a  month  or  oftener.  We  cannot  say  that  on  the  10th  of  the  month  we 
will  count  the  cash,  because  that  would  be  useless. 

Q.  Since  your  connection  with  the  office  have  you  counted  the  cash  at 
any  time  and  found  any  ditterence  between  what  was  actually  on  hand 
and  what  ought  to  be  from  the  books! — ^A.  No  material  diflference. 

Q.  How  do  you  get  legal-tender  notes  that  are  in  circulation! — A. 
From  the  Printing  Bureau ;  that  is,  they  are  delivere<l  to  the  office  by 
the  Printing  Bureau.  They  go  into  what  is  called  the  reserve  of  United 
States  notes,  whicli  is  kept  in  a  vault  by  itself ;  that  is,  the  stock  of  fin- 
ished notes  on  hand  which  have  not  been  taken  up  into  the  cash  a« 
issued,  although  they  are  complete. 

Q.  They  are  complete  when  they  come  to  you  from  the  Printing  Bu- 
reau ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  check  do  you  know  of  in  the  Printing  Biu*eau  on  legal-tender 
notes  getting  into  circulation  before  they  reach  you  ! — A.  I  do  not  know 
of  any  check  except  what  is  kept  in  the  Secretai-y's  office.  He  has  a 
division  which  has  the  proper  account,  the  issuing  of  paper  to  the  Print- 
ing Bureau,  and  also  has  a  report  daily  from  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States  of  the  notes  delivered  to  the  Treasurer. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  check  upon  the  Printing  Bureau,  if  they  were 
dishonest  there,  to  prevent  them  from  putting  legal-tender  notes  or  frac- 
tional currency  when  it  was  in  use,  into  circulation! — ^A.  This  division 
is  intended  as  a  complete  check  against  an  over-issue  or  fraudulent  issne. 

Q.  Which  division  ! — A.  I  think  it  is  the  currency  branch  of  the  Loan 
Division  of  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  Do  you  give  a  receipt  for  the  amount  you  receive  from  the  Print- 
ing Bureau! — A.  Yes,  sir;  by  denominations  after  actual  count. 

Q.  Actual  count  by  yourself! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  must  account  for  the  amount  you  receive  from  the  Print- 
ing Bureau  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  your  discretion,  then,  are  the  notes  put  in  circulation !— A. 
Under  the  law  the  amount  of  outstanding  legal-tender  notes  is  fixed. 
Whenever  we  destroy  any  notes,  in  order  to  keep  the  amount  outstand- 
ing at  that  point,  we  issue  an  equtil  amount. 

Q.  Are  you  to  designate  when  a  note  is  unfit  for  further  circulation, 
and  issue  a  new  note  ?    Is  that  discretion  left  with  you  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Does  the  new  one  bear  the  same  date  of  the  old  one  in  whose  place 
it  is  put ! — A.  No,  sir.  We  are  issuing  to-day  the  series  of  1878,  and 
each  note  is  an  issue  of  the  series  of  1878,  whatever  might  have  been  the 
series  of  tlie  note  which  was  retired. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

And  your  numbers  keej)  on  regularly  I — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  issue  them 
imerid^  order. 

No  matter  what  you  redeem  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Do  your  amounts  that  you  put  in  circulation  always  exactly  agree 

tiiose  you  take  up  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

What  becomes  of  a  note  from  the  time  you  considw  it  unfit  for  use 
I  its  final  destruction  f — A.  The  money  for  redemption  is  first  counted, 
I  it  is  canceled,  then  cut  in  two  parts  by  packages,  if  it  is  United 
es  notes,  lengthwise ;  one  half  of  the  package  is  sent  to  the  Sec- 
ry's  office,  the  other  half  to  the  Register's  office,  and  they  count  the 
es.  If  their  counting  of  the  halves  agrees  with  the^Treasurer's  count 
le  whole  notes,  it  is  certified  to  a  committee  which  puts  it  into  the 
erator  and  destroys  it.         • 

.  How  long  has  the  present  system  existing  between  yourself  and  the 
iting  Bureau  and  tliis  mode  of  destruction  been  in  existence  I — A. 
}  has  been  the  system  from  the  begioning,  as  to  the  destruction,  and 
system  with  the  Printing  Bureau  since  the  establishment  of  the 
Ban. 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 

(.  How  often  are  your  books  balanced  up  I  What  method  have  you 
letermining  the  accuracy  of  the  bookkeeping  in  your  office! — A.  The 
Die  is  really  two-fold,  one  having  the  same  ftuiction  as  a  sub-treasury; 
t  is  the  local  office,  which  keeps  the  account  of  the  receipts  and  pay- 
(Its  at  this  point  5  and  the  other  the  general  cash  account  of  the  gov- 
ment  with  the  sub-treasuries  and  the  depository  banks. 
J.  Take  the  general  supervisions  of  your  office,  without  i^egard  to  its 
(-treasury  functions,  and  state  briefly  what  test  you  apply  to  your 
to,  and  when  they  are  balanced  f — A.  The  general  account  of  the 
»  is  this :  We  keep  an  account  with  every  sub-treasury  and  every 
lository.  We  get  a  transcript  from  them,  either  daily  or  weekly,  to 
ify  their  reports  of  their  cash  with  our  books ;  with  the  national 
iks,  every  week,  when  they  render  their  transcripts ;  with  the  assist- 

treasurers,  every  day,  when  they  render  theirs. 
J.  With  what  books  in  the  other  bureaus  or  divisions  of  the  Treasury 
[^artment  are  they  compared  ! — A.  We  render  a  quarterly  account  of 
fts  issued  and  paid. 

I.  In  the  nature  of  a  trial  balance  as  between  you  and  them  f — A. 
),  sir ;  the  account  is  in  the  name  of  the  United  States  in  account 
h  the  Treasurer.    The  United  States  is  credited  with  the  balance  from 

last  quarter,  and  with  all  the  receipts  during  the  quarter,  and  is 
kFged  with  all  the  payments  during  the  quarter.  That  goes  to  the 
8t  Auditor,  who  keeps  a  similar  account;  to  the  Comptroller,  who  really 
fele8  it,  who  certifies  to  it ;  and  to  the  Register,  by  whom  the  books  are 
>t. 

}.  Then  once  a  quarter  the  test  of  accuracy  is  applied  to  your  books 
{ tlie  Register's,  the  Comptroller's,  and  the  Auditor's  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir ; 
my  rate  the  Register,  Compti'oUer,  and  Treasurer. 
}.  Has  that  always  been  the  rule! — A.  I  think  that  has  been  the 
B  from  the  beginning.  I  think  that  is  the  Hamiltonian  system. 
J.  After  this  quarterly  process  with  the  books,  do  you  know  of  any 
ires  or  amounts  or  sum  totals  in  those  books  having  been  altered  f — 

I  do  not. 

J.  Do  yon  know  of  the  existence  in  those  books  of  any  discrepancy 
ween  the  statement  of  the  same  item  in  the  different  books  after  they 
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had  passed  the  quarter  t — A.  I  do  not  know  of  there  ha\ing  be^i  any 
differences  or  discrepancies. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  of  the  preparation  of  the  Finance  Report 
itself! — A.  No,  sir  5  only  that  part  which  relates  to  the  Treasurer's 
office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  alteration  of  any  figures  in  the  Finance  Re- 
ports that  are  issued  yearly  after  they  had  gone  out  of  the  office  ! — A.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  any. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  fact  that  there  exists  in  any  one  of  those  re- 
ports any  difference  or  discrepancy  in  the  statement  of  the  same  items  ? 
—A.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Could  you  make  me  a  similar  statement  to  the  oue  I  hand  you 
from  the  books  in  your  office  to  show  whether  your  books  agree  with 
the  Secretary's  ! — A.  Not,  I  think,  as  to  items. 

Q.  Could  you  tabulate  it  as  that  is  tabulated  ? — A.  I  could  not  \*itli- 
out  going  over  the  books,  and  for  that  period  I  could  not  at  all.  I 
could  arrange  the  books  so  that  it  could  be  given  for  the  time  to  come, 
but  not  for  the  dates  there  covered. 

Q.  Your  books  are  not  kept  so  that  you  could  tabulate  your  state- 
ments as  the  Secretary  has  done  in  his  Finance  Report  of  which  that 
table  I  have  shown  you  is  a  copy  ! — A.  1  think  not. 

I  wish  to  add  that  many  of  these  questions  I  could  have  answered 
better  if  I  had  an  opportunity  to  refer  to  my  books. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  you  have  stated  any  fact  that  you  are 
not  sure  of? — A.  No.  I  do  not  mean  that;  but  I  could  explain  more  in 
detail  and  more  explicitly  by  reference  to  the  books  in  some  cases. 

Q.  We  understand  from  you  that  when  you  issue  a  certificate  of  A  hav- 
ing deposited  money  with  you  for  a  bond  of  a  given  amount,  you  your- 
self do  not  know  whether  the  bond  is  issued  for  the  exact  amount  that 
you  give  the  certificate  or  not  I  You  never  see  the  certificate  again,  or 
see  the  bond  ? — A.  Not  necessarily.  There  are  some  cases  of  delivery 
in  this  city  where  the  bonds  are  sent  to  the  receiving  tellers  to  be  deliv- 
ered ;  but  if  the  deposit  is  by  persons  out  of  the  city,  they  are  sent  direct 
from  the  other  brauches  of  the  department. 

As  to  the  checks  on  the  Printing  Bureau,  I  only  made  a  general  state- 
ment. 


William  Woodville  re<^alled. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  By  whom  was  the  statement  that  I  hand  you  preiwiredf 
(Exhibiting.) — Answer.  Prepared  by  Mr.  Byrne,  formerly  a  clerk  of  this 
committee. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  it  by  the  books  so  as  to  be  able  yourself  to 
testify  to  it? — A.  Yes,  sir;  1  can  testify  to  this  statement.  I  went  over 
it  with  him  and  checked  it  off  with  him  from  the  other  book. 

Q.  Have  you  recently  re-examined  it? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  refreshed 
my  memory  about  it  to-day. 

Q.  Is  it  correct  ? — A.  It  is  correct,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  memo- 
randa which  are  marked  there ;  two  exceptions  which  I  have  sjiecified 
on  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  ofter  that  in  evidence,  as  having  been  the  result  of 
the  work  of  Messrs.  Wo<xlville  and  Byrne  together,  and  want  it  to  go  in. 
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»dum  of  erasures  J  aleerations,  and  changes  found  in  ^^  Register  of  Public  Debt  War- 
nts^  from  January  1,  1865,  to  December  31,  1869.    Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


[)ate. 


y  amber  of 
wamutfl. 


in.  3  1 

1737 

17 

1883 

th.     8 

2053 

9 

2099 

10 

2118 

17 

2160 

ar.  3 

2302 

16 

2398 

pr.  17 

2«78 

28 

2784 

Ay  8 

2855 

17 

2944 

20 

2983 

ane  5 

3116 

19 

3238 

21 

3266 

22 

3275 

ily  11 

3445 

ng.    1 

3628 

1 

3629 

5 

3672 

14 

3718 

dpt.  4 

3881 

14 

Scratched. 

14 

21 

4025 

25 

Scratched. 

30 

4088 

ov.  8 

4371 

8 

4372 

8 

4373 

8 

4374 

27 

4486 

«c  18 

4611 

UL   6 

4746 

16 

4817 

22 

4862 

26 

4900 

30 

4920 

pr.  18 

Ijiy  7 

5454 

5621 

12 

5673 

15 

6701 

28 

5795 

Que  6 

5888 

6 

5900 

13 

5958 

25 

6064 

ulv  31 

'      6436 

'    31 

64371 

ng.  2 

6473 

21 

6608 

23 

6632 

23 

6634 

Dpt.  4 

6742 

21 

6926 

29 

6938 

29 

6940 

ct.    31 

7232 

31 

7234 

31 

7234 

ov.   16 

7331 

22 

7378 

aiL  7 

20 

7 

22 

8 

27 

8 

30 

12 

52 

15 

s:i 

♦»b.  19 

Scratched . 

[ar.  29 

397 

une  12 

663 

27 

704 

.ox.  8 

830 

24 

869 

24 

870 

27 

875 

31 

884 

ept  21 

934 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

Amount  altered  and  scratched  out ;  canceled 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 


do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 


out. 


Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

Amount  altered  and  scratched  out 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines  should  be  in  Treasure- 
proper  , 

......do.... 

do 

do 

Amount  altered  and  scratched ^ 

do 


...do 

...do 

. ...  do 

...do 


do 

do 

do 

do 

. ....  do 
.....do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 


Amount. 


$11, 981  56 


40, 
187, 
669, 
450, 

18, 
211, 

1, 
38, 
26, 

38, 
57, 
958, 
20, 
17, 

3, 


243, 

67, 

1,743, 


434  54 
932  33 
920  00 
500  OO 
392  10 
640  00 
087  12 
221  57 
003  09 
616  15 
020  74 
240  00 
462  17 
999  78 
625  00 
758  63 
976  89 
80  00 
688  70 
258  77 
700  00 


13,  000, 000  00 
95908 


Amount  altered  and  scratched ;  cancele<l 

do 

Amount  altered  and  scrfitched 

Amount  altered  and  scratched ;  canceled 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 

Amount  altered  and  scratched ;  canceled 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 


.do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
.do 
.do 


82, 
84, 

46, 

24, 
1, 

e, 

46, 

89, 

1,241, 

6, 

287, 

20, 

136, 

29, 731, 

23,127, 

372, 
30, 
55, 

15, 

52, 

20,160, 

8,000, 

7,000, 

19,  981. 

48, 

3, 

1,  378, 

2, 
50, 
29, 

1. 

5, 
4,000, 

4. 
11, 

394, 

788, 

1, 
401, 
340, 


220  00 
150  00 
200  00 
74  00 
548  33 
800  00 
304  19 

555  17 
154  62 
380  00 
136  84 
163  73 
107  71 
176  73 
900  00 
004  15 
791  8T 
500  00 
637  67 
325  88 
300  OO 
248  27 

7  49 
424  36 
906  43 
298  62 
585  97 
520  77 
485  35 
600  00 
000  00 
000  00 
750  00 
891  IT 
535  02 
450  00 
621  89 
000  00 

556  95 
623  95 
129  71 
000  OO 
963  40 
449  96 
103  00 
100  00 
000  00 
031  83 
000  00 
.'H)0  00 
350  00 
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Memarandum  of  eratureB,  alieraHon»y  conges,  fe, — Continued. 


y 


Year. 

Date. 

Number  of 
warrants. 

1807 

Oct    17 

Scratched. 

1888 

Dec.     2 

2 

Feb.   14 

Jnx^e    3 

3 

1051 

1052 

62 

174 

174 

1869 

Jnly  31 
Aug.  27 
Sept  12 
Oct    31 
Nor.  12 
12 
Mar.  20 
July  31 

286 
259 
285 
846 
877 
877 
60 
185 

Sept  30 

Oct    30 

80 

176 

186 
187 

Nov.  30 

208 

Amount 


Marked  in  margin  "(Directed  same  to  issue  on  November 
1),"  and  the  entry  crossed  out  with  black  lines,  whilst 
the  amounts  in  figures  are  not  erased.  The  aggregate 
amount  of  the  wamint  is 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines ;  see  next  page 

do 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines ;  cuiceled 

Amount  erased  with  red  Unes $14,450  00 

do 527  42 


Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines ;  canceled 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines 

Amount  erased  with  red  lines;  canceled 

do 

do 

In  several  amounts  this  warrant  shows  alterations  and 

scratches 

In  the  recapitulation  for  the  month  of  Jnly,  1869,  in  the 


item  of  "Itedemption  of  the  Public  DebV'  the  figures 
are  altered  and  scratched  $12,561,467.49. 

In  the  recapitulation  for  the  month  of  Aueust  1869, 
the  amounts  entered  are  in  several  items  altered  and 
scratched. 

Amount  altered  and  scratched 

do 

Amount  altered  and  scratched;  premium  on  sinking- 
fund  principal 

Amount  altered  and  scratched ;  redemption  of  the  pub- 
lic debt 

In  the  month  of  November,  1869,  the  amounts  entered 
in  the  recapitulation  are  scratched  and  alt-ered  in  sev- 
eral items. 


$24,009,000  00 

356.400  00 

128,000  00 

2,  000, 000  00 


14.  vn  42 

28,283,850  00 

200,000  00 

5  00 

23,735^382  50 

3,045.000  00 

37,061  50 

1, 233, 791  98 

SO,  824, 402  06 


21,  314, 102  68 
5, 630,  541  84 

311.945  10 

7, 205, 416  00 


Room  65,  Treasury  Building, 
Committee  ox  Treasury  Accounts, 

WaskingUmj  D,  C,  November  22,  1878. 

Senator  :  I  make,  at  your  request,  a  copy  from  my  '*  memorandum-book  oi  altera- 
tions and  erasures/'  from  a  book  called  ^*  Register  of  Public  Debt  Warrants.'' 

In  my  exaniination  of  the  books  furnished  the  committee  b^  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  I  have  thus  f^r  noted  1,120  alterations  and  changes  in  the  39  books  I  have 
examined. 

Most  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

EDWT).  BYRNE. 
Hon.  H.  G.  Davis, 

Chairmany  ^c. 

Q.  Have  you  made  examinations  of  different  books  in  the  Secretary's, 
the  Register's,  and  the  Treasurer's  offices  f — A.  My  examination  was 
particularly  in  the  Eegister's  and  Treasurer's  books,  and  the  public  debt 
le<iger  of  the  Secretary  from  1860  to  1871  inclusive. 

Q.  Did  you  find  upon  those  books  alterations  (h*  eiTors  or  erasures  in 
figures! — A.  Yes,  sir:  I  found  alterations,  scratches,  canceled  warrants. 

Q.  To  what  extent  ? — A.  In  the  Treasurer's  books  from  1860  to  1867. 
inclusive,  the  alt>erations,  scratches,  and  canceled  warrants  amountea 
to  about  twelve  hundred  in  round  numbers. 

Q.  Twelve  hundred  ditt'en^nt  alterations! — ^A.  Alterations,  scratches, 
and  canceled  warrants,  anything  like  a  change  from  the  original 
amount. 

Q.  Just  explain  generally  what  you  found  upon  the  books  in  regard 
to  erasures  or  alterations  of  figures  ! — A.  Amounts  scratched  and  new 
figures  substituted. 

Q.  State  the  number  of  books  and  the  different  offices  you  examined.— 
A.  The  Treasurer's  general  ledgers,  and  the  redemption  of  the  public 
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l>t  led^ei's  of  the  Secretary  anil  tbe  Eegi.ster ;  the  appropriation  ledg- 
!*,  as  thev  call  them. 

Q,  What  is  the  gix)s.s  number  in  the  books  that  you  discovered  your- 
If  ? — ^A.  There  were  from  forty  to  fifty  iu  the  redemption  of  the  public 
^Vlt  ledger  of  the  Eegister. 

Q.  How  mauv  in  the  Secretary's? — A.  That  I  went  over  with  Mr. 
Vrne ;  I  think  there  are  about  three  hundred. 

Q.  Are  the  amounts  large  or  small  f — A.  Thej'  vary.     Some  of  the 
>propriation  amounts  were  enormous.    They  were  scratched. 
Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  enoruious  ?— A.  8130,000,000  or  $13,000,- 
N>.    It  depends  upon  the  particular  appropriation. 
Q.  State  what  you  mean  by  scratched.     Were  the  figures  scratched 
id  new  ones  substituted  ? — ^A.  I  mean  to  say  that  an  alteration  in  an 
^m  had  been  made.    Of  course  it  looked  as  if  the  old  amount  was 
rong,  and  it  had  been  scfratched  out  and  a  new  amount  substituted. 
^.  Some  of  these  amounts  were  large  ?— A.  Some  were  in  the  aj^pro- 
"iations  and  some  in  expenditures  on  account  of  the  public  debt.    They 
"^  closed  up  by  what  they  call  an  appropriation  warrant  for  the  total 
iQoant  after  a  given  time,  and  those  amounts  would  be  very  large, 
cjine  of  them  were  scratched. 

Q.  Have  you  a  memorandum  of  them  as  you  took  them  off  the  books  ? — 
- .  Yes,  sii*. 

Q.  You  can  refer  to  that  at  any  time  f — A.  \>s,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Byrne,  who  was  associated  with  you, 
^aniined  the  Secretary's  books,  and  whether  he  found  any  alterations 
nd  erasures !  If  so,  how  many  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  tell.  I  know  I  looked 
^ith  him ;  I  did  not  keep  an  account  of  his,  but  he  called  my  attention  to 
liem,  and  the  appropriation  ledgers  in  that  perioil,  from  1860  to  1870, 
Delusive,  indicateil  a  great  many  scratches  and  alterations^  that  is, 
iDiount^  had  been  altered  in  the  various  appropriation  items. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  leaves  being  entirely  out  of  the  books  that 
PI)eareil  to  have  been  cut  out! — A.  Yes,  sir.  In  the  beginning  of  the 
rar  some  of  the  Treasurers  accounts  are  that  way;  about  1861  and  1862, 

Q.  In  how  many  instances  f — A.  Two — four  leaves  in  one  case,  and 
ve  in  the  other.    I  can  produce  the  books,  if  you  wish. 

Q.  Can  you  approximate  the  number  of  alterations  and  erasures  found 
y  Mr.  Byrne  while  you  and  he  were  going  over  the  books  f — A.  I  could 
[)t  do  it  from  his  accounts. 

Q.  Can  you  approximate  to  the  number  ? — A.  Xo,  sir.  There  are  a 
reat  many,  I  know. 

By  Mr.  Daaves  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  reference  to  any  of  them,  when  they  were  made  ? — 
..  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  by  whom  they  were  made  f — A.  Xo,  sir ;  I  cannot  tell. 
Q.  Do  you  know  in  reference  to  any  one  of  them,  what  it  was  altered 
om  f — A.  No,  sir.    I  speak  of  it  just  as  it  appears  on  the  books. 
Q.  How  does  it  appear  on  the  book,  "  January  3,  1865,  wari-ant  No. 
r37,  amount  altered  and  scratched''?— A.  It  is  just  that  way.    The  old 
nount  has  been  scratched  out  and  a  new  amount  substituted. 
Q.  The  paper  scratched,  3'ou  should  judge? — A.  Y'es,  sir;  I  examined 
carefully ;  held  the  paper  up  to  the  light  to  see  if  it  had  been  scraped. 
Q.  What  figures  were  substituted  for  what  figures  you  do  not  know  ? 
-A.  I  could  not  tell  that. 

Q.  But  the  figures  as  they  stand  there  now  are  811,981.56? — A.  Yes, 
r. 
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Q.  What  they  were  originally  you  do  not  know  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  What  mistake  was  corrected  you  do  not  know  ? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Or  by  whom  it  was  corrected  you  do  not  know  If — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  next  one  simply  has  the  word  *' canceled"  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  No 
amount  at  all  is  there  canied  out. 

Q.  "February  6"  is  one  which  purports  to  be  "amount  altere<l  and 
scratched.''  Do  you  make  the  same  statement  in  reference  to  that  that 
you  did  in  reference  to  the  first  ? — A.  Ye^s,  sir;  just  the  same. 

Q.  What  that  entry  was  originally  you  do  not  know  f — A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  What  occasion  there  was  to  make  any  erasure  on  the  paper  yoii 
do  not  know  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  by  whom  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  you  say  in  reference  to  this  you  say  in  reference  to  them 
all  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  produce  here  in  this  room  each  one  of  these  books  ?  I 
think  we  ought  to  see  them.    It  is  a  question  for  the  eye. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  gone  over  a  good  many  of  them  myself. 

The  Witness.  They  can  all  be  here  at  anv  time  vou  wish  to  see 
them. 

Q.  (B3'  Mr.  Daaves.)  Is  there  any  indication  upon  any  book  that  you 
have  seen  as  yet  of  an  alteration  of  any  figure  in  the  book  after  the 
quarterly  comparing  of  it  with  the  other  books  in  the  department? — A. 
That  I  could  not  tell.  I  have  seen  some  of  the  totals  in  the  quarterly 
statements  of  the  Treasurer  scratched,  but  I  never  compared  them  with 
the  others,  because  I  did  not  have  suiticient  time  to  do  that. 

Q.  If  there  had  been  any  alteration  in  the  books  of  one  bureau  at\er 
the  quarterly  balances  had  been  tried,  would  it  not  be  necessary  to  alter 
them  in  all  the  bureaus  in  order  to  have  them  correspond  f — A.  That 
depends  upon  circumstances.  It  may  have  been  an  error  in  addition  in 
one  case  which  they  may  have  corrected. 

Q.  After  they  had  been  compared  and  found  to  agree  at  the  end  of 
each  quarter,  could  there  be  an  alteration  in  one  that  would  not  neces- 
sitate a  like  alteration  in  them  all,  or  show  to-day  the  discrepancy  ? — A. 
I  talk  as  a  bookkeeper.  There  may  have  been  an  error  of  addition  in 
one  and  it  may  havp  been  scratched  before  any  comparison  was  made. 
That  is  what  I  mean  to  say. 

Q.  Of  course ;  and  as  to  any  of  these  erasures  or  scratches,  you  do 
not  know  whether  they  are  of  that  kind  or  not  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  But  you  know  as  a  bookkeeper  that  aft^r  three  sets  of  books  have 
been  compared  and  found  to  agi^ee,  if  one  gets  altered  after  that  it  necejs 
8itates  the  altering  of  all  the  others? — A.  You  would  have  to  exaniiiie 
first  to  see  whether  they  disagreed. 

Q.  Can  you  not  answer  that  question? — A.  I  could  answer  that  ques 
tion.    If  they  all  agree,  of  course  they  are  all  right. 

Q.  Then  if  there  is  any  alteration  after  that  in  one  it  must  necessitate 
the  alteration  of  them  all  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  compared  any  of  these  items  that  you  have  put  dovni 
here  as  altered  or  erased  in  the  books  of  any  one  division  with  the  cor- 
responding items  in  imy  of  the  other  books  to  see  whether  they  had*l>eeii 
altered  in  them  or  not  f — A.  We  did  compare  some,  but  whether  it  was 
that  statement  or  not  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  I  could,  if  Mr.  Byrne 
were  here,  tell  positively;  bht  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  under  oath. 

Q.  AVhether  you  compared  anyone  item  \\  hich  appeared  to  you  to 
"have  been  altered  or  erased  in  one  book — you  do  not  know  whether 
jou  compared  it  with  the  corresi^onding  item  in  another  b  >ok  ? — A.  We 
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in  some  instances,  but  whether  in  those  on  that  paper  or  not  I  do 

know.  He  put  a  private  mark  on  and  I  cannot  tell  without  seeing  it. 
},  Did  you  find  the  same  item  altered  or  erased  in  the  books  of  differ- 

biireaus  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

i.  What  was  that! — A.  That  I  cannot  tell.  I  know  in  several  in- 
nees  they  were  scratched  all  the  way  through  the  Treasurer's  accounts. 
I  The  same  item  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

l  Will  you  ascertain  each  of  those  items  and  bring  them  to  the  com- 
tee  the  next  time  it  meets,  and  the  book  in  which  they  are  f — A.  I 
I. 

},  How  many  items  did  you  look  over  to  find  this  number  which  had 
u  at  some  time  erased  or  scratched ! — A.  I  did  not  make  this  out, 

I  have  looked  at  the  books  and  verified  it  by  the  books.  I  do  not 
)w  how  manj'  were  gone  over  by  Mr.  Byrne  to  find  this  number.  I 
V  know  that  I  took  these  which  ^Ir.  Byrne  had  put  down  and  verified 
m. 

>.  How  many  entries  are  there  in  the  books  in  which  you  found  twelve 
Hired  ? — A.  In  all  the  books. 

).  Can  you  form  an  estimate  of  the  number  of  entries  you  went  over 
ind  these  twelve  hundred  changes  f — A.  An  enormous  quantity. 
J.  Were  there  a  million  entries  ? — A.  All  the  bonds  issued  for  those 
rs  ;    I  cannot  tell  accoitling  to  numbers,  because  each  classification  has 
own  number.    I  could  show  you  one  of  the  books. 
}.  Do  you  think  there  were  a  million  different  entries  in  those  books? — 

I  really  could  not  say  ;  I  never  counted  the  entries.    I  cannot  form 

'  estimate.    They  could  in  the  Warrant  Division,  where  they  issued 

m,  fonn  some  estimate,  but  1  never  made  the  experiment. 

J.  How  many  books  did  you  go  through  to  find  these  twelve  hun- 

d  ? — A.  Thirty-two  books. 

I.  In  thirty-two  books  you  found  twelve  hundred  entries  that  you 

light  had  been,  either  when  originally  made  or  at  some  other  time, 

nged  ? — A.  I  do  not  say  when.     I  say  I  found  erasures  and  scratches, 

amounts  scratched  and  new  amounts  substituted,  canceled  warrants 

I  everyting  included  under  this. 

|.  Wherever  you  saw  a  scratch  you  counted  one? — A.  Wherever 

re  had  been  an  alteration  or  erasure. 

L  AATiether  it  was  made  at  the  time  of  the  original  entry  or  some 

fT  time  you  do  not  know  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  anything  about  that. 

K  What  dates  do  those  books  cover? — A.  I  examined  from  1860  to 

7,  inclusive — eight  years. 

K  What  do  those  books  puqiort  to  contain  ? — A.  The  accounts  of  the 

asurer. 

K  Of  the  Treasurer's  disbursements? — ^A.  Receipts  and  disburse- 

jts. 

K  Of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  ? — A.  Of  the  Treasurer  of 

United  States. 

}.  What  are  they,  the  first  entry  books  or  the  ledgers! — A.  They  call 
ni  their  ledgers.    It  is  the  record  of  all  the  moneys  paid  out  of  the 
asury  by  warrants. 
}.  Is  that  transferred  to  any  other  book? — A.  No  sir;  it  is  the  origi- 

payment  of  the  warrant  under  each  classification. 
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Washington,  January  10,  1880. 
Eafael  a.  Bayley  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Are  you  engaged  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury f — Answer.  I  am. 

Q.  At  what  ? — A.  Clerk  in  the  AVarrant  Division. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  there  I — A.  Since  August,  1870. 

Q.  What  are  your  general  duties  in  the  office  ? — A.  Miscellaneous — 
preparing  statements,  and  current  work  of  any  nature. 

Q.  Do  you  make  the  debt  statements  ? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  have  anything  to  do  with  them  ? — A.  Xothiug  at  all.  I 
only  seiul  them  out  after  being  prepared. 

Q.  Do  they  go  through  your  hands  ? — A.  After  they  are  prepared, 
and  then  for  mailing  only. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  1870,  assist  Mr.  Saville,  chief  clerk  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, in  making  up  a  revisory  statement  of  the  accounts  in  the  Sec- 
retary's office  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  at  it  ? — A.  About  four  months  and  a  half. 
And  here  I  would  like  to  read  a  statement  pertaining  to  the  whole 
matter. 

Q.  We  will  allow  you,  after  we  are  done,  to  read  any  statemeet  yon  wish ; 
but  what  you  have  written  might  not  be  directly  what  we  want.  Had 
you  assistants  in  that  work  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  William  Guilford  assisted 
me  from  time  to  time.  I  was  under  the  direction  of  Ross  A.  Fish — that 
is  to  say,  he  was  my  immediate  supervisor.  Of  course,  I  knew  nothing 
about  the  work  when  I  began. 

Q.  How  many  were  engaged  at  it  in  all  ? — A.  No  one  but  myself  at 
that  time  in  the  actual  work.  If  I  wanted  any  advice  or  assistance 
from  either  Mr.  Fish  or  Dr.  Guilfoixl,  I  asked  for  it,  and  it  was  always 
furnished  me. 

Q.  Did  you  do  the  entire  work  yourself  ? — A.  I  did ;  that  is  to  say,  I 
understand  you  are  speaking  now  of  the  tables  in  the  Secretary's  rejwrt. 

Q.  The  debt  tables ! — A.  No,  not  the  debt  tables,  but  the  receipts 
and  expenditures. 

Q.  On  account  of  the  public  debt? — A.  No,  sir;  the  Receipts  and  Ex- 
penditures of  the  Government,  Tables  K  and  L,  I  think,  in  the  Secretary's 
report  of  1870. 

Q.  Of  general  receipts  and  expenditures  I — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  appeare<l 
there  for  the  first  time  that  year. 

Q.  Who  was  engaged  on  the  debt  part  of  the  statement  eonnecte<l 
with  those  tables  f  [Exhibiting  to  the  witness  the  report  of  1870,  with 
the  Tables  K  and  L.]  Are  those  the  tables  f — A.  The  whole  of  this  and 
the  whole  of  that  [indicating  Tables  K  and  L]  are  my  work  from  begin- 
ning to  end. 

Q.  Are  these  the  receii^t^  and  expenditures  on  account  of  the  public 
debt? — A.  Yes,  sir;  to  a  certain  extent. 

Q.  State,  now,  how  long  you  were  at  it. — A.  About  four  months  and 
a  half  in  preparing  that  particular  table. 

Q.  You  did  the  v.ijole  work  yourself? — A.  Y^es,  sir;  the  actual  manual 
labor,  figuring,  <S:c. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  your  data  ? — A.  From  the  printed  receipts  and 
expenditures^  so  far  as  printed  at  that  time.  Down,  I  think,  to  1866 
they  were  printed. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  the  other  four  years  from  ? — A.  From  the  books 
in  the  Warrant  Division. 
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<J.  Of  the  Secretarj's  office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

<),  How  did  you  find  the  tabulated  stateiueut  of  Receipts  and  Expen- 
itures  as  i^epoited  by  the  Register  previous  to  1800  ? — A.  I  made  no 
oini)arison  until  after  the  work  was  all  done  between  the  two.  1  did 
iC3t  know  anything  about  those  statements. 

Q.  How  did  you  find  them  when  you  did  make  the  comparLson  f — A. 
foun<l  that  we  differed  somewhat  in  several  instances. 

Q.  How  did  you  find  the  public-debt  ])ortion  of  it  ? — A.  In  comparing 
K-'Wh  the  table  of  18G0,  after  this  table  was  prepared,  there  was  quite  a 
».  umber  of  difterences. 

Q.  My  question  is,  previous  to  1800,  not  between  1800  and  1870. — A. 
Previous  to  1800,  I  think,  there  was  some  considerable  number  of  difter- 
ences. I  can  hardly  recollect  just  at  the  moment,  but  to  1833,  if  my 
cmeiuory  serves  me  aright,  they  agreed,  and  subsequent  to  that,  I  think, 
there  were  quite  a  number  of  difterences,  not  very  large  in  any  one  case. 

Q.  As  a  whole,  how  did  you  find  the  statements  in  regard  to  the  public 
<leht  i>revious  to  1800  ? — A.  It  is  so  long  since  I  made  the  comparison 
^at  I  must  say  I  do  not  remember  exactly  on  that  point. 

Q.  You  made  your  statements  from  the  printed  Receipts  and  Expen- 
<3itures  so  far  as  they  had  been  printed  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  accepted  them  as  correct  ? — A.  Y"es,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Down  to  1800  ?— A.  Y>s,  sir ;  I  think  it  was  to  1800  that  they  had 
1>eeii  printed  at  that  time. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  what  is  known  as  the  Pacific  Railroad 
■<lebt.  that  was  in  the  public-debt  statement  up  to  1809? — A.  No,  sir; 
Nothing  particularly,  only  that  the  bonds  were  included  in  some  of  the 
^ebt  statements  issued  prior  to  that  time. 

Q.  Were  they  included  in  your  statement  made  in  1870? — A.  No,  sir; 
f  think  not. 

Q.  Tbey  were  dropped? — A.  I  think  so;  that  is  to  say,  the  bonds 
ssued  for  Pacific  railroads  were  left  out. 

Q.  Have  you  got  memoranda  by  which  you  can  tell  us'  when  they 
rere  droi)ped  I — A.  I  think  in  1870 ;  perhaps  some  time  before  that.  I 
inow  they  appear  on  the  statement  of  August  31,  1805.  Whether  they 
lo  subsequently  or  not  I  cannot  say  at  this  moment. 

Q.  Were  they  treated  as  part  of  the  public  debt  at  that  time  ? — A.  By- 
hat  statement  they  were. 

Q.  But  in  the  statement  you  made  they  were  not  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Is  there  any  fuller  statement  you  would  like  to  make  of  what  you 
lid  while  in  charge  of  this  business  ? — A.  Regarding  the  circumstances 
inder  which  it  was  made  up ! 

Q.  Make  as  full  a  statement  as  you  desire  to  do  about  the  matter. — 
A.  Tliis  was  written  some  years  ago,  and  was  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
[>re8erTing  the  facts.  This  is  a  statement  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  statement  was  made  [producing  a  paper]. 

Q.  You  have  the  original  statement  prepared  some  time  since  ? — A. 
YeK,  sir ;  I  have  a  written  statement  prepared  some  time  since  as  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  Tables  K  and  L  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1870 
were  prepared. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  thi.s  statement  was  prepared  ? — A.  To  the  best 
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of  my  recollection  it  was  about  four  years  ago  that  these  notes  were 
written,  at  a  time  when  the  whole  matter  was  fresh  in  my  mind. 

Q.  Do  you  desire  to  make  that  statement  a  part  of  your  answers 
here?— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  should  like  to  make  it  an  answer,  for  the  reason 
that  it  explains  full^^  the  circumstances  under  which  these  tables  were 
prepared. 

Q.  Read  the  statement. — A.  It  is  as  follows : 

In  August,  18T0,  I  was  appointefl  a  first-class  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  S<*cretary  of 
the  Treasury.  I  was  assigned  to  duty  under  the  direction  of  an  old  experienced  offi- 
•cer,  and  directed  to  make  a  careful  examination  of  the  accounts  of  the  government 
from  its  organization,  with  a  view  of  preparinjj  a  detailed  history  of  all  its  receipt^i 
and  expenditures,  on  every  account,  aiTanged  m  such  a  manner  as  to  enable  the  8<'C- 
retary's  office  to  reply  to  the  numerous  inquiries  constantly  made  hy  Congress  an<l  the 
public  for  information,  to  answer  which  required  much  time  and  labor,  and  Wing 
made  up  in  different  offices  by  different  clerks,  in  many  cases  from  different  data,  ex- 
perience ha<l  shown  to  be  too  often  incorrect,  and  consequently  frequently  led  to  a 
misunderstanding  of  the  true  method  of  keeping  the  public  accounts  and  preparing 
these  statement. 

My  instructions  were  to  spare  no  exertions  to  make  this  work  as  absolutely  correct 
sis  skill  and  labor  could  make  it,  and  under  no  circumstances  to  allow  any  error  which 
could  be  discovered  to  go  uncorrected. 

For  four  and  a  half  months  I  was  engaged  exclusively  in  preparing  the  statement 
of  the  receipts  and  exjienditures  of  the  government  fVom  March  4,  17^,  to  June  :iO, 
1870,  as  shown  in  Tables  K  and  L  in  the  i  inanoe  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury for  1870,  pages  xxvi  to  xxxi,  and  which  table  has  been  continued  annually  Mince 
that  time,  prepared  for  succeeding  years  in  the  same  manner  and  from  similar  data. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  previous  to  commencing  this  work,  I  had  no  knowl- 
edge of  either  the  manner  of  keeping  the  public  accounts  or  the  niethoil  of  clas9ifica> 
tion  which  had  been  adopted  in  the  preparation  of  the  tables  which,  up  to  that  time, 
had  always  been  made  up  in  the  Register's  office.  Conse<iuently,  I  had  to  be  governed 
entirely  by  the  advice  and  instructions  of  my  superior,  in  cases  where  I  had  some 
doubts' as  the  correctness  of  my  own  judgment. 

Natural  pride  impelled  me  to  an  extra-careful  examination  of  every  detail  of  each 
it€m  of  account,  that  I  might  feel  reasonably  sure  of  being  correct,  weU  knowing  the 
results  would  be  subject  to  a  critical  examination  of  older  and  more  experienced  of- 
ficers of  the  department,  and  an  error  would  verj'  soon  be  discovered. 

All  my  memoranda  were  carefully  preserved  to  the  end,  and  in  due  time  the  tables 
were  printed,  and  for  the  first  time  published  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  in  De- 
cember, 1870.  , 

But  a  short  time  after  the  issue  of  the  tables  to  the  printer,  and  while  looking  over 
some  of  my  memoranda,  the  thought  suggested  itself  to  mv  mind  that  the  difference 
between  the  gross  amounts  of  the  receipts  from  loans  and  T^reasury  notes,  and  the  dis- 
bursements on  account  of  redemption  of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt,  shouM 
agree  with  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  as  shown  by  the  ** Public-debt  statement.'' 
then,  as  now,  issued  monthly  from  the  office  of  the  Secretarv'.  Bear  in  mind,  at  that 
time  I  had  not  the  slightest  knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which  the  public-<leljt  state- 
ment wa«  prepared,  but  it  seemed  plain  to  me  that,  if  my  accounts  were  correctly  stated, 
the  result  should  agree  with  that  of  the  debt  statement.  It  was  but  little  work  to 
make  the  calculation,  which  done,  I  found  a  difference  between  the  two  statement!*  of 
$116,104,831.45,  there  being  that  amount  more  outstanding  by  the  public-debt  state- 
ment than  by  the  receipts  and  expenditures  as  shown  by  the  tables  just  completed 
and  already  in  the  hands  of  the  printer. 

Feeling  confident  of  the  correctness  of  my  work,  though  entirely  ignorant  at  that 
time  of  the  cause  of  this  apparent  discrepancy,  I  immediately  called  the  attention  of  the 
chief  clerk  to  the  facts  as  they  presented  themselves  to  me,  and  asked  his  advice.  Hi* 
instructions  were  to  look  up  the  matter  carefully,  examine  all  my  previous  data,  and  see 
if  I  could  find  a  cause  for  this  very  large  discrepancy. 

Ere  long  I  discovered  the  fact  (hitherto  unknown  to  me)  that  the  government  was 
in  debt  over  |75,000,000  at  the  beginning  of  its  administration,  all  of  which  had  l»eeii 
redeemed  (as  was  believed  at  that  tiiiie),  and  here  was  so  much  of  the  difference 
accounted  for  at  once,  as  will  be  readily  seen,  the  government  having  paid  off  thia 
amount  of  indebtedness,  no  portion  of  which  had  entered  into  the  gros8  amount  received 
on  account  of  loans  under  the  present  form  of  government,  and  consequently  the  pres- 
ent system  of  public  accounts.  On  making  this  discovery-  known  to  the  chief  clerk, 
he  remembered  the  fact  immediately  and  said  at  once,  ''You  have  struck  the  right 
clew ;  now  go  ahead  and  follow  it  lip  to  the  end.  You  will  find  there  are  other  in- 
stances of  a  similar  kind,  and  as  we  know  lioth  accounts  are  correct,  the  apparent  dis- 
trepancy  must  be  susceptible  of  explanation." 
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this  investigation  X)roperly  I  found  it  necessary  to  procure  the  oiiginal 
ledgers  from  the  earliest  period,  and  this  1  soon  found  to  be  no  easy 
gel's  in  the  Register's  otfice  from  17^9  to  179?*',  inclusive,  had  been  de- 
many  years  l»eiV»re.  The  day-hooks  were  still  in  existence. 
of  the  First  Comptroller  I  found  the  tirst  ledger,  although  kept  in  such 
[irdly  to  he  worthv  of  the  nauie,  and  that  olHce  in  those  days  keeping 
day-hook  of  any  kind  which  might  lead  to  a  better  understanding  of 
letlger.  These,  to«;ether  with  the  statements  printed  in  the  appendix 
iccounts  of  the  earlier  years,  and  the  American  State  Papei*s  published 
les  and  8eatou,per  act  of  Congress,  and  the  various  reports  and  state- 
rs Cougi'ess  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  enabled  me  to  explain  so 
ift'erence  as  shown  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871,  p.  20.  A  comparison 
'nt  with  Table  I,  in  Finance  Report  of  lh72,  p.  IS,  will  show  more  clearly 
le  careful  investigation  made  since  the  discri'pancy  was  fii*st  discovered, 
lains  to  fnlly  complete  the  examination  of  the  several  accounts  relating 
tic  debt ''  of  the  Revolution,  and  some  few  of  the  loans  negotiated  during 
r,  to  present  a  perfect  statement  of  the  "public  debt  of  the  United 
ng  the  amounts  annually  received  on  account  of  each  loan,  the  amount 
for  redemption,  with  the  expenditures  on  account  of  commission,  broker- 
or  discount,  and  a  detailed  history  of  each  loan. 

the  work  is  to  present  in  detail,  showing  the  annual  receipts  into  the 

each  and  every  source,  together  with  the  annual  expenditures  on  ac- 

appropriation,  commencing  with   the  organization  of  the  present  form 

t,  March  4,  17^,  and  continuing  to  June  yO,  1876,  taking  each  appropri- 

cific  purpose,  referring  to  the  volume,  page,  and  section  of  the  statutes^ 

mt  annually  appropriated,  with  expenditures  by  warrants,  rejiayments, 

from  other  appropriations,  amount  carried  to  the  surplus  fund,  and  net 

with  such  notes  as  may  be  necessary  to  explain  any  ditference  in  the 

resented  by  official  statements  previously  published,  and,  in  important 

listorical  r^sum^. 

of  the  public  debt  of  the  United  States,  commencing  June  10,  1776,  the 
9t  loan  made  to  th^ government,  showing  in  detail,  by  quarters,  thean- 
»r  issues,  and  redemption,  with  a  synopsis  of  the  authorizing  act,  length 
when  redeemable,  when  payable,  amount  authorized,  amount  issued,  at 
d,  when  interest  began,  final  redemption,  amount  outstanding;  if  ex- 
vhat  and  on  what  terms,  for  what  pjarpose  issued,  premium,  discount, 
brokerage ;  whether  registered  or  conpon  bonds  or  certificates,  together 
of  each  loan  made  up  from  official  data. 

that  this  was  written  at  the  time  merely  for  my  own  personal  use,  to 
mory  when  I  should  come  to  complete  the  whole  thing,  if  it  should  ever 

lave  already  been  printed  in  answer  to  Senate  resolutions,  and  three 
been  called  for  by  the  Senate,  are  now  in  course  of  preparation. 

any  of  the  figures  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 

svhich  you  made  your  statement,  changed  during  the  exam- 

ih  brought  out  this  result? — A.  No  sir;  not  the  slightest 

made. 

as  you  know,  those  figures  remain  to-day  as  they  were  when 

rst  made  upon  the  books,  from  1789  to  the  present  timet 

• ;  exactly. 

r.  Ingalls  : 

rstand  you  to  say  that  you  have  completed  the  work  that 
reeted  to  perform,  in  reference  to  a  complete  analysis  of  the 
statement  as  compared  with  the  amount  of  receipts  and  ex- 
— A.  Only  so  far  as  that  table  goes. 

m  able  to  state  what  is  the  exact  difference  actually  existing* 
apparent  difference  of  $116,000,000  in  round  numbers,  as 
)ur  table.  What  is  the  exact  difference  actually  existing  be- 
two  statements  of  account  ? — A.  Do  you  mean  between  the 
re  shown  and  the  public-debt  statement  as  issued  ? 
i  to  know  the  fact  whether  there  is  any  difference  at  all  be- 
mount  of  money  that  has  been  expended  and  the  amount 
jen  appropriated  ? — A.  If  I  understand  you  aright,  I  say^ 
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Q.  You  say  there  is  none  ! — A.  None ;  but  perhaps  I  do  not  exactly 
understand  you. 

Q.  In  the  Finance  Report  of  1872,  on  page  18,  in  Table  I,  appears  a 
statement  of  the  differences  between  the  several  accounts,  '•  showing  the 
outstanding  principal  of  the  public  debt,  with  an  explanation  thereof, 
so  far  as  the  examination  of  the  accounts  has  progressed.''  What  I  de- 
sire to  obtain  from  you  is  a  statement  as  to  whether  there  is  any  actual 
difference  between  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  and  the  accounts  that 
you  have  examined  and  have  stated  in  your  table  which  api>eai's  on  page 
18  ! — A.  Only  the  difference  accounted  for  by  the  note  there  printed, 
if  I  understand  the  meaning  of  the  question  aright.  They  are  both  the 
same,  substantially.  Under  i)resent  circumstances,  there  must  always 
remain  a  difference  of  8110,000,000,  in  round  numbers,  as  shown  by  the 
note  in  the  report  before  you. 

By  Mr.  Datn^s  : 

Q.  State  now  of  what  items  that  8110,000,000  is  made  up. — A.  It  is 
thus  made  up,  as  stated  in  the  note  : 

French  farmers-general  loan $153,688  -^O 

French  loan  of  eijijhteen  million  livres 3,*267,000  00 

Spanish  loan  of  17c<l 174,017  13 

French  loan  of  ten  million  livres 1,815,000  00 

French  loan  of  six  million  livres 1,089,000  00 

Balance  of  snpplies  dne  France '^4,332  86 

Dutch  loan  of  1782 2,000,000  00 

Dutch  loan  of  1784 800,000  00 

Deht  due  foreign  officers 186. 988  78 

Dutch  loan  of  1787 4m),  000  00 

Dutch  loan  of  1788 400,000  00 

Interest  due  on  the  foreign  debt 1,771,496  90 

Domestic  debt  of  the  Revolution,  estimated 63.918,475  44 

The  above  are  the  details  (so  far  as  the  i)rogress  of  the  examination 
has  developed  them)  of  the  item  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  (page 
20),  ''  Revolutionary  debt,  estimated  §176,000,000." 

Mississippi-purchase  stock 4,282, 151  1*2 

Louisiana-purchase  stock 11,250,000  00 

Washington  and  Georgetown  debt  assumed  by  the  United  States 1,500,00(»  00 

United  States  Bank  subscription  stock ' 7,000,000  00 

8ix  percent.  Navy  stock 711,700  00 

Texas-purchase  stock 5,000,000  00 

Mexican  indemnity  stock 303, 573  92 

Bounty-land  scrip* 233,075  00 

Tompkins  fraud  in  loan  of  1798 1,000  00 

The  following  amounts  represent  the  discounts  suffered  in  placing  tlie 
loans  named ;  only  the  money  a ctuaUy  received  was  covered  into  the 
Treasury-.  The  difference  between  this  and  the  face  value  of  the 
stock  issued  was  the  discount.  To  make  the  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures on  the  loan  accounts  correct,  these  discounts  should  be  credited 
to  the  loans  as  receipts  and  charged  to  a  discount  account. 

Loan  of  1796 Discount.  10,000  00 

Loan  of  Februarj-,  1813 do 2,109,377  43 

Loan  of  August,  1813 do 988,581  95 

Ten-million  loan  of  1814 do 1,983,896  2S 

Six-million  loan  of  1814 do 1,076,826  97 

Undesignated  stock  of  1^14 do....  93,86*  95 

Loan  of  March,  1815 do 588.820  93 

Loan  of  February,  1861 do....  2.019,776  10 

The  foregoing  are  the  details  of  the  difference  of  $116,105,081.45,  so  far 

as  the  examination  of  the  public-debt  accounts  has  progressed. 

There  still  remains  to  be  explained 942,433  83 

Total 116,105,061  45 
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did  this  $116,000,000  first  appear  iu  the  Fiuauce  Report  ?— A. 

►te  is  iu  1871. 
did  this  $116,000,000  first  api)ear;  what  is  it  a  discrepancy 

•A.  The  discrepancy  is  between  the  amount  received  on  ac- 

ms  and  Treasury  notes. 

?  published  re])ort8  in  which  year  did  it  first  appear  to  make 

cy?— A.  In  1870. 

r  what  head  f — A.  Under  the  head  of  Tables  K  and  L. 
are  their  names  ? — A.  ''  Statement  of  the  receipts  and  ex- 

of  the  United  States." 

made  a  discrepancy  of  $116,000,000  between  that  statement 

►ther  statement  t — A.  And  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  as 

lat  time  by  tlie  debt  statement. 

!H16,000,(XM1,  then,  first  appeared  there  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

t  ai>peared  in  what  ? — A.  It  first  appeared  in  the  Finance  lle- 

),  the  amount  itself;  the  note  in  1871. 

it  a])peared  in  what  part  of  the  Finance  Report  of  1870 ! — ^A. 

es  K  and  L. 

s  which  show  what  ? — A.  Which  show  the  receipts  and  ex- 

from  1789  to  1870. 

table  of 'receii)ts  and  expenditures  thereappeared  $116,000,000 

ear  than  when  ?  What  is  the  discrepancy  in  these  tables 
do  they  differ  from  f — A.  The  dift'erence  between  the  re- 
expenditures  ditfers  from  the  public-debt  statement  that 

i'hat  is  my  understanding  of  it. 

rear  for  the  first  time ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

1  is  the  larger  ? — A.  The  public-debt  statement. 

ublic-debt  statement  was  that  year  $116,000,000  larger  than 

t  is  this  dift'erence  about  f — A.  It  is  a  dift'erence  between  the 

jhown  by  the  receipts  in  these  tables  on  account  of  loans  and 

)tes  and  the  expenditures  on  account  of  the  redemption  of 

)etween  that  balance  and  that  shown  by  the  public  debt  state- 

kt  date. 

lifference  appeared  for  the  first  time  in  the  published  reports 

*r? — A.  Eighteen  hundred  and  seventy. 

se  fix)m  including  iu  one  of  the  statements  the  items  w^hich 

iven.    Were  all  the  it^ms  which  you  have  given  that  make 

5,000,000  ever  published  before  in  the  Finance  Report  f — A. 

were  published  that  year  for  the  first  time  ? — A.  Y'es,  sir ; 

he  year  1871. 

hat  increased  the  amount  of  the  public  expenditures  by  the 

),000,(K)0? — A.  No,  sir;  there  was  no  increase. 

reased  the  amount  stated  in  the  report  when  published  for 

le;  or  what  effect  had  it! — ^A.  It  was  included  in  the  aggre- 

blished.    There  is  no  mention  of  the  difference  in  any  shape 

J  included  in  the  public  expenditures  in  1870  ? — A.  Y'^es,  sir ; 

e. 

it  ever  included  in  the  table  of  public  expenditures  before 

—A.  I  think  very  likely  it  was.    It  must  have  been,  so  far 

nditures  were  concerned. 

ad  always  been  included,  how  came  it,  then,  to  make  a  dif- 

1870  ? — A.   It  did  not  make  anv  difference ;  there  was  no 
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Q.  Tbeu  you  have  not  accounted  for  how  a  difference  in  1870  arose 
by  including  8116,000,000  ? — A.  I  have  not  pretended  to. 

Q.  Will  you  make  the  elBfort  ? — A.  I  have  attempted  to  explain,  by 
this  note,  why  it  is  that  the  ditt'erence  between  the  i-eceipts  from  loans 
and  Treasury  notes  and  the  redemptions  of  loans  and  Treasurv'  notes 
does  not  agree  with  the  public-debt  statement  of  that  day. 

Q.  Why  do  they  not  agree  with  it  f — A.  For  the  very  reason  I  have 
stated. 

Q.  Because  in  one  of  them  these  items  are  included,  and  in  the  other 
they  are  not? — A.  No,  sir;  because  in  the  receipts  tix)m  loans  and 
Treasury  notes  are  included  all  moneys  received  for  that  purpose,  and 
in  the  expenditures  are  included  all  the  money  which  has  l>eeu  paid  out 
for  redemption  of  the  public  debt.  The  government  ha\ing  received 
no  money  for  these  items  which  I  have  name<l  here,  of  course  they  can- 
not appear  as  receipts. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  then,  that  it  is  because  in  the  receipt  column 
this  $116,000,000  does  not  appear  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
.  Q.  While  it  does  appear  in  the  redemption  column  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  whole  explanation  of  this  difference  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  reason  why  it  did  not  appear  in  the  column  of  receipts  arose 
from  the  mode  of  keeping  the  books  in  those  times? — A.  Xo,  sir;  it 
arose  from  the  fact  that  no  monej^  was  received,  the  bonds  or  stock  hav- 
ing been  issued  to  pay  indebtedness. 

Q.  It  arose  from  the  fact  that  the  books  which  kept  the  account  of 
receipts  only  have  no  place  in  them  for  these  items?— A.  Certainly. 
They  did  not  belong  there. 

Q.  And  you  obtained  those  items  from  another  source  !-^A.  I  obtained 
those  items  from  the  statements  of  redemptions  and  expenditures  on 
account  of  the  public  debt. 

Q.  Were  all  the  items  that  make  up  the  $116,000,000,  or  were  they 
not,  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  I— A.  So  far  as  the  ex- 
penditures go,  they  were. 

Q.  Were  you  enabled  to  make  up  the  amount  of  this  $116,000,000 
from  data  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
wherever  t  attempted  to ;  that  is  to  say,  when  it  was  necessary  for  me 
to  go  to  the  books.  If  I  had  any  doubt  of  anything,  I  went  to  the  origi- 
nal books  to  see  it. 

Q.  You  made  it  up  entirely  from  books  of  some  kind  ! — A.  Entirely 
from  the  accounts  of  the  government. 

Q.  Did  you  make  up  this  whole  amount  of  $116,000,000  from  data 
that  came  from  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  ? — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

By  Mr.  BECK : 

Q.  You  made  the  change  in  the  form  of  statement  made  up  by  yoa, 
as  I  understand  it,  from  Issues  and  Redemptions  to  Receipts  and  Exi)en- 
ditures? — A.  I  made  up  this  statement  exclusively  from  the  printed 
books  of  receipts  and  expenditures,  as  I  found  the  entries  made ;  the 
transactions  were  completed,  and  there  was  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
figures  were  actually  correct. 

Q.  In  the  Finance  Report  for  1869,  pages  320  and  321,  is  the  same 
character  of  table  that  is  found  in  the  Finance  Report  for  1870,  pages 
274  and  275,  is  it  not  ? — A.  I  should  judge  so,  from  the  appearance 
of  it. 

Q.  In  the  report  for  1869  is  this  statement:  ''The  years  1862  and 
subsequent  are  from  the  account  of  warrants  on  the  Treasurer  issued; 
all  previous  years  are  from  warrants  paid."    Then,  in  the  Finance  Report 


THE  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT.  123 

1870:  "The  years  1867  and  subsequent  are  from  the  account  of 
«^»ants  on  tlie  Treasurer  issued ;  all  previous  years  from  the  account  of 
KT^nts  paid."    Did  you  not  make  up  these  tables? — A.  No,  sir. 
^.  Who  made  up  these  ? — A.  They  were  made  up  in  the  Register's 

C^.  That  being  the  fact,  I  ask  whether  there  would  not  be  a  change 
•'^n  the  different  mode  of  statement  as  from  1867  and  subsequent 
i^rs,  the  table  of  1870  being  made  up  from  the  accounts  of  warrants 
the  Treasurer  issued,  and  all  previous  years  from  the  account  of 
^Trants  paid.  When,  in  the  report  of  1869,  it  was  made  from  a  differ- 
^  basis  from  the  year  1862,  and  subsequently  on  account  of  warrant* 
acned,  and  in  all  previous  yeai's  from  warrants  paid,  did  it  not  change  the 
cxle  of  stating  it,  if  it  was  done  in  that  way  ? — A.  It  would  during 
t^se  five  years,  if  that  is  the  fact  in  the  case;  that  is,  if  one  is  1862  and 
i«  other  is  1867,  they  would  differ  during  those  five  years  in  certain 
i:«peet«. 

Q.  Between  the  amount  of  warrants  issued  and  warrants  paid,  as  they 
u'gbt  be  paid  in  ditf'erent  fiscal  years  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  if  those  two  state- 
lents  are  actually  true. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Look  at  those  two  tables  referred  to  by  Mr.  Beck,  both  made  bj* 
he  Register  in  1869  and  1870,  and  see  if  they  do  not  compare  to  a 
ent  t — A.  1  presume  they  are  the  same. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  In  making  up  the  table  on  the  basis  of  Receipts  and  Expendituresr 
not  the  bulk  of  that  $116,000,000  made  up  of  items  that  were  expend- 
ores  without  corresponding  receipts  f    Is  not  that  the  way  the  difficulty 
une  in  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  long  as  the  old  system  continued  of  making  it  up  frx)m  Issues- 
id  Redemptions  they  would  appear ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  to  say,  as- 
ng  as  those  items  remained  unchanged. 

Q.  Anil  it  was  the  Change  of  System  to  Receipts  and  Expenditures- 
om  Issues  and  Redemptions  that  causes  this  $116,000,000  to  have  the 
:planation  that  you  gave  it  in  that  note  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  there  was  really 
>  change  made.  I  have  not  stated  that  I  have  made  any  change. 
Q.  Call  it  the  difference  in  system.— A.  The  difference  in  system  of 
*epariiig  the  statement. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  meant  to  say,  the  difference  in  the  system  of  preparing 
e  statement  from  Issues  and  Redemptions  to  Receipts  and  Expendi- 
res  CHused  that  $116,000,000  to  appear  and  come  out  in  the  form  of  a 
>te  of  explanation  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  always  actually  existed,  but  it 
ten  appeared. 

Q.  For  example,  if  the  State  of  Massachusetts  got  $10,000,000,  and 
're  was  no  corresponding  payment  back,  the  expenditures  would  ex- 
ed  the  receipts ! — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  ba<l  gone  through  the  whole  of 
mr  work  and  had  sent  it  to  the  printer  before  you  discoverexl  that 
ndition  of  things  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  enabled  you  to  discover  it  afterwards ! — A.  Simply  fronii 
king  the  receipts,  putting  them  down,  then  the  expenditures,  and 
Klucting  one  from  the  other.  I  naturally  thought,  knowing  nothing 
K)nt  the  way  in  which  the  public-debt  statement  was  made  up,  that 
e  <lifference  between  the  receipts  and  exi>enditures  would  agree  with 
e  amount  of  the  debt  as  shown  by  the  public-debt  statement.  I  had 
arcely  then  ever  seen  a  debt  statement  more  than  once  or  twice.     I 
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made  a  memorandum  of  the  figures  and  was  suprised  to  find  that  they 
differed  this  amount.  Of  course,  my  first  thought  was  that  I  had  made 
a  mistake,  but  was  satisfied,  from  subsequent  examination,  that  I  was 
correct,  and  then,  as  I  have  stated,  I  asked  the  chief  clerk  what  to  do, 
and  he  instructed  me  accordingly,  and  I  then  found  out  the  reason  for 
the  discrepancy. 

Q.  You  said  no  changes  were  made  in  any  of  the  books  or  statements 
of  the  Treasury,  that  you  were  aware  of,  in  nmking  this  change  of 
system.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  this — perhaps  you  can  explain  it: 
First,  when  was  Secretary  Boutwell  appointed  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury ?— A.  In  March,  1869!^ 

Q.  Here  are  the  statements,  signed  by  Hugh  McCuUoch,  dated  June  1, 
1808,  and  August  1,  1808;  then,  Septeuiber  1,  1808,  signed  by  Hugh 
McCuUoch;  one  October  1, 1808,  by  Hugh  McCulloch ;  one  Novemlierl. 
1808,  by  Hugh  McCulloch;  one  December,  1808,  by  Hugh  McCulloch; 
one  January  1809,  by  Hugh  ^IcCuUoch ;  one  February,  1809,  by  Hugh 
McCulloch ;  one  in  March,  1809,  by  George  S.  Boutwell.  I  fiu<l,  anion jr 
these  statements,  one  of  the  imblic  debt  of  the  United  States  on  the  30th 
of  June,  1808,  made  out  and  signed  '*  George  S.  Boutwell,  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury"  at  subsequent  date.  How  was  that  done  and  what  was 
that  done  for  ? — A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that  whatever. 

Q.  You  see  that  is  the  fact,  do  you  not? — A.  I  see  that  is  the  way  it 
reads. 

Q.  The  statement  of  the  public  debt  on  the  first  of  June,  1808,  is  by 
Mr.  McCulloch,  but  there  is  no  debt  statement  that  I  find  made  by  Mr. 
McCulloch  in  this  book  for  that  month.  Mr.  Boutwell's  statement  is 
•dated  May  20,  1809,  and  says  :  "The  following  is  a  correct  statement  of 
Ihe  public  debt  as  appears  from  the  Treasurer's  books  on  the  30th  of 
June,  1808."    Do  you  know  why  that  was  made  out ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  statement  of  the  public  debt 
for  the  month  ending  the  30th  of  June,  1808,  made  out  by  Hugh  Mc- 
Culloch ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Be  kind  enough  to  look  and  see  if  you  can  find  any  public-debt 
statement  in  the  office  for  the  30th  of  June,  1808,  made  up  by  Hugh  Mc- 
<Julloch,  and  see  how  it  compares  with  this  made  by  Mr.  Boutwell ! — ^A. 
1  will. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  made  up  your  statement,  under  the  direction  of 
jour  superiors  in  1870, 1  understood  you  to  say  that  you  took  the  receipts 
4ind  expenditures  from  the  printed  books  up  to  1806! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  afterwards  from  the  warrants  issued? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  not  the  receipts  for  1867,  1868,  and  1869  printed  then  t— A. 
JS'o,  sir.  In  those  days  they  were  not  printed  until  three  or  four  years 
after  the  year  expired — on  an  average,  from  two  to  four  years  after  they 
were  made. 

Q.  So  that  the  data  you  had  to  act  upon  for  the  years  subsequent  to 
1866  were  unprinted  data  then  in  the  hands  of  the  Register  of  the  Treas- 
ury?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  when  those 
books  were  printed,  made  them  conform  to  the  new  mode  of  stating  ac- 
<50unts,  or  whether  he  still  continued  them  in  the  old  form  up  to  1870!— 
A.  I  think  they  wei^e  continued  in  the  old  form.  I  saw  no  reason  for  a 
change  in  the  books. 

Q.  Do  you  remember,  or  were  vou  advised,  of  any  orders  or  directions 
given  from  the  Secretary's  office  to  the  Register  to  make  his  statements 
conform  to  the  new  regulations! — A.  I  wa«  not  so  adviseii  at  that  time. 
I  do  not  know  that  any  change  in  the  books  was  ordered. 
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•  I  ilo  not  meau  scratching;  I  mean  alteration  in  the  mode  of  state- 
t,  or  rather  a  new  mode  of  statement? — A.  I  was  not  aware  of  it 
t:lie  time  it  was  made.    I  have  heard  of  it  since. 

C^.  Did  that  change  in  the  mode  of  statement  apply  to  the  then  un- 
ixnted  books  for  previous  years,  or  only  to  the  mode  of  statement  from 
TO  on  ?  As  the  books  were  not  printed  from  18G0, 1  ask  whether,  if  any 
smnge  of  the  mode  of  statement  by  the  Register  was  made,  it  api)lie(l 

trlie  unpiinted  books  of  previous  years  or  not;  or  do  you  know  ? — A.  I 
►    not  know. 

<^.  Does  not  the  mode  of  statement  adopted  by  the  department  in 
'"•"O  make  the  aggregate  of  the  public  expenditures  apjjear  $116,000,0i)(> 
^^than  it  did  under  the  old  system? — A.  No,  sir.  I  think  there  wan 
^  change.  The  only  thing  affected  by  this  $110,000,000  is  that  it  wan 
^^covered  at  that  time;  that  is  to  say,  the  ditterence  was  discovered. 

^.  The  difference  grew  out  of  the  fact  that  one  st<atement  wa^s 
I- 16,000,(K)0  more  than  the  other,  did  it  not  ? — A.  No,  sir;  the  difference 
t"^w  out  of  the  fact  that  the  public-debt  statement  is  an  actual  state- 
•^^ent  of  the  existing  debt  at  the  time  it  is  issued,  and  the  $116,000,000 
5as  a  mere  discovery  of  a  difference  between  the  receipts  from  the  be- 
t^ining  of  the  government  to  that  time  and  the  expenditures  on  ac- 
^imt  of  its  redemption.  It  did  not  alter  the  fact  at  any  time  that  that 
Terence  existed  by  mj'  making  it  out  in  that  way  in  any  shape.  I 
Merely  discovered  that  there  was  a  difference  between  the  receipts  and 
^peuditures  on  that  account  and  that  shown  by  the  public  debt  of  so 
Cmch.  That  fact  had  always  existed,  at  least  at  different  amounts  as 
^le  facts  occurred;  but  there  was  no  change  in  the  method  of  making 
^p  the  statement  or  anything  else.  The  note  connected  w  ith  the  state- 
ment was  merely  for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to  explain  why  this  dif- 
ference arose. 

By  the  ChaiR3IAN  : 

Q.  I  notice  in  the  report  of  1870,  in  accounting  for  the  $110,000,000^ 
n  round  numbers,  you  estimate  the  Revolutionary  debt  at  $76,000,000, 
md  in  the  report  of  1872  you  estimate  it  at  $03,000,000.  Both  those 
ables  were  m<ide  by  you,  were  thej'^  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  both  of  these  estimates  of  the  Revolutionary  debt  were  made 
>y  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  should  like  to  explain  that  the  one  of  $76,000,000 
8  in  general  terms  considered  Revolutionary  debt,  and  the  other  is  the 
letails  of  what  may  i>roperly  be  called  the  Revolutionary  debt,  or  rather 
he  American  portion  of  it.  You  will  notice  that  many  items  are  foreign 
lebt,  and  the  $63,000,000  is  what  is  called  the  domestic  debt,  that  is, 
he  debt  assumed  by  the  several  States  at  the  period  of  the  Revolution, 
it  that  time  I  was  not  sufficiently  well  acquainted  with  the  details  of  it^ 
md  it  was  all  called  ''  Revolutionary  debt,"  having  occurred  prior  to  the 
Present  form  of  government. 

Q.  In  changing  the  public-debt  statement  to  Receipts  and  Expenditures 
roin  Issues  and  Redemptions,  the  latter  having  been  the  case  i>reviou8  to 
870,  was  not  this  $116,000,000  discovered  f— A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Previous  to  1870  was  the  public  debt  stated  by  Issues  and  Redemp- 
ious  ? — A,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Y'ou  made  up  the  public-debt  statement  in  your  table  from  Receipts 
nd  Expenditures  on  account  of  the  public  debt  ? — A.  Yes,  sir,  as  shown 
here. 

Q.  When  you  came  to  deduct  the  expenditures  from  the  receipts  you 
juud  $116,000,000  difference  between  what  the  debt  really  was  and  had 
•eeu  reported  previously  by  the  Register,  and  what  you  made  it  by 
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Eoceipts  and  Expenditures  ? — A.  That  is  to  say  by  the  public-debt  state- 
ment. 

Q.  Turn  to  the  report  for  1870  and  tell  me  what  the  debt  was  reported 
bv  the  Kegister  at  that  time,  the  Secretary  never  having  made  a  table 
up  to  that  time  ?— A.  The  Register's  table'puts  it  at  #2,380,358,599.74. 

ii.  Now,  take  the  Secretary's  table.  Is  not  that  the  result  of  jour 
work? — A.  No,  sir;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  table. 

Q.  AVho  made  it  ? — A.  Ross  A.  Fish. 

Q.  It  was  after  your  work  was  done,  was  it  not  ? — A.  This  was  beiug 
done  about  the  same  time  that  this  table  was  made  up. 

Q.  State  what  the  public  debt  was  by  that  table  for  the  same  year.— 
A.  The  public  debt  as  shown  here  is  $2^480,072,427.81. 

Q.  State,  in  round  numbers,  the  difference  between  the  two. — A. 
$94,000,000  and  over. 

Q.  Then  the  Secretary's  table  is $94,000,000,  in  round  nimibers,  greater 
than  the  Register's  table  which  was  issued  at  that  time  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  And  that  $94,000,000  is  made  up  of  what  ?— A.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  aright,  it  was  cash  in  the  Treasury  at  that  time  which  was 
erroneouslv  deducted  bv  an  error. 

Bv  the  Chaikman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  fact! — A.  It  is  what  I  have  Always  under- 
stood. 1  do  not  know  it  at  this  moment,  but  when  I  went  over  itt 
if  my  memory  serves  me  aright,  I  found  that  was  cash  in  the  lYeasiiry; 
I  think  it  was,  but  I  am  not  positive. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Can  you  make  yourself  positive? — A.  lean.  I  should  like  tostate 
that  the  difference  of  $110,000,000  is  not  between  the  statement  a^  shown 
by  the  Register,  but  as  shown  by  the  public-debt  statement. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Do  you  know  auvthing  of  what  is  known  as  the  sinking  fund  in  tbe 
years  1809  and  1870  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  That  did  not  come  under  your  observation  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  an  account  of  accrued  interest  on 
bonds  sold  is  kept  in  the  Secretary's  office  ? — A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
anything  connected  with  it. 

Q.  Would  you  know  it  if  it  was  kept  there  f — A.  It  would  not  come 
within  tlie  province  of  my  duties  generally. 


William  Fletcher  sworn  and  examined. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Are  you  chief  of  what  is  known  as  the  Loan  Division!— 
Answer.  Of  the  Loan  Division  of  the  Secretary's  ottice. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  that  office  ? — A.  Fifteen  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  chief  of  the  division  f — A.  Over  a  year. 

Q,  Please  explain  where,  wheji  you  went  into  the  office,  and  whei-e  at 
piesent,  l)0nds  were  and  are  issued. — A.  I  did  not  know  much  about 
it  at  the  time  I  entered  the  office,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  tell  how 
Inmds  were  issued  fifteen  years  ago.  I  was  then  a  clerk  of  class  one  ami 
had  not  the  management;  neither  have  I  been  over  the  papers  so  as  to 
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0  tell  how  l)ouds  were  issued  theu.  I  can  tell  how  au  issue  is 
\\  anil  how  it  has  been  for  a  number  of  years. 

te  that. — A.  A  deposit  is  made  in  the  office  of  the  Treasurer 

1  he  issues  a  certificate,  and  upon  that  (certificate  our  office  issues 
on  the  Kepster  of  the  Treasury.  On  that  order  bonds  are 
I  have  a  certificate  here  which  I  can  show. 

es  the  bond  come  back  to  your  office? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  re- 
e  seal  and  is  initialed. 

es  it  then  go  ba<;k  to  the  Treasurer's  office  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  not  to 
Hirer's.  It  is  delivered  in  accordance  with  instructions  indorsed 
treasurer's  certificate. 

?  Treasurer,  after  giving  the  order,  has  nothing  further  to  do 
bond  in  any  way  f — A.  No.  sir. 

is  the  same  man  that  issued  the  order  on  the  Eegister  receive 
when  it  comes  back  to  you  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  issue  the  orders  as 
the  division.  I  do  not  receive  them  back.  When  they  come 
s  supposed  that  I  do,  but  the  clerk  acting,  who  has  charge  of 
receives  and  examines  the  bonds  and  places  his  initials  on  them, 
you  write  all  the  orders  yourself! — A.  I  sign  them, 
lat  becomes  of  the  certificate  that  the  Treasurer  issued  ? — A. 
etained  in  our  office. 

nderstaud  that  you  give  an  order  to  the  Register  to  issue  a 
e  Ri^ister  issues  the  bond  and  registers  it,  and  returns  it  to  your 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
lat  becomes  of  it  then  ? — A.  We  return  it  to  the  Register's 

lat  does  he  do  with  it  f — A.  He  delivers  it  according  to  our 
ter  we  have  completed  it. 

:er  the  certificate  comes  to  your  office,  if  you  are  absent,  who 
it  f — A.  Tlie  acting  chief. 

w  long  has  the  present  system,  as  you  state  it  now,  been  in 
? — A.  So  far  as  I  know,  it  has  been  ever  since  we  issued  any 
uler  the  act  of  July  14,  1870,  and  I  think  it  w^as  before,  but  I 
amiliar  enough  to  make  the  statement  as  to  the  system  practiced 
that  date. 

there  anything  further  than  the  integrity  of  yourself  or  the  per- 
the  office  to  prevent  your  office  from  originating  an  order  and 
it  to  the  Register  to  issue  a  bond  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
here  is  a  check  on  us  all  the  time. 

e  question  is,  aside  from  the  integrity  of  your  office,  of  yourself 
er  handles  it,  whether  there  is  anything  to  prevent  your  office 
iig  an  order  and  sending  it  to  the  Register  to  issue  a  bond  to  A. 
Of  course  we  might  fraudulently  issue  an  order ;  there  is  a  limit 
»cks;  but  under  the  present  system  more  than  $1,400^000,000  of 
ave  l)een  issued  without  an  error,  discrepancy,  any  fraud  or 
at  fraud. 

rou  did  so,  the  bond  would  come  to  your  office  for  putting  on 
als? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

d  would  not  go  to  the  Treasurer  to  see  if  he  had  the  mone3'  for 
treasury  ? — A.  It  would  not  go  to  the  Treasurer, 
he  Treasurer  issues  a  certificate  for  a  one  thousand  dollar  bond, 
mything  to  prevent  an  order  for  two  thousand  dollars  of  bonds 
It  to  the  Register's  office  from  your  office? — A.  Only  our  checks, 
ur integrity! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

m  putting  that  out  of  the  question  all  the  time.  If  such  a  bond 
ed,  that,  two  thousand  dollar  bond  would  cx)me  back  to  your 
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office.  What  would  3011  do  with  it  f — A.  The  initials  of  the  clerk  havin<r 
charge  of  the  loan  would  V)e  put  ui)ou  it,  and  it  would  be  sealed. 

Q.  But  the  Treasurer  himself  would  know  nothing  of  it  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  an  account  in  your  office  of  accrued  interest  on  bonds 
when  they  are  issued  ? — A.  We  keep  an  account  of  it  as  furnished  by 
the  certiticate  of  deposit. 

Q.  To  make  it  plain,  if  I  were  to  ask  you  to-day  to  furnish  me  a  list 
of  accrued  interest  upon  bonds  sold  since  1804,  or  any  other  time,  could 
you  do  it  ? — A.  I  could  not. 

Q.  It  is  not  kept  in  your  office  in  such  a  way  that  you  could  ? — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Is  it  ke])t  in  any  office  that  you  know  of  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  phtce  in  which  it  is  kept  ? — A.  I  do  not  know,  but 
I  believe  the  Treasurer  has  that ;  I  am  not  positive  on  that  point,  how- 
ever. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Are  your  accounts  and  those  of  the  Treasurer  ever  compared  ?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  often  ? — A.  We  compare  cpiite  frequently,  not  at  any  regular 
time. 

Q,  The  moment  they  are  compared  any  discrepancy  in  the  amount  of 
a  deposit  and  the  amount  of  a  corresponding  bond  would  be  detected  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Is  there  anything  but  integrity  to  i)reveut  the  Treasurer  when  he 
recives  a  deposit  of  a  thousand  dollars  from  issuing  a  certificate  to  you 
of  $2,0001 — A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  I  am  compelled  to  accept  his  cer- 
tificate without  question. 

Q.  How  soon  would  that  be  detected  hy  any  comparison  in  the  de- 
partment f — I  think  at  the  end  of  the  month. 

Q,  As  often  as  once  a  month  do  you  compare  your  issues  of  bonds 
with  the  Treasurer's  account  of  his  issue  of  certificates  f — A.  My  im- 
pression is  that  we  do,  but  I  am  not  certain  about  that.  That  report 
does  not  come  to  us  in  bulk. 

Q.  If  every  man  is  honest,  the  Treasurers  certificate,  your  order  to 
the  Kegister,  and  the  bond  which  comes  back  fix)m  the  Register  and  to 
which  you  affix  the  seal  of  the  United  States,  and  the  official  letters,  must 
all  agree  f — A.  Y"es,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  Tracing  the  history  of  a  transaction  in  the  Bond  Division  from  the 
period  when  the  certificate  of  the  deposit  of  the  money  issued  until  the 
bond  is  delivered  to  the  person  entitled  to  it,  how  many  permanent 
records  of  the  different  steps  are  kept  in  the  Treasury  Department  ?— 
A.  There  is  a  record  in  the  Treasurer's  office  and  in  the  Loan  Division 
of  the  Secretary's  office  and  in  the  Register's  office,  and  they  have  a 
report  of  this  in  the  Public  Moneys  Division  of  tlie  Secretary's  office^ 
which  checks  oiu*  office. 

Q.  And  these  various  accounts  or  records  are  compared  as  otten  as 
once  in  thirty  days,  and  they  must  all  correspond  or  attention  would 
be  called  to  the  discrepancy  at  once  and  the  occasion  of  it  detected  ?— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  as  to  all  excei)t  the  time.     Comparisons  are  made  frequently. 

By  Mr.  Whyte  : 

Q.  In  the  Public  Moneys  Division  of  the  Secretary's  office,  vrhence  do 
they  get  the  account  of  moneys  paid  into  the  Treasury  for  bonds  ?— 
A.  From  the  Treasurer's  office. 
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i.  How  otlten  does  the  Treasurer  report  to  that  ottice  f — A.  That  I 
not  so  ceitain  about,  but  1  think  daily. 

By  Mr.  Inualls  : 

j.  In  order  to  accomplish  the  fraudulent  issue  of  a  bond  of  the  United 
ktes,  I  understand  you  it  would  be  necessary  to  piXKJure  the  corrui)t 
lusion  of  foui'  distinct  departments  of  the  Treasury  f — ^A.  To  have 
Brything  api>ear  right,  yes,  sii* ;  and  a  number  or  clerks  in  each  office 
ist  know  something  about  it. 
Q.  And  must  all  coiTuptly  conspire  to  the  same  end  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

CJ.  Does  your  office  keep  an  account  of  tlic  exj)enses  of  the  loans  ? — 
.  We  have  that. 

<J.  In  the  division  of  which  you  are  chief? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
^.  In  what  form  do  you  keep  those  expenses ;  in  regard  to  ejich  bond 
^i  is  issued,  or  how  is  it  kept  ? — A.  It  is  a  geneml  account ;  ours  is 
!«ily  a  memoi-andum  account  only. 

<J.  For  example,  on  the  1st  of  July,  1870,  the  United  States  had  out- 
ajiding  the  bonds  indicated  in  the  monthly  statement  for  the  1st  of 
ily,  1870,  which  I  show  you.  Now,  on  the  1st  day  of  January,  1880, 
has  outstanding  the  character  of  bonds  indicated  on  the  January 
fttement  of  this  year.  Does  your  office  enable  you  to  tell  us  what  it 
8t  the  government  to  make  the  change  from  that  class  of  bonds  out 
1870  to  the  class  of  bonds  now  outstanding  ? — A.  You  mean  the  com- 
^ions ! 

Q.  I  mean  everything — commissions,  double-interest,  &c.  ? — A.  I  can- 
t  tell  «about  double-interest. 

^.  Why  not! — A.  We  have  not  any  account  of  it. 
lJ.  Who  has  an  account  of  it  ? — A.  1  do  not  know. 
i^.  Is  it  not  kept  in  the  department  f — A.  1  do  not  know ;  that  I  have 
ver  had  charge  of. 

3.  Can  you  not  in  your  division,  or  s(mie  other  divivision,  tell  us  what 
have  had  to  pay  to  make  the  change  from  the  class  of  bonds  exist- 
^  in  1870  to  the  class  of  bonds  existing  on  the  1st  of  January,  1880! — 
I  cannot  now. 

i.  Is  there  information  in  your  office  that  will  enable  you  to  do  it ! — 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is. 

J.  Is  there  any  information  in  any  office  of  the  Xi'^a^ury  Department 
t  will  enable  you  to  do  it,  and,  if  so,  which  one ! — A.  I  am  not  in- 
med. 

J.  ^Vhy  is  not  double-interest  part  of  the  expense  of  making  the  trans- 
,  as  well  as  commissions  f — A.  I  am  not  able  to  answer.  I  do  not 
nk  the  account  has  been  kept  so  as  to  ascertain  that  exactly. 
i.  Can  you  give  us  now  the  cost  of  the  refunding  that  has  been  had 
ni  July  14,1870,  up  to  the  present  time,  so  as  to  t«*ll  us  what  it  cost  us 
bave  the  change  made  that  is  indicated  by  the  two  sets  of  tables  which 
lave  exhibited  to  you? — A.  So  tar  as  commissions  and  expenses  are 
icemed,  I  can.  I  cannot  furnish  a  statement  of  what  is  called  the 
able-interest  from  any  records  we  have  in  the  division. 
Q.  You  refer  to  the  half  per  cent,  commission  that  was  allowed,  I  sup- 
seT — A.  Yes,  sii*. 

Q.  We  made  a  general  appropriation  of  one  half  of  one  per  cent.  You 
ow  how  nuich  of  that  has  been  i>aid  out,  and  that  is  all  you  can  furnish 
! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  would  application  have  to  be  made  to  as(5ertain  what  it  has 
st  us  to  change  the  bonds  of  1870  to  the  present  existing  bonds! — A. 

9  TREAS 
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Ifdo  not  uiulerstaiid  bow  tliat  cau  be  done  without  taking  up  every  item 
and  going  through  it,  and  I  do  not  know  that  there  has  been  any  account 
kept  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  the  people  of  the  United  States,  or  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  have  no  means  of  knowing  what  it  has  cost  them 
to  make  that  change  in  the  bonds  f — A.  I  think  it  can  be  done  by  taking 
up  every  individual  transaction,  of  course. 

Q.  But  there  is  no  account  kept  of  it? — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any. 
Perhaps  I  can  illustrate  the  course  of  business  of  the  oftice.  I  have  here 
a  certificate  of  the  form  issued  by  the  Treasurer.  It  contains  a  state- 
ment of  both  principal  and  interest;  we  examine  it  and  we  see  that  it  is 
right  before  we  issue  the  bonds.  Upon  this  particular  cortiticate  bonds 
were  issued,  with  interest  from  January  I,  1870,  so  as  to  i)ay  back  the 
depositor  the  amount  of  interest  paid ;  tlie  bonds  being  dated  March 
1.  Upon  our  order  the  Register  issues  the  bond.  We  have  also  a  com- 
plete detailed  record  of  the  issue. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  tht  athe  Treasurer  aiul  you  compared  ac 
counts,  probably  once  a  month  f — A.  Yes,  sir.     We  do  not  go  through 
all  our  accounts  with  him. 

Q.  The  bond  account  I  am  speaking  of? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  done  that  with  the  Treasurer  as  often  as  once  a  month? 
— A.  There  is  no  regular  time,  but  we  know  he  has  a  sufficient  sum  de- 
posited for  the  amount  of  bonds  issued. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that? — A.  By  comparison  with  his  amounts 
statements  from  liim  that  he  has  a  certain  amount  of  money  deposited. 

Q.  From  the  cer1ili(;jites  he  sends  you? — A.  Ye^,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  anything  but  those  certificates  ? — A.  Only  uiemoranda: 
nothing  further. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand  that  when  a  l)ond  was  issued  on  the  first  day 
of  the  montli,  or  the  last  day  of  the  month,  you  would  go  dow  n  or  send 
down  to  the  Treasurer  and  c()mi)are  the  boncls  issued  during  that  month 
with  the  amount  of  money  in  the  Treasury  on  account  of  bonds? — A. 
The  amount  deposited.  We  find  that  he  has  a  sufficient  amount  depos- 
ited to  cover  the  amount  issued.  We  do  not  go  down  there  and  examine 
every  individual  item  of  his,  but  the  total  amount,  because  sometimes 
we  do  not  issue  in  the  month  for  all  the  deposits  of  that  month.  They 
sometimes  run  over  several  days,  perhaps  a  week ;  sometimes  two  weeks. 
Last  spring  we  were  so  that  we  were  two  or  three  weeks  behind. 

Q.  Do  I  understiind  that  you  and  the  Treasurer,  every  six  months,  or 
at  any  time  intervening  between  six  months,  compare  the  amountof  bonds 
that  has  been  issued  with  the  cash  in  the  Treiisury  on  account  of  bonds!— 
A.  His  account  of  it;  his  reports  of  it. 

Q.  Where  do  you  get  his  reports  ? — A.  His  reports  come  to  the  Public 
Moneys  Division  of  the  Secretary's  office,  and  from  that  to  our  office, 
and  we  check  them. 

Q.  You  get  it  there,  and  not  from  the  Treasurer  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but 
we  do  ascertain  from  him  that  he  has  a  sufficient  amount  in  bulk. 

Q.  How  do  you  ascertain  that  ? — A.  By  sending  down  and  finding  the 
condition  of  his  accounts ;  how  much  has  been  deposited. 

Q.  Have  you  any  person  that  ha.s  been  down  within  the  last  six 
months  and  made  that  examination,  or  have  you  done  it  yourself? — A. 
I  used  to  do  it  myself,  and  I  think  I  can  furnish  you  a  man  who  has 
been  down  within  the  last  six  months. 
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J.  Have  you  a  written  statement  of  the  comparison  at  any  time  ! — 
I  do  not  know  that  we  have  preserved  anything  of  tlie  kind,  but  it 
y  have  been  done. 

J.  You  spoke  of  the  Public  Moneys  Division  being  a  check.    How  is 
5  Public  Moneys  Division  a  check  on  the  issue  of  bonds  f — A.  That 
ision  of  the  Secretary's  office  receives  a  report  from  the  Treasurer  of 
"i  certificates  sent  to  our  office. 
}.  Each  one  ! — A.  Yes,  sir, 

^.  How  does  t6at  office  know  that  it  compares  with  the  certificates  in 
ar  office  ? — A.  We  check  them. 
Q.  AVho  cliecks  them  f — A.  Our  office. 

Q.  Then  it  comes  back  to  your  office  after  all  as  being  the  only  office 
at  makes  the  checks  ! — A.  Yes ;  but  after  that  has  been  checked  then 
is  compared  with  the  Trea.surer's  account  by  the  Secretary's  office, 
ougli  not  our  division  of  it. 

Q.  Wliose  division  is  that  ? — A.  That  is  by  the  Warrant  Division. 
Q.  T  understooil  you  to  say  that  when  a  certificate  came  from  the 
reasurer  to  your  office,  3'ou  issued  an  order  direct  upon  the  Register  and 
le  Register  issued  a  bond  for  the  amount  that  you  ordered  him  to  do, 
id  tlien  it  came  back  to  your  office  for  check,  and  then  it  was"  ready 
T delivery? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  being  so,  where  would  four  persons  have  to  make  collusion  to 
It  a  fraudulent  bond  out! — A.  That  was,  I  said,  to  have  everything 
>pear  all  right  in  all  the  offices. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  now  especially  of  a  bond.  Your  clerk  or  yourself 
Ties  an  order  for  a  $2,000  bond  when  $1,000  was  deposited,  or  you 
ginate  an  order ;  it  mattei-s  not  which.  The  order  goes  directly  to 
5  Register  and  the  bond  comes  to  your  office,  and  then  it  is  ready  for 
livery.  That  is  the  ca^e,  is  it  not  ? — A.  It  goes  to  the  register  for 
livery. 

i.  The  order  goes  to  the  Register,  he  registers  it,  no  matter  what  it 
it  comes  directh'  back  to  your  office  as  a  bond,  and  then  it  is  ready 
delivery  to  the  purchaser  ? — A.  It  is  delivered  oy  the  Register  to  the 
-chaser. 

i-  Do  you  still  say  it  would  take  four  officers  ? — A.  I  did  not  state 
T  officers. 
^.  Well,  four  persons  ? — A.  The  way  the  thing  goes,  to  give  you  a 

tinct  account  of  it 

J.  I  would  rather  have  an  answer  to  the  question  directly.  A  cer- 
cate  comes  from  the  Treasurer  to  you  to  issue  a  bond  tor  $  1,000 ;  you 
Lie  an  order  upoji  the  Register  to  issue  a  bond  for  $2,000  if  you  choose 
do  80.  Of  course  I  do  not  say  you  would  do  so ;  but  I  am  supposing 
ase.  That  order  goes  to  the  Register ;  the  $2,000  bond  is  issued  and 
nes  to  your  office;  it  there  receives  the  initials  or  the  stamp  that  you 
y  put  on ;  it  goes  back  to  the  Register,  the  office  whence  it  came,  ready 
delivery.  That  is  the  plain  statement,  is  itnot ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  would 
luire  collusion  of  a  number  of  clerks  in  my  division  to  do  that.  I  do 
b  do  that.  I  sign  it  after  it  has  been  compared.  The  order  has  been 
ide  out  from  the  certificate  of  deposit  and  compared  by  two  others, 
d  then  I  sign  it  on  their  check. 

i.  It  depends  on  the  integrity  of  your  office  whether  the  bond  is 
:en  according  to  the  correct  amount  or  otherwise! — A.  I  did  not  sup- 
a;e  there  wat*  so  much  responsibility  on  us ;  but  perhaps  it  looks  that 

[J.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  warrants  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Whyte  : 

Q.  Tlie  name  of  what  officers  appears  upon  the  bond  ? — A.  The  uaiue 
of  the  llegister. 

Q.  Is  there  no  name  of  any  other  officer  as  a  check  upon  the  Register, 
put  upon  the  bond  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  there  are  initials  of  two  clerks  who 
are  required  to  make  a  critical  examination  of  the  order  and  the  bond  to 
see  that  they  correspond. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Do  you  send  the  Treasurer's  certificate  to  the  Rejjfister  along;  with 
the  order  for  the  bond  ? — A.  No,  sir;  we  retain  that  as  our  voucher. 

Q.  Bas  the  Register  any  means  of  ascertaining  that  he  has  issued  a 
bond  in  accordance  with  the  certificate  of  deposit  sent  you  by  theTi*eas- 
urerl — A.  By  referring  to  the  Treasurer's  accounts. 

Q.  No  other  way? — A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  Nothing  in  his  office  to  indicate  it! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  bond  never  goes  back  to  the  Treasurer  for  him  to  see  that 
it  has  been  issued  in  accordance  with  the  certificate  he  sent  out  ? — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  suppose  the  Treasurer  sends  you  a  certificate  for  a  thousand 
dollars  and  you  issue  a  bond  for  two  thousand  dollars,  has  the  Register 
any  means  of  knowing  that  your  issue  is  mcorrect,  at  the  time  of  the 
issue  at  least! — ^A.  No  means  except  by  examination. 

Q.  Therefore,  until  your  books  are  examined  there  is  no  officer  but 
yourself,  that  I  obser^-^e,  who  could  tell  that  you  had  issued  a  bond  for 
two  thousand  dollars  instead  of  for  one  thousand  dollars ;  or  if  so,  who 
could  f — A.  There  ai'e  clerks  in  my  office. 

Q.  But  you  can  do  all  this  yourself.  I  am  not  saying  you  would,  but 
w^hatever  is  done  in  your  office  you  have  a  right  to  do  youi-self,  have  you 
not ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  need  not  consult  any  clerk  at  all,  so  that  one  officer  in  yoiu* 
bureau  could  issue  a  two  thousand  dollar  bond  when  the  certificate  only 
came  for  one  thousand  dollars,  and  until  your  own  books  were  examined  no 
other  officer  would  necessarily  know  that  you  had  made  an  over-issue! 
If  it  is  otherwise,  which  officer  would  know  it! — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that 
any  one  would  know  it. 

Q.  So  that  it  may  depend  on  the  action  of  one  man  in  your  office  until 
an  examination  is  made  of  your  books  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  examination  of  your  books  is  made  about  how  often  f — 
A.  I  can  hardly  tell  that.  We  compare  with  the  Register  quite  fre- 
quently ;  Ave  compare  with  the  Treasurer,  that  is,  we  ascertain  before 
the  debt  statement  is  made  up  every  month ;  but  Ave  do  not  make  a 
critical  examinaticm  of  e\'ery  item  then. 

Q.  Is  there  any  law  requiring  any  examination  of  your  books  at  any 
stated  period  by  any  other  officer  of  the  gOAeniment f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  what  would  prevent  a  dishonest  man,  occupying  the  i)osi- 
tion  that  you  now  occu[)y,  from  issuing  a  bond  for  double  the  amount  of 
the  certificate  sent  him  by  the  Treasurer,  and  how  could  he  be  detected 
until  his  books  came  to  be  examined  f — A.  1  do  not  knoAv  that  there 
would  be  any  way  of  detecting  it  before  the  examination  was  made. 

Q.  And  that  examination  is  not  made  at  any  fixed  time  in  accoitlauce 
with  any  laAV  that  you  are  aware  off — A.  Not  that  I  am  aAvai-e  of. 

Q.  So  that  a  dishonest  officer  could  hold  back  his  books  for  a  very 
long  time,  could  he  notf — A.  We  ai^e  open  to  inspection  all  the  time.  I 
do  not  know  that  we  could  hold  them  back  at  all. 
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Q.  There  is  uo  law  requiring  that  examination  to  be  made  as  a  check 
over  that  officer  at  any  given  time  that  you  are  aware  off — A.  Fo,  sir. 

Q.  When  these  examinations  are  made,  are  they  made  carefully  to 
^'^ee  that  each  one  of  the  offices  compares  exactly  with  the  other  ? — A. 
^es,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  object  of  making  the  examination  I — A.  To  see  that 
^bere  has  been  no  mistake. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  not  the  examination  somewhat  in  this  form  that  you  give  the 
^pster,  and  he  gives  you  the  total  amounts  instead  of  going  over  and 
checking  every  l>ond  that  has  passed  between  you  f — A.  At  the  end  of 
the  month  they  examine  the  amounts  issued,  and  then  we  compare,  and 
if  our  totals  agi'ee  it  is  sui>posed  to  be  correct. 

Q.  It  is  the  total  amounts  you  look  to,  and  not  each  separate  transac- 
tion f — A.  Unless  there  is  a  variation. 

By  Mr.  Whyte  : 

Q.  You  look  at  the  aggregate  amount  and  if  the  aggregate  amount 
^grei\s  you  do  not  then  go  back  to  see  whether  each  one  of  the  items 
niaking  up  the  aggregate  is  correct? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  Take  the  case  of  the  issue  of  bonds  to  Emily  Ste^irns,  you  have 
brought  the  certificate  of  for  our  inspection.  It  appears  that  on  the 
1st  of  Marcb,  1879,  she  deimsited  the  sum  of  $15,083.84  on  account 
Of  subscriptions  to  the  consols  of  1907.  Let  me  ask  you  if  in  the  office 
of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  there  was  when  that  money  was 
tieposited  a  book  account  opene4l  with  Emily  Steams  ?— A.  That  I  am 
Xiot  familiar  with. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  that  wa^s  made  the  subject  of  a  book 
^ntry  in  that  office  or  not ! — A.  No,  sir.  I  of  course  suppose  it  was, 
but  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Q.  You  do  know  that  ui>on  that  money  being  deposited  duplicate  cer- 
titiciites  issue,  one  of  which  is  sent  forward  and  one  of  which  is  retained 
in  the  office  as  a  memorandum  of  the  transaction  ?• — A.  I  suppose  they 
keep  an  account  of  it. 

Q.  You  have  brought  botli  here  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  One  was  intended  to 
be  given  to  the  depositor  and  the  other  to  be  filed  in  our  office. 

Q.  As  evidence  to  the  depositor  that  the  deposit  has  been  i-eceivedf — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  this  aiM^ount  came  to  you  of  Emily  Steams,  was  there  a 
book  entry  of  the  transaction  made  in  your  office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  regular  ledger  account,  debtor  and  creditor ! — A.  A  regular  ac- 
count, not  a  credit  account,  but  it  is  a  regular  entry  on  account  of  the 
loan,  showing  the  name  of  the  depositor,  the  amount  of  money  depos- 
ited, the  account  for  which  the  deposit  was  made,  principal  and  interest. 

Q.  And  then,  as  I  understand,  upon  this  certificate  being  I'eceived  the 
bond  is  issued! — A.  I  issue  an  order  on  the  Register  for  the  bond. 

Q.  Is  there  a  book  account  in  your  office  of  this  order  I — A.  Ye«,  sir. 

Q.  That  appears  as  a  permanent  record  in  the  office  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  transmitted  to  the  Register f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  upon  it  a  bond  is  issued! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  a  book  account  kept  in  the  Ri^gister's  office  of  the  bonds 
issued  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Stating  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  they  are  issued,  and  the 
amount,  and  the  date! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  when  that  is  done  the  bond  is  delivered  to  the  person  en- 
titled to  it ! — ^A.  That  does  not  complete  it.  That  bond  then  coiner  to 
our  division,  and  there  we  make  a  i>ermanent  and  independent  reeoni 
from  anything  that  ha8  been  before. 

Q.  Then  there  are  two  i)ermanent  records  in  your  office  of  the  trauii;- 
actiont — A.  Yes,  sir.  ' 

Q.  And  when  that  record  has  been  ma^le  the  bond  is  ready  for  de- 
livery!— ^A.  Yes,  sir;  when  I  have  put  the  seal  and  the  initials  on  it. 

Q.  The  bond  is  then  ready  to  be  delivered  to  Emily  Stealing  f — It  is 
returned  to  the  Register  for  delivery  to  Emily  Stearns. 

Q.  Is  there  a  further  memorandum  made  of  the  sending  forward  of 
that  bond  to  the  Register  ? — A.  He  obtains  a  recei])t  for  it. 

Q.  And  that  also  is  filed  in  your  office  f — A.  Filed  with  the  Register. 

Q.  And  when  that  has  all  been  done,  the  bond  is  then  ready  for  de- 
li ver>'  to  the  person  entitled  to  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  further  in  regard  to  the  l)i^^8ion  of  Public  Moneys. 
You  said  there  was  some  method  in  which  this  transaction  would  also 
appear  there.  State  clearly  what  that  is. — A.  A  stiiteraent  of  the  issue 
of  certificate  by  the  Treasurer  is  reported  by  him  to  the  Seci-etary's  of- 
fice, the  Division  of  Public  Moneys. 

Q.  When  is  that  reported,  then  ! — A.  I  think  it  is  on  the  same  day. 

Q.  Simultaneously! — A.  I  think  so;  I  am  not  so  certain  of  that, 
whether  it  is  made  daily  or  weekly,  but  I  think  daily. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  state  whether  there  is  also  a  permanent  recoitl  of 
the  transaction  made  upon  this  report  from  the  Treasurer  in  the  Divis- 
ion of  Public  Moneys! — ^A.  1  think  there  is,  but  I  am  not  certain.  I  do 
not  think  I  have  been  over  it. 

Q.  Now,  taking  the  case  of  Emily  Stearns,  in  order  to  have  secui-etl 
the  successful  issue  of  $20,000  of  bonds,  we  will  suppose  for  illustratiou, 
upon  her  deposit  of  $15,000  in  money,  and  to  escape  detection,  would 
it  not  have  been  necessary  to  have  secure^l  the  corrupt,  simultaneous 
collusion  of  men  in  each  one  of  these  four  departments  of  the  Treaisury, 
including  the  knowledge  of  a  large  number  of  clerks  and  subordinates ! 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  the  honesty  of  the  issue  of  a  bond  does  not  depend  upou 
the  integrity  of  any  single  official  of  the  Treasury  Department ! — A.  No, 
sir :  not  to  have  everything  apx)ear  right. 

Q.  I  am  talking  about  the  accomplishment  of  a  successful  frai^d  ou 
the  government. — A.  It  would  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  everything  appearing  right !  Is  it  the  bonds 
appearing  right  or  the  books  ap]>earing  right! — A.  The  entries  all  ap- 
pearing right,  and  the  bonds  going  out  so  that  the  fraud  could  not  be 
detect^. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  To  secure  the  successful  issue  of  a  fraudulent  bond  the  entries  must 
all  be  the  same,  must  they  not ;  because  the  moment  you  begin  to  com- 
pare the  accounts  of  ^hese  different  offices  the  discrepancy  will  appear, 
the  attention  of  the  officials  will  be  directed  to  that,  search  will  be  made, 
and  then,  of  course,  the  occasion  of  the  discrepancy  would  appet^,  would 
it  not  ! — A.  Certainly. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Describe  now,  as  closelj^  as  you  can,  the  manner  in  which  a  bond 
is  issued  and  everybody's  hands  through  whom  it  passes  before  it  is  de- 
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iivered  to  tbe  subscriber.     If  I  want  to  buy  a  bond  for  a  thousand  dol- 
lars to-day  how  wouUl  I  have  to  do,  and  when  shouUl  I  get  the  bond  in 
KBiy  hands  after  making  a  deposit  at  the  Treasurer's  office  f — A.    He 
^««^ottld  issue  a  eeitifteate,  send  that  to  the  Secretary's  office,  and  on  that 
-^jve  shoukl  issue  our  certificate  or  order  on  the  Register,  who  w^oukl  pre- 
X^are  the  bond  upon  tliat.     Having  prepared  it,  he  would  deliver  it  ta 
trlie  Loan  Division  of  tlie  Secreta.ry's  oflftce  for  the  impression  of  the  seal 
safcnd  the  initialing  and  record.    Then  it  would  go  back  to  the  Register's 
€_)ffiee  for  deliverv. 

Q.  Then  if  I  apply  to-day  to  the  Treasurer  for  a  thousand  dollar  bond 
^be  certificate  would  go  to  your  office,  the  Loan  Division,  and  an  order 
^oukl  go  iron  there  to  the  Register  to  issue  a  bond,  and  it  would  be 
issued  and  come  back  to  your  office  again  for  the  seal  f — A.  For  exam- 
ination and  the  seal,  to  see  that  it  agreed  with  our  directions. 

Q.  Then  you  would  send  it  to  the  Register  again  for  delivery! — ^A. 
"V'es,  sir. 

Q.  Xo  other  person  sees  the  bond  legally  f — A.  Of  course  there  are  a 
iHind>er  of  persons  in  each  office  who  see  it. 

Q.  That  is  the  full  description  of  applying  for  the  delivery   of  a 
l»oiid  i — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  TluMi  it  passes  through  no  office  but  yours  and  the  Register's  f — A. 
5^hose  are  all. 

Q.  I  understood  you  t4)  say  that  the  Public  Moneys  Division  and 
yours  nuide  comi)arisons  as  often  as  once  a  month  t — A.    Thei^  is  not 
Hiiy  absolute  time,  but  we  compare  fi^equently. 
Q.  At  your  your  own  option  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  These  com])arisons  are  not  made  under  law  or  general  instructions, 
but  at  such  tunes  as  you  may  think  best  to  make  them! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  When  they  are  nmde,  is  it  not  the  custom  to  take  the  aggregates 
Wtween  the  dates,  and  when  you  make  up  the  aggregate  for  your 
t>ttice,  and  the  Treasurer  makes  up  his  aggregate,  and  the  Public  Mon- 
eys Division  their  aggregate,  if  these  aggregates  agree,  do  you  go  any 
further! — A.  \Ve  check  by  items. 

Q.  On  what? — A.  On  the  reiK)rts  furnishe<l  us. 
1^.  l>o  they  furnish  you  all  the  items? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
if.  Who  furnishes  you  all  the  items! — A.  They  come  to  my  division 
fi"oni  the  Public  Moneys  Division. 

Q.  What  items ! — A.  Each  certificate  has  one  item  for  principal,  and 
one  item  for  interest. 

Q.  Do  you  keej)  an  account  of  pnncipal  and  interest! — A.  So  far  as 
this  loan  is  concerned. 

Q.  Then  you  can  tell  me  how  much  a^'crued  interest  has  been  re- 
reived. — A.  How  much  we  have  received ! 

Q.  Y'ou  have  not  received  any  money! — A.  How  much  accrued  in- 
terest has  been  paid  in ;  we  can  tell  that. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  an  account  of  the  accrue<l  interest ! — A.  Y'es,  sir. 
Q.  I   understood  you  a  short  "time  ago  to  say  that  you  did  not.— A. 
We  only  keep  it  to  see  that  each  item  is  correct. 

Q.  Can  vou  tell  this  day  how  much  accrued  intei*est  on  bonds  has 
l»een  paid  into  the  Ti'easurer's  office  in  the  last  five  years! — A.  I  do  not 
think  that  we  can,  all  of  it. 

Q.  I  understJind,  when  your  comparisons  are  made,  if  the  aggregates 
•are  cx)rrect,  you  accept  them  with  one  another  throughout.  Is  that  the 
way,  or  not! — A.  No,  sir;  we  check  the  individual  items,  and  E  suppose 
that  the  warmnts  show  what  is  interest  and  what  principal.     We  check 
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the  items,  but  do  not  keep  an  account  of  the  warrants,  or  of  the  state- 
ment that  ^oes  with  each  warrant. 

Q.  The  Treasurer  here  probably  does  not  receive  one-twentieth  part 
of  the  subscriptions,  which  are  mainly  in  New  York.  Do  you  check 
them? — A.  Yes,  sir.  4 

Q.  How! — A.  In  the  same  manner. 

Q.  In  what  manner! — A.  By  items. 

Q.  Do  they  send  them  to  you  ? — A.  They  send  the  certificates. 

Q.  The  sub-treasurer  at  New  York ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  each  bond  that  may  be  issued  to  A,  B,  C,  and  D,  with  the 
name  of  the  person  and  the  interest  accrued! — A.  Yes,  sir:  just  the  same 
as  the  certificate  I  have  shown  you  here.  We  treat  all  the  assistant 
treasurers  the  same  a«  the  Treasurer. 

Q.  They  pass  through  the  office  of  the  Treasurer  here  ! — A.  Tlie  Treas- 
urer lias  reports  of  them,  but  does  not  receive  the  certificates. 

Q.  They  make  duplicate  reports  to  the  Public  Money  office  and  to  the 
Treasurer? — A.  I  believe  tliey  do. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  How  long  did  you  say  you  had  been  in  this  particular  branch  of 
the  public  service  in  the  Treasury  ? — A.  Fifteen  years. 

Q.  Has  there  ever  been  to  your  knowledge  a  bond  of  the  United 
States  fraudulently  or  improperly  issued ! — A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Would  you  have  been  apt  to  know  if  there  had  been  ? — A.  I  siiould. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  would  you  know  if  thei*e  was  a  fraudulent  bond  out  to-day? 
— ^A.  We  should  know  by  the  numbers.  We  always  compai-e  our  lx)okB 
after  we  complete  a  loan,  and  see  that  it  exactly  compares  with  the  de- 
posits on  account  of  the  loan,  aiul  if  there  was  an  excessiv^e  amount 
issued  we  could  determine  it  by  the  denominations  and  numbers  of  tbe 
bonds.  • 

Q.  If  a  fraudulent  bond  wiis  issued,  there  would  be  no  entries  of  it  at 
all  probably  ?— A.  But  thej"  are  numbered  consecutively,  and  unless  we 
could  account  for  every  number,  there  would  be  something  wrong. 

Q.  But  if  I  owned  a  bond,  how  would  you  ever  see  it  or  know  anything 
about  the  number  ? — A.  We  keep  a  statement  that  shows  that. 

Q.  How  could  you  show  it  if  it  wjis  fraudulent  ? — A.  The  bonds  nin 
numerically,  and  we  know  the  highest  number  issued  and  the  lowest 
number. 

Q.  But  sui)pose  there  were  duplicate  numbers ;  what  would  you  know 
about  them  ?  How  could  ycmr  office  tell  if  there  were  duplicate  num- 
bers?— A.  We  should  have  a  record  of  the  first  number,  and  if  dupli- 
cates were  issued  we  should  detect  it  by  examination. 

Q.  How  ? — A.  We  examine  carefully. 

Q.  You  <lo  not  say,  though,  how  you  could  examine  them.  If  I  am  tlie 
owner  of  a  bond  fraudulently  issued,  I  do  not  bring  it  here  and  show  it 
to  you. — A.  The  bonds  of  each  loan  are  issued  and  numbered  consecu- 
tively, and  delivered  upon  the  order  of  the  Seer  itary  to  the  Register. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  point.  The  point  is  that  I  am  the  owner  now  of  a 
fiaudulent  bond.  Of  (course  there  would  be  no  entry  of  it  if  it  wa«  fraud- 
ulent.— A.  I  do  not  see  how  they  could  get  it  out. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  question  is,  would  you  know  if  it 
was  out,  and  how  would  you  know  it? — A.  If  a  duplicate  bond  C4ime  in 
we  should  know  whether  it  was  genuine. 

Q.  Of  course  you  would  if  it  came  in,  but  suppose  it  did  not  come  in. 
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fa  would  not  know  it  by  paying  interest,  because  the  coupons  are 
ver  cheeked.  The  Treasurer  pays  interest  on  every  coupon  that  is 
isented. — A.  The  coupons  come  in,  and  we  have  an  account  of  them 
pt  in  the  Register's  office,  and  they  would  know  about  it  immediately. 
}.  If  that  is  so,  how  is  it  that  what  is  known  as  Whittaker  bonds  were 
id,  and  were  out  for  some  considerable  time  before  some  secret  service 
cer  found  it  out! — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  them.  Is  that 
rthing  recent ! 

J.  I  have  forgotten  the  time,  but  about  1870, 1  think. — A.  Perhaps 
a  are  referring  to  tlie  Whittlesey  bonds.  That  matter  wiis  very  soon 
covered.  I  can  only  tell  what  I  have  heard  about  that.  I  think  it 
«  before  I  was  connected  with  the  department,  but  I  have  seen  the 
»nls.  There  was  one  page  marked  "  not  issued,''  the  bonds  having 
en  abstracted. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  In  the  certificate  you  have  handed  us  it  appea.r8  that  Emily  Stearns 

id  the  money  directly  to  the  Tresisiirer.     l>o  you  understand  it  in  that 

ly! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Treasurer  receives  the  money  directly  from  the  party  making 

e  application  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  or  on  her  account. 

^.  But  it  seems  to  l)e  a  direct  payment  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

^.  Are  you  a  bonded  officer  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

i.  Are  there  any  bonded  officers  in  the  Secretary's  office  f — A.  None 

the  chiefs  of  division  that  I  am  aware  of. 

i.  If  Emily  Stearns  and  yourself — supposing  that  case — had  deter- 

led  to  make  a  fraudulent  issue,  to  issue  $30,000  instead  of  $15,000 

)n  that  certificate  of  the  Treasurer,  was  there  any  Avay  to  prevent 

I  from  issuing,  and  Emily  Stearns  from  getting,  $30,000  of  bonds 

!ept  the  integrity  of  yourself  and  Stearns! — A.  No,  sir. 

J.  The  detection  you  think  would  have  followed  immediately! — A.  I 

J.  But  the  issue  could  have  been  ma<le  if  you  and  Emily  Stearns  had 
[1  lit  to  cx)llude  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

J.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Division  of  Public  Moneys  receives  from 
Treasurer  daily  the  items  as  received  by  the  Treasurer,  or  just  the 
regate  received  by  him  ! — A.  I  said  that  I  did  not  know  whether 
y  received  it  daily,  but  I  think  they  do. 


[ELLEN  C  Hooker  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

(nestion.  Are  you  engaged  in  the  Register's  office  of  the  Treasury 

>artment  f — Answer.  I  am. 

\.  What  is  your  occupation! — A.  I  have  charge  of  the  Register's 

5.  Have  you  charge  of  the  general  warrants  of  the  Register's  office  ? — 

What  do  you  mean  by  "  general  warrants  f" 

5.  I  mean  the  warrants  tliat  come  to  the  Treasurer's  office,  of  moneys 

i  on  appropriations,  especially  on  permanent  and  indefinite  appro- 

itions! — A.  I  have  charge  of  all  appropriation  warrants. 

}.  Can  you  furnish  us  the  permanent  and  indefinite  appropriation 

Tants  for  1868  and  1870  f — A.  I  know  nothing  why  1  cannot.    I  sup- 

e  they  are  on  file. 
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Q.  Then  if  you  will  get  us  the  perniauent  and  iiidefiiiite  appix>priatioii 
warrants  for  18(>8  and  1870,  we  shall  be  obliged  to  you. — A.  I  might 
say  by  way  of  explanation  that  I  had  an  order  for  one  waiTant ;  1  think 
it  was  in  1870,  and  I  think  it  was  an  indefinite  warrant,  and  it  was  not 
on  file.    If  that  is  the  one  you  refer  to,  I  am  not  able  to  furnish  it. 

Q.  Why  can  you  not  furnish  it  ? — A.  It  does  not  api>ear  on  my  filers, 
and  never  has  been  there  since  I  have  had  charge  of  them. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  had  charge  f — A.  I  think  a  little  over  two 
years. 

Q.  (Exhibiting.)  Here  is  a  warrant  for  the  permanent  and  indefinite 
amounts  appropriatexl  for  1809.  Is  that  the  warrant  ? — A.  (Examining.) 
It  may  be,  but  1  cannot  tell ;  I  am  not  supposed  to  be  conversjint  witli 
all  the  ins  and  outs  of  these  warrants.  The^'  simply  apply  to  me  for  then), 
and  I  furnish  them  by  number  and  date. 

Q.  Was  that  warrant  furnished  by  you  to  this  committee  t — A.  Ws. 
sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  total  amount  of  that  warrant ;  how  much  doe^s  it 
transfer  f — A.  1  do  not  know. 

Q.  Examine  the  warrant  and  tell  us  the  aggregate  amount  the  war- 
rant is  for. — A.  (Examining.)  There  appears  to  be  a  final  fo4)ting  hem 
which  is  $3y7,94r),900.9(J.  I  do  not  know,  any  further  than  that,  what 
it  means. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  to  us  of  the  corresi)onding  warriiiit  of  June  -^l 
1870?  Can  you  furnish  it  to  us? — A.  I  cannot  tell  withoul  referring  to 
my  files. 

Q.  Go  to  your  files,  and  let  us  know  as  soon  a«  you  can. — A.  I  will. 

The  Chairman.  Here  is  a  waiTant  which  is  offered  in  evidence.  It 
is  Treasury  appropriation  warrant,  permanent  and  indefinite,  of  the 
30th  of  June,  1869,  apparently  transferring  all  the  permanent  and  iu- 
definite  appropriations  for  that  year  to  the  parties  who  had  the  expendi- 
ture of  them.  It  is  a  general  warrant,  making  that  transfer,  and  I  want 
to  c^ll  attention  to  several  erasures  on  the  warrant — several  changes  of 
amounts. 

The  witness,  JVIellen  C.  Hooker,  after  being  absent  for  s<nne  time, 
returned,  and  his  examination  was  continued  as  follows: 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  What  report  do  you  make? — A.  The  war- 
rants for  which  your  memorandum  calls,  namely.  No.  Sl>5,  dated  Jiuie 
30,  1868,  and  No.  947,  dated  June  30,  1870,  do  not  appear  on  the  files, 
neither  have  they  been  on  the  files  since  I  have  been  custodian  of  the 
wari*ants. 

Q.  Can  you  direct  us  to  any  place  where  we  should  be  likely  to  get 
information  connected  with  them  f — A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Have  you  made  inquiry  or  search  for  them  yourself? — A.  I  have; 
diligent  search. 

Q.  What  has  been  the  result! — A.  Diligent  search  on  my  part  bas 
failed  to  reveal  their  whereabouts ;  search  made  as  soon  a«  I  aiicertaiued 
that  they  were  gone. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  you  have  known  that  they  were  gone  ? — A.  A 
little  over  two  years. 

Q.  Have  you  made  search  diligently  at  intervals  since  ? — A.  No ;  I 
have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  informed  the  Register  of  their  absence  ? — A.  1  have. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  place  or  anybody  to  whom  we  could  apply  that 
could  give  us  further  information  about  them  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  those  warrants  are  f — A.  I  do  not.  I  never 
saw  them. 
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I  the  uiitiire  of  them  wouhl  you  know  whether  or  not  they 
ar  warrants  to  the  one  that  was  shown  to  you  awhile  ago  ? — 

not  tell  unless  by  comparing  them. 

you  find  us  the  warrant  that  covers  in  the  gross  amount  of  the 
:  indefinite  appropriations  to  the  .'JOth  of  June,  1870  ? — A.  I 

Mr.  Daaves  : 

n  did  you  come  into  the  custody  of  these  warrants? — A.  I 

IS  a  little  more  than  two  years  ago. 

?  you  any  other  business  with  them  except  to  keep  the  war- 

custoilian  ? — A.  1  have  not. 

e  you  any  knowledge  of  their  contents  f — A.  I  have  not. 

re  one  here  which  bears  the  number  919,  and  bears  the  date  of 

if  June,  1809.    This  was  received  from  you  as  its  custodian, 

f — A.  It  was. 

II  this  is  the  memorandum,  ^'lleg'd  August  18,  1809,  H.  M.  G.'' 
tate  what  that  means  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell  certainly  what  that 
never  inquired  what  it  meant;  I  never  had  any  knowledge  of 
•e  than  I  inferred  from  the  re>i\ding;  "Reg'd"  appears  to  stand 
tered  August  10,  1809.''  Whether  it  was  registered,  or  how 
Istered,  I  know  nothing  of. 

from  that,  would  you  infer  that  it  was  registered  somewhere  i 

)uld  suppose  it  was. 

lother  place  I  see  "  Posted  ;W)  June,  18(i9,"  with  initials ''  F.  K.'' 

t  know  from  your  personal  knowledge  what  that  means,  do 

I  do  not. 

from  that  you  would  infer  that  it  was  posted  somewhere  ! — A. 

nner  I  should  suppose  that  there  had  been  another  entry  mtule 

rrant  in  a  book. 

on  understand  that  there  are  dujdicates  or  triplicates  of  all 

ssued  ? — A.  I  understand  that  there  were  from  a  certain  time. 

le  to  tell  that  time  now,  duplicates  or  trii)licates. 

it  was  done  with  the  duplicate  or  triplicate  ? — A.  If  my  recollec- 

!?  me  aright  the  duplicate  is  held  by  the  Comptroller,  and  the 

L>y  the  otiice  in  whose  favor  the  warrant  is  nmde. 

9  you  been  asked  by  any  one  to  search  for  a  register  of  warrant 

e  30, 1808,  and  the  other  one  on  memorandum  f — A.  I  have  not. 

)r  any  place  where  they  were  posted  t — A.  I  have  not. 

p  3'ou  been  asked  by  any  one  to  see  if  there  is  a  duplicate  of 

tiese  wannmts  with  the  Comptroller  ? — A.  I  have  not. 

ith  the  division  or  ortice  in  favor  of  which  it  was  issued  f — A. 

warrant  which  I  show  to  you  is  countersigned  by  the  First 
er  and  by  the  Register,  is  it  not  ? — A.  It  is. 
e  you  inquired  at  either  of  those  departments  of  the  Treasury 
5e  to  the  warrants  of  June  30,  1808,  and  June  30,  1870! — A.  I 

you  find  any  trace  of  them  in  either  of  those  places  ? — A.  I  did 

coi>y  of  them  or  what  purports  to  be  a  coi>y  of  them  ? — A.  I 

have  not  inquired  whether  they  have  anything  in  those  of- 

I  have  not  inquired  about  anything  in  reference  to  copies  ot 

warrants.     I  have  inquired  for  the  original  warrants  them- 
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Q.  Wliich  it  was  your  business  to  keep! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  they  were  not  there  f — A.  They  were  not  there. 

Q.  But  whether  they  had  duplicates  or  triplicates  of  them  you  did 
not  inquire? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  It  was  simply  to  find  the  particular  original  papers! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  make  any  inquiry  in  any  quarter  in  the  department  to 
ascertain  whether  there  is  a  record  of  either  of  these  two  warrants,  and 
inform  us  ! — A.  I  can. 

The  witness  left  the  room,  and  after  an  absence  of  some  time  returned, 
when  his  examination  was  resumed  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  What  have  you  ascertained  in  reference  to  duplicates  and  tripli- 
cates of  those  warrants  to  which  your  attention  was  called  ! — A.  1  have 
ascertained  that  there  are  duplicates  of  those  warrants  which  are  miss- 
ing on  file  in  the  Warrant  Division  of  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  Anywhere  else  f — A.  I  think  not.  There  is  also  a  register  of  these 
warranto,  which  can  be  had  at  any  time. 


Eugene  B.  Daskam  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Question.  You  are  the  chief  of  the  Division  of  Public  Moneys  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ! — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  record,  if  any,  is  kept  iu  your  office  touching 'the  mon- 
eys received  for  bonds  of  the  United  States. — A.  Subscription  to  bonds, 
you  mean.  ' 

Q.  Yes,  sir.  Take  a  case  where  a  person  desires  to  purchase  bonds 
of  the  United  States,  and  makes  a  deposit  with  the  Treasurer  for  that 
Ijurpose  ? — A.  Or  at  a  national  bank  depository  or  with  an  assistant 
treasurer.  We  get  a  weekly  statement,  what  is  called  a  transcript  of 
the  Treasurer's  general  account.  All  moneys  so  deposited  ai'e  deposited 
to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  subject  to  his  check. 
We  get  a  weekly  'transcript  of  the  Treasurer's  account  with  ea^h  bank 
and  depository. 

Q.  From  what  soui'ce  does  that  emanate! — A.  From  the  assistant 
treasurer,  if  the  money  is  deposited  there ;  from  the  national  bank  de- 
l)ository  if  deposited  there. 

Q.  What  is  done  with  that  statement  ? — A.  We  make  a  record  on  our 
books  of  all  those  receipts. 

Q.  What  does  that  statemeut  show  specifically! — A.  It  shows  the 
amount  deposited,  on  what  account  deposited,  and  by  whom  deposited. 

Q.  The  name  of  each  individual  depositor  ! — A.  Usually. 

Q.  The  purpose  for  which  deposited  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  Accompanying 
that  transcript  is  usually  a  list  of  deposits  showing  the  name  of  the  de- 
positor, on  what  account  deposited,  and  the  amount.  We  compare  those 
lists,  and  they  are  forwarded  to  the  waiTant-it)om  of  our  office  for  war- 
rant covering  them  in. 

Q.  What  record  is  kept  of  that  list ;  is  there  a  book  account  of  it  ?— 
A.  We  have  a  book  account  of  the  entry,  and  we  make  up  a  list  from 
that  and  check  it,  and  when  the  warrant  is  issued  the  wan-ant  comes 
back  to  our  mom,  and  we  put  the  number  of  the  warrant  against  the 
amount  so  deposited. 
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fe«  In  case  a  subscription  is  made  for  the  purchase  of  a  bond,  is  there 
^arrant  issued  in  that  office  covering  that  subscription  eventually? — 
^0 ;  we  do  not  issue  any  warrants.  We  prepare  lists  on  which  the 
CT^nts  are  issued. 

^.  By  whom  is  the  warrant  issued  ! — A.  In  the  Warrant  lioom.  Ma- 
l*ower  has  charge  of  it. 

2.  In  whose  division  is  that! — A.  Major  Powell's — ^\Varrant«  and  Ap- 
ipriations.  ^ 

i.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  that  in  the  case  of  every  individual 
ascription  for  a  lw)nd  accomi)anied  by  a  (deposit  or  payment  of  money 
ire  is  in  that  division  a  waiTant  covering  that  8i>ecific  amount,  in  ad- 
Ion  to  the  other  processes  you  have  described  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  the 
UTant  Room.  In  other  words,  the  warrants  are  issued  from  that  room. 
I  do  not  issue  warrants. 

J.  State  further  to  the  committee  what  comparison  is  made  between 
»e  statements  that  are  received  by  you  and  the  other  transactions 
ative  to  these  subscriptions  in  other  branches  of  the  Treasury. — A.  I 
not  think  I  understand  you. 

^.  I  desire  to  know  whether  these  accounts  of  yours  are  compared 
^  the  accounts  of  the  Loan  Division,  for  instance  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  When  ? — A.  Every  list  is  checked  both  by  the  Loan  Division  and 
the  Division  of  Accounts  of  the  Treasurer's  Office  before  going  to  Mr. 
>wer.  I  did  not  state  that  before.  We  first  prepare  the  lists  and  they 
Bsent  to  the  Loan  Division,  are  checked  there,  and  then  are  sent  to 
B  Treasurer's  office,  Division  of  Accounts,  and  are  checked  there. 
^y  get  those  two  checks  on  them  before  any  warrants  are  issued, 
ere  is  a  check  on  the  depository  and  the  depositor,  that  is  in  the  Loan 
inch,  for  that  particular  work ;  they  have  the  original  certificate,  and  on 
other  accounts  we  have  the  original  certificates  of  deposit  also  in  our 
ision,  and  one  is  a  check  against  the  other,  but  in  loan  matters  the 
ifiion  of  Loans  has  the  original  certificate  of  deposit,  and  we  send  the 
there  for  check. 

.  How  long  after  the  transaction  closes  in  your  office  is  the  warrant 
ed  in  the  division  of  Mr.  Power  ! — A.  There  is  no  regular  time. 
.  As  a  matter  of  experience  in  loan  matters,  particularly  ! — A.  I 
k  they  have  been  sometimes  quite  a  long  time,  particularly  during 
e  heavy  loan  transactions ;  they  could  not  get  time  up  there  to  check 

.   What  do  you  mean  by  ''along  time''! — A.  Perhaps  a  list  has 

I  up  there  a  month  or  six  weeks. 

.   Ever  longer  than  that? — A.  I  do  not  know  but  they   may  have 

1  longer. 

.   In  the  ordinary  process  of  business  when  there  is  not  the  accumu- 

ni  that  arose  from  that  emergency,  what  woiUd  be  the  period  that 

Id  onlinarily  elapse ! — A.  They  might  come  down  the  next  day,  or 

more  than  two  or  three  days  off. 

.  How  soon,  then,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business  in  case  of  any 

roper  or  fraudulent  transaction  in  the  Loan  Division  would  the 

wledge  of  the  affair  come  to  your  office! — A.  I  do  not  see  how  any 

id  could  occur  in  the  Loan  Division  from  any  transaction  connected 

1  the  list.     It  is  only  on  the  list  the  warrant  is  issued.     If  the  list 

5  not  come  back  there  would  not  be  any  warrant  issued  ;  we  should 

e  to  prepare  a  new  list. 

By  Mr.  Wh  yte  : 
.  After  this  money  is  deposited  with  an  assistant  treasurer  or  a  de- 
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pository  bank,  and  is  certifleil  to  your  ottiee  by  the  transcript,  then  you 
prepare  the  list  and  send  it  to  the  Warrant  Division  f — A.  We  first  get 
tliose  two  checks,  one  from  the  Loan  Division  and  the  other  from  the 
Treasurer's  Division  of  Accounts. 

Q.  After  sending  that  transcript  which  you  have  I'eceived,  either  from 

the  de[)ository  bank  or  the  assistant  treasurer A.  Excuse  me;  we 

do  not  send  the  transcript :  it  is  the  list  we  send  which  is  ma<le  up  from 
the  transcript. 

Q.  After  you  get  the  transcript  from  the  assistant  treasurer's,  or  from 
the  depository  banks,  then  you  make  up  a  list.  If  it  refers  to  loans,  it 
is  sent  to  the  Loan  Division.  Then  you  send  a  list  also  to  the  Warrant 
Division! — A.  The  same  list. 

Q.  After  it  has  been  checked  by  the  I^an  Division ! — A.  By  the  I^oan 
Division  and  by  the  Treasurei^'s  office.    There  are  two  checks. 

Q.  You  then  send  it  to  the  Warrant  Division,  and  then  a  warrant 
issues  to  the  Treasurer  authorizing  him  to  receive  it.  Is  that  the  way!— 
A.  No  ;  that  waiTaut  is  what  is  called  technically  covering  the  amonnt 
into  the  Treasur3% 

Q.  But  what  is  the  object  of  that  if  it  is  not  to  be  a  check  upon  the 
Treasurer  f — A.  That  form  goes  away  back  to  the  Constitution ;  all 
moneys  are  covered  into  the  Treasiirs*  by  warrant. 

Q.  Exactly ;  but  it  is  done  after  the  transaction  is  over  ? — A.  O,  no. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  the  amount  may  be  deposited  for  six  months  or  a 
year  and  not  be  technically  covered  into  the  Treasury  by  warrant. 

Q.  So  it  is  all  done  after  the  transaction  has  taken  place,  and  not 
prior  to  it! — A.  What  is  all  done? 

Q.  All  these  issues  of  wairants.  Then*  is  no  cheek  upon  the  Treas- 
urer by  the  issue  of  these  waiTants  at  all ;  the  transaction  has  taken 
place  before  the  warrant  is  issued  f — A.  The  Treasurer  receipts  on  this 
same  warrant ;  he  acknowleilges  the  receipt. 

Q.  But  it  is  all  after  the  transaction  is  over.  He  has  I'eceived  the 
money  into  the  Treasury  long  before,  as  a  general  thing  f — A.  It  may  l)e 
to  his  credit  in  San  Francisco,  or  Charleston,  or  Saint  Louis,  or  in  the 
office  here  for  months  before  it  is  technically  covered  into  the  Treasory 
by  warrant. 

Q.  Then  this  warrant  business  is  a  mere  matter  of  red  tape;  the  thin? 
all  done  before  that  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  J  understand  what  you  is 
mean  is  not  done. 

Q.  Before  you  authorize  the  Treasurer  to  receive  the  money  he  h»i« 
long  before  received  it  to  his  credit  ? — A.  It  goes  to  his  credit  the  verr 
minute  it  is  deposited  with  the  assistant  treasurer. 

Q.  Goes  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  f — A.  All  public  moneys  goto 
the  credit  of  the  Treasurer. 

Q.  But  where  is  the  check  upon  him  in  the  Warrant  IMvision  to  show 
that,  or  that  he  received  the  money  ;  and  if  the  warrant  is  not  issue*! 
after  he  receives  it  authorizing  him  to  receive  it,  what  check  is  there 
upon  him  in  the  Warrant  Division? — A.  That  is  too  hard  for  me. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Let  me  put  a  case  to  you.  Suppose  I  wanted  to  buy  four  percent, 
bonds  to  the  amount  of  $10,000,  could  I  not  go  directly  to  the  Treasurer'^ 
office  here  in  Washington,  pay  the  money  to  him,  get  a  certificate  from 
him  to  that  eflfect,  and  carry  it  to  the  Loan  Division  and  get  my  bonds!— 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Without  coming  to  you  at  all  f — A.  You  need  not  come  to  our 
division  at  all. 
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Q-  I  C5aii  pay  the  Treasurer  the  money  ? — A.  De])08it  the  amount  in  the 

^h-room  of  the  Tre  isurer's  office  anrl  get  a  certificate  of  deposit. 

,Q;  Take  it  to  the  Loan  Division  and  have  an  order  from  the  Loan 
/^^^ij^ion  on  the  liegister  to  issue  me  the  bonds ! — A.  In  due  course  of 
^^"^  you  wouhl  get  your  bonds  right  on  that. 

Q.  Without  coming  to  your  division  at  all? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

^.  How  soon  after  i  deiK)sited  that  $10,0()0  with  the  Treasurer  would 
i^^  Vie  liefore  he  would  infoim  you  of  the  fact  of  that  deposit  f — A.  I  should 
PT^t  the  transcript  the  next  day. 

^,  I>oes  he  give  it  to  you  daily  or  weekly  ? — A.  Weekly. 

Q.  You  might  get  it  tlie  next  day,  or,  if  I  did  it  on  Monday  morning, 
V*u  might  get  it  the  next  Saturday  i — A.  Yes. 

<^.  So  you  would  not  necessarily  get  it  the  same  day  or  the  next  day, 
*^t  you  would  get  it  in  the  ordinarv  course  of  business  the  same  weekf — 
^-  Yes,  sir.  With  some  of  the  offices  we  have  a  daily  transcript^  and 
^^tli  some  of  the  others  weekly.  I  think  we  have  it  weekly  from  the 
■^"■^asurers  office. 

Q.  So  that,  if  1  succeeded  in  getting  my  order  for  $10,000  of  bonds, 
^^<l  the  chief  of  the  Loan  Division  should  issue  them  for  $20,000,  it 
^^i^ht  l>e  a  week  before  you  would  get  any  pa]>ers  that  would  be  a  (jheck 
^^Pon  his  issue,  might  it  not? — A.  Yes. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

<i.  Take  the  same  transaction  that  Senator  Beck  has  just  spoken  of, 
^ould  you  get  the  particular  amount  that  Mr.  Beck  had  deposited  for 
J*  W  bond,  or  would  it  come  to  you  in  the  transactions  of  the  office  in  a 
^^tiip ;  so  much  money  received  to-day  f — A.  We  would  not  get  the  money 
^t  all,  but  the  cash-book  would  show  that  Senator  Beck,  or  whoever  the 
"^l^positor  was,  had  deposited  on  t  at  particular  day  the  sum  of  $10,000 
^^  account  of  principal,  and  so  much  on  account  of  interest  of  4  per 
^*t*nt.  bonds  as  subscription. 

Q.  What  would  you  do  with  that! — A.  At  the  end  of  the  mouth,  that, 
^th  lots  of  others,  would  be  listed.  It  makes  a  list  of  several  hundred, 
l^rhaps.  We  only  cover  in  about  once  a  month.  At  the  end  of  the 
^tionth  we  cover  in  from  all  the  different  offices.  One  list  is  prepared 
^*overiiig  )>erhaps  millions  of  dollars. 

Q.  What  do  you  do  with  it  ? — A.  We  send  it  to  the  Loan  Division  to 
lie  checked.  After  it  comes  back  it  is  sent  to  the  Treasurer's  to  be 
t^hecked,  and  after  that  it  goes  to  the  Warrant  Room  for  the  issuance  of 
a  warrant. 

Q.  It  would  go  to  the  Loan  Division  to  be  checked  ? — A.  By  the  sub- 
scription. 

Q.  To  any  other  office? — A.  None  but  the  Loan  Division  and  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States. 

Q.  Then,  if  the  Loan  Division  checkeil  it,  that  having  been  the  divis- 
ion that  issued  the  bond,  it  would  be  all  right! — A.  Not  unless  the 
Treasurer  also  checked  it.  The  Dinsion  of  Accounts  of  the  Treasurer's 
otti<5e  would  have  to  check  it  also. 

Q.  Before  it  comes  to  youf — A.  Before  it  comes  back  to  the  Warrant 
Room  for  a  warrant.  The  list  is  prepared  in  my  division,  is  sent  to  the 
Loan  Division  for  check,  comes  back  again  to  my  division,  and  I  send  it 
around  to  the  Division  of  Accounts  of  the  Treasurer's  office,  and  it  is 
also  checked  there.  Every  assistant  treasurer  sends  a  transcript  both 
to  the  Se<^retary  of  the  Treasury  and  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States. 
Q.  It  goes  back  to  the  Treasurer,  and  the  Treasurer  checks  it  if  it  is 
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for  the  same  amount  that  was  paid  in! — A.  It  is  a  different  branch  of 
the  same  office. 

Q.  The  Loan  Division  is  the  one  that  checks  to  see  whether  it  corres- 
ponds with  the  amount  of  the  bond  issued! — A.  That  is  the  voucher  as 
I  understand  for  issuing  that  amount  of  bonds.  They  would  not  issue 
an  amount  of  bonds  in  excess  of  the  amount  deposited. 

Q.  The  bond  order  which  comes  back  to  the  Loan  Division  for  check, 
being  for  $10,000,  if  that  amount  has  been  paid  in,  is  there  checked,  and 
then  goes  to  the  Treasurer! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  checks  it,  it  being  the  right  amount,  imd  then  it  comes  for  a 
warrant ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  if  the  Loan  Division  issued  a  bond  for  $20,000  instead  of 
$10,000,  and  chose  to  check  that  $10,000  when  it  came  back,  that  would 
be  all  in  the  Loan  Division  ! — A.  Y^es ;  we  have  no  check  on  tlie  Ix>an 
Division  in  such  a  transaction. 

By  Mr.  Beck: 

Q.  Have  you  in  your  division  an  account  of  the  expenses  of  the  public 
loans  f — A.  No,  sir ;  the  Loan  Division  has  that. 

Q.  If  I  desired  to  ascertain  what  it  had  cost  the  United  States  to  con- 
vert the  bonds  that  were  in  existence  July  1,  1870,  into  the  bonds  that 
are  in  existence  now,  have  you  anything  in  your  office  that  would  enable 
me  to  ascertain  that  cost! — A.  No,  sir;  not  in  that  division;  I  think 
the  Loan  Division  would  have;  they  keep  an  account  of  the  expenses. 

B3'  Mr.  Incialls  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  in  the  division  where  you  now 
serve  f — A.  1  have  been  chief  ot  it  a  little  over  two  years.  When  Mr. 
Upton,  who  was  the  former  cliief,  was  made  chief  clerk  of  the  depart- 
ment, 1  was  promoted  to  chief  of  the  division. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  previously  employed  there  f — A.  I  have  beeu 
in  that  division  since  1H67  or  1868,  as  clerk  and  chief. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Canyoutell  me  whether  or  not  all  warrants  forcoveriug  in  on  expend- 
ing money  originate  in  the  Secretary's  office! — A.  All  warrants  of  every 
kind  and  description,  1  think.  All  receipts  are  covered  into  the  Treas- 
urv  l>v  waiTant,  and  those  warrants  all  come  from  the  Secrelan's  offit*. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls: 

Q.  Take  the  case  of  a  deposit  nmile  for  the  purchase  of  United  States 
bonds;  how  many  separate,  distinct,  independent  records  of  the  i»rog- 
ress  of  that  subscription  or  payment  can  be  found  in  the  Tre^^sury  from 
the  time  the  money  is  deposited  until  the  warrant  is  Anally  recorded 
with  the  Begister ! — A.  An  amount  is  deposited,  say,  with  the  assistant 
treasurer  at  ('hicago;  he,  of  course,  enters  it  on  his  Ixmks  and  crwlits 
it  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States ;  at  the  end  of  the  week  he 
makes  a  transcript  of  those  books  for  that  week,  and  on  that  transcript 
this  deposit  appears ;  he  credits  the  Treasurer  with  that  amount  as  re- 
ceived on  that  account ;  that  transcript  goes  to  the  Secretary's  office,  a 
similar  one  goes  to  the  Treasurer's  office;  when  it  gets  to  the  Secretary's 
office  at  the  end  of  the  week,  there  we  enter  that  transcript  on  our  rec- 
ords which  shows  that  it  is  really  the  same  as  that  transcript  which  we 
have  received;  then  we  prepare  th(»  list  on  which  the  wan-ant  covers  it 
i  nto  the  Treasury ;  that  list  goes  to  the  Warrant  Room  and  they  cheek 
i  t  from  tlu*ir  records  made  from  the  original  certificates  of  (lej>osit :  when 
the  deposit  is  made  a  certificate  is  issued  in  duplicate  or  triplicate,  as 
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the  case  may  be,  the  original  being  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  accompany  the  subscriptions ;  that  original  certificate  of 
deposit  should  go  up  to  the  Loan  Division ;  this  list  is  made  uj)  from  the 
assistant  treasurer's  report ;  one  is  a  check  against  the  other.  The  cer- 
tificate is  forwarded  by  the  depositor  and  the  transcript  is  made  up 
by  the  assistant  treasurer.  We  make  up  the  list  from  the  assistant 
treasurer's  report  and  send  it  to  the  Loan  Division,  who  get  the  certifl- 
cat/C  of  deposit  from  the  depositor.  One  is  a  check  against  the  other. 
If  he  checks  them  off  we  send  it  around  to  the  Treasurer ;  he  checks  it 
also,  and  it  is  then  sent  to  the  Warrant  Koom.  The  warrant  is  issued. 
That  warrant,  of  course,  is  recorded  in  the  Warrant  Division ;  from 
there  it  goes  to  the  First  Comi)troller ;  is  recorded  there ;  from  there 
to  the  Eegister ;  is  recorded  there ;  and  from  there  to  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States,  and  there  it  is  recorded,  and  then  I  think  it  goes 
back  to  the  Eegister's  files  and  is  there  toda}'. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  In  the  case  I  put  to  you  where  I  went  to  the  Treasurer  here  and 
paid  my  money  and  got  his  certificate  of  that  deposit,  I  could  go  to  the 
Loan  Division  and  get  my  bond  from  the  Eegister  long  before  even  you 
received  the  transcript  from  the  Treasurer! — ^A.  Your  point  is  whether 
or  not  the  bond  could  issue  before  the  amount  is  actusdly  covered  into 
the  Treasury  by  warrant  f 

Q.  Yes,  and  even  before  you  had  received  information  from  the  Treas- 
urer that  he  had  got  my  money  ! — A.  'I  think  that  is  possible. 

Q.  So  that  the  checks  you  have  aire  simply  a  means  of  detecting  fraud 
after  the  fact,  but  may  not  at  all  prevent  the  illegal  issue  of  a  bond  ? — 
A.  No;  but  the  Loan  Branch  would  not  issue. 

Q.  Assuming  that  they  are  honest! — A.  And  they  have  got  a  certificate 
of  deposit  from  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  showing  that  you 
have  made  that  deposit. 

Q.  But  what  I  desire  to  get  at  is,  is  there  any  check  to  prevent  a  dis- 
honest chief  of  the  Loan  Di\ision  in  collusion  with  me,  the  depositor, 
from  issuing  an  illegal  bond  and  keeping  me  from  getting  it  in  my  pos- 
session except  his  own  integrity!  None  of  your  checks  reach  him? — A. 
None  ot  mine. 

Q.  And  none  of  the  subsequent  checks  yon  have  developed  would 
reach  him  until  after  the  thing  was  done! — A.  I  think  not;  but  I  would 
not  be  certain. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  during  your  connection  with  the  Treasury 
of  the  dishonest  or  improper  issue  of  any  bonds  of  the  United  States! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  any  had  occurred  the  issue  would  have  been  detected,  would  it 
not! — A.  I  should  suppose  so,  though  the  matter  would  not  be  in  my 
division. 


William  Woodville  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  There  are  certain  statements  made  by  this  committee  and 
by  the  Treasury  Department  under  our  call  that  I  handed  you  within  a 
day  or  two  and  said  to  you  I  should  want  to  use  in  evidence.  Will  you. 
produce  them! — Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  present  first  the  Secretary's  state- 
ment of  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
years  1860  to  1879,  inclusive,  marked  "Secretary  No.  1,''  viz: 
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se  two  tables  have  been  prepared  by  the  Treasury  Department,  j 
ow  submit  the  other  tables  to  which  yon  called  attention.  The 
I  a  comparison  of  the  Secretary's  and  Register's  Tabular  Statements 
!  Outstanding  Public  Debt  for  the  fiscal  years  1833  to  1870,  inclu- 
narked  "  No.  1  C,"  viz : 


No.  1  C. 

PREPARED  BY  SENATE  COMMITTEE  ON  TREASURY  ACCOUNTS. 

ry'«  and  Begiafer^s  Tahtlar  Statements  of  the  Outstanding  PulUc  Debt  for  the  fiscal 

years  1833  to  1870,  inclusive, 

ICopietl  from  the  Finance  Reports  of  1870  and  1871.1 


Seeretarv'sRtate-   Register's  state- 


ment,    Finance 


ment,  Finance 


Report,     1870,       Report,  1870, 
page  XXV.  page  276. 


$7, 
4. 


3, 
10, 
3, 
5, 
13. 
20, 
32. 
23, 
15, 
15, 
38, 
47. 
83, 
«3. 
88, 
66, 

59, 
42, 
35, 
31, 
28, 
44, 
58, 
64, 
90, 
524, 

1,11». 
1, 815, 
2,680. 
2,773, 
2.678, 
2.611, 
2,588, 
2,480, 


001,698  83 
760,  082  08 
37,513  05 
336,  057  83 
308,124  07 

434.221  14 
573, 343  82 
250,875  54 
594, 480  73 
601,226  28 
742,922  00 
461, 652  50 
925,303  01 
550,202  97 
826,534  77 
044,862  23 
061,858  69 
452,  773  55 
304, 796  02 
199. 341  71 
803. 117  70 

242.222  42 
586,956  56 
972,537  90 
690,831  85 
911,881  03 
496,837  88 
842,287  88 
580,873  72 
176, 412  13 
772,138  63 
784, 370  57 
647,  869  74 
236,173  69 
126,108  87 
687.851  10 
452, 213  94 
672, 427  81 


$7,001, 

4,760, 

351, 

291, 

1,878, 

4,857. 

1L983, 

5.125, 

6,787, 

15,028, 

27,203, 

24,748. 

17,093, 

16,750, 

38,956. 

48,526, 

64,704, 

64,228, 

62,660; 

65, 131. 

67,340, 

47, 242, 

39,969, 

30,963, 

29,060, 

44,  010, 

58,754, 

64,769, 

00,867, 

514, 211, 

1, 098, 798, 

1, 740, 690, 

2,682,583, 

2, 783, 425, 

2, 682, 199, 

2, 636, 320, 

2. 489,  002, 

2.386,358, 


032  88 
081  08 
289  05 
089  05 
223  55 
660  46 
737  53 
077  63 
898  00 
486  37 
450  69 
188  23 
794  80 
926  33 
623  38 
379  37 
683  71 
238  37 
395  26 
692  13 
628  78 
206  05 
781  05 
909  64 
386  90 
777  66 
699  33 
703  08 
828  68 
371  92 
181  37 
489  49 
026  53 
879  21 
215  12 
964  67 
480  58 
599  74 


Secretary's  compared  with 
Register  a. 


Increase. 


$665  95 
1  00 


.  45, 868  78 
1, 429, 900  52 
5, 576, 560  68 


125, 797  91 
6, 857, 082  73 
5,  572, 739  91 
5,539,471  31 


6, 744, 400  76 
1, 067, 649  58 


1, 008, 628  26 

i,"  103*37' 


72,584  80 


0, 965, 040  21 
20, 978, 957  26 
75. 093, 881  08 


Decrease. 


99, 449,  733  36 
94, 313, 828  07 


|313, 776  00 


8,410,393  71 


1, 286,  535  73 
1, 168, 491  79 
1, 200, 723  36 

130, 088  61 
1,481,517  14 
1, 642, 835  02 

775,464  82 


7, 587, 511  08 
4, 999,  888  63 
4, 382, 774  49 


360,555  05 

'257,'86i'45 

286,'954'96 


1, 845, 156  78 
10, 188, 705  52 
14, 073,  111  25 
24, 633, 113  48 


Register's  state- 
ment. Finance 
Report,  18  71, 
page  368. 


$7, 
4. 


3, 
10, 
3, 
5. 
13. 
20, 
82, 
23, 
15, 
15, 
38, 
47, 
63, 
63. 
68. 
66, 
58, 
42, 
35, 
31, 
28, 
44, 

64, 
80, 
624, 
1, 118, 
1,  815, 
2,680, 
2, 773, 
2.678, 
2, 611, 
2,588, 
2,480, 


001,  to8  83 
760,082  08 
37,  513  05 
336,  857  83 
308,124  07 
434, 221, 14 
573,343  82 
250,875  54 
594,480  73 
601,226  28 
742,922  00 
461,  652  50 
925, 303  01 
550,202  97 
826,534  77 
044,862  23 
061,858  69 
452,  773  55 
304, 796  02 
198, 341  71 
803, 117  70 
242, 222  42 
586,856  56 
872,537  80 
688,831  85 
811,881  03 
486,^7  88 
842,287  88 
580,  873  72 
176,412  13 
772, 138  63 
784, 370  57 
647, 868  74 
236, 173  68 
126, 103  87 
687,  851  18 
452,213  84 
672, 427  81 


Year. 


1833 
1834 
1835 
1836 
1837 
1838 
1838 
1840 
1841 
1842 
1843 
1844 
1845 
1846 
1847 
1848 
1848 
1850 
1851 
1852 
1853 
1854 
1856 
1856 
1857 
1858 
1858 
1860 
1861 
1862 
1863 
1864 
1865 
1866 
1867 
1868 
1869 
1870 


I 


150 


IKVESTIGATION  OF  THE  ACCOUNTS  OF 


The  next  is  a  Comparative  Statement  of  the  Outstanding  Public  Debt 
for  the  fiscal  years  1862, 18G3,  and  1864,  marked  "  No.  2  C,''  viz : 

No.  2  C. 

[Prepared  by  the  Senate  Committeo  on  Treasury  Accounts.] 

Comparaiire  Stafement  of  the  Outstanding  Public  Debt  for  the  fiscal  years  lbG2,  1863,  and 

1864. 


Year. 


1862— July  1 


Increase  in  fcJecretary  Boutwell'a  statement, 
Finance  Report,  1870,  over  Secretary 
Chaae's  statement,  Finance  Report,  1862  . 


Secretary  Bout- 
well's  state- 
ment.  Finance 
Report,  1870,  p. 

XXV. 


$524, 176, 412  13 
514.211.371  92 


e,  9G5, 040  21 


:i: 


SecretaryChase's  Register  Chitten- 
statement,  Fi-  den's  statemcjit, 
nance    Report, '    Finance  Report,     «: 


1862,  pp.  2, 44. 


1862,  p.  213. 


1   S 
I  > 


$514,211,371  02  !    $514,211,371  92   1882 


Note. — Secretary  Chase^  Finance  Report,  1862,  page  2,  says  the  actual  amount  of  the  public  debt 
July  1,  1862,  is  $514,211,371.92,  which  agrees  with  Itegister  Chittenden's  statement.  Finance  Report 
1862,  page  213. 


Year. 


1863-July  1 


Increase  in  St^cretarj'  Boutwell's  statement, 
Finance  Report.,  *1870,  over  Secretary 
Chase's  statement.  Finance  Report,  1803  . 


^^Jfl^^.  f^t"i* !  Secretary  Cliase's 
weUs     «tate.      statement,    Fi- 
ment,    Finance  :    Z^^T^  Rpnort 
Report,  1870,  p.      JIS^'pp.W' 


$1, 119,  772, 138  63   $1, 098, 793, 181  37 
1, 098, 793, 181  37  I 


20, 978, 957  28 


RegisterChitten- 
den's  statement. 
Finance  Report, 
1863,  p.  239. 


$1, 098. 793, 181  37 


1863 


Note. — St»cretar\-  Chase,  Finance  Report,  1863,  page  4,  says  the  true  amount  of  the  pnblicdebt.  July 
1,  1863,  is  $1,098,793,181.37,  which  agrees  with  Register  Chittenden's  stetement.  Finance  Report,  1863 
page  239. 


Year. 

Secretary'    Bout- 
well's     state- 
ment,   Finance 
Report,  1870,  p. 

XXF. 

Secretary  Fessen- 
den's  statement, 
Finance  Reuort, 
1864,  pp.  8, 45. 

SecretaryChase's 
weekly     debt 
statement,  June 
28,  1864. 

18G4— July  1 

$1,  815.  784,  370  57 
1, 740.  690, 489  49 

$1, 740, 690, 489  49 

$1, 740, 036, 689  53 

• 

• 

Increase    in     Secretary 
Boutwell's  statement, 
Mnauce  Report.  1870, 
over  Secretaiy  Fessen- 
den's     statement.    Fi- 
ance Report,  1864 

75. 093, 881  08 

Secretary  Chase's 
weekly  debt 
statement,  July 
5,  1864. 


$1, 792, 867. 040  57    18S4 


NoTB. — Secretai-v  Fe^ssenden,  Finance  Report,  1864,  page  8,  says  the  amount  of  the  public  debt,  July 
1,  1864,  is  $1,740,690,489.49,  which  agrees  with  Register  Colby's  statement,  Finance  Report,  1864,  paw 
237.  Secretary  Chase,  in  his  weekly  debt  statement  of  June  28, 1864,  certifies  that  the  amount  of  the  poV 
lie  debt  on  that  day  is  $1,740,036,6^.53.  and  also  certifies,  in  his  weekly  debt  statement  of  July  5.  l8Si 
that  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  on  that  day  is  $1,792,867,040.57.  It  will  be  observed  that  both  the«f 
amounts  are  much  less  than  the  amount  as  stated  by  Secretary  Boutwell  in  his  revised  statement  in  Fi- 
n:idce  Roiwrt,  1870. 

The  next  is  a  statement,  taken  from  the  Secretary's  statements  in 
the  Finance  Eeports  and  to  this  Committee,  of  the  Net  Ordinary  and 
Gross  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  and  of  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures 
on  account  of  the  Public  Debt  of  the  United  States,  from  March  4, 1789, 
to  June  30, 1879,  inclusive,  marked  "  No.  3  C,"  viz : 
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INVESTIGATION   OF    THE    ACCOUNTS    OF 


The  Dext  is  a  Comparative  Statement  of  the  Total  Receipts  and  Ex- 
penditures and  Balance  in  the  Treasury,  for  the  fiscal  years  1800  to 
1870,  inclusive,  in  the  Treasurer's,  Secretary's,  and  Register's  state- 
ments to  this  committee,  marked  "  No.  4  C,"  viz : 

No.  4  c. 

[Prepared  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Treaaarj  Accounts.] 

Comparative  Statement  of  the  Total  Receipts  and  Expenditures  and  Balance  in  the  TreoMuryy 
for  the  fiscal  years  1860  to  1870,  inclusive^  in  Treasurer's  and  Secretary's  and  Register's 
statements  to  committee, 

TOTAL  RECEIPTS. 


Year. 


1860 

1861 

1862 

1863 

1864 

1865 , 

1866 

1867 

1868 

1869 

1870 

Totals 


Increase  in  Treaaarer's 
as  compared  with  Sec- 
retary s  and  Regis- 
ter's statements 


Treasurer's  state- 
ment to  commit- 
tee. 


Total  receipts. 


$80, 

88. 

589, 

896, 

1,408, 

1,826, 

1.326, 

1, 176, 

1,  075, 

658, 

774, 


544,805  71 
694,545  03 
301,545  86 
396,040  45 
474, 234  51 
075, 227  14 
610, 336  25 
776, 082  67 
324,046  89 
467, 731  68 
464,430  01 


9, 901, 129, 026  10 
9,  569.  719,  392  00 


Secretary's  and 
Register's  state- 
ments to  com- 
mittee. 


Total  receipts. 


331,409,634  10 


$76, 841, 

83, 371. 

581, 679, 

889,379, 

1, 393. 461, 

1, 805, 939, 

1. 270, 884, 

1, 131, 060, 

1,  030, 749, 

609,621, 

696,729. 


407  83 
640  13 
916  93 
652  52 
017  57 
345  03 
173  11 
920  56 
516,52 
828  27 
973  63 


9,  569, 719, 392  00 


Treasarer's  statement  as  covn- 
nared  with  Secretary's  and 
Kegister'a  statements. 

Year. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

$3. 703.  397  88 

1860 

5.  322. 904  90 

1881 

.     7. 621. 629  03 

1863 

7.  016. 387  93 

1863 

15,  013, 216  94 

1861 

20, 135, 881  21 

1865 

55,  T26, 163  14 
45,  715. 162  Ol 

1806 

1867 

44,  574.  530  37 

1868 

48. 845, 903  41 

1868 

77, 734, 456  38 

1870 

331,409,634  10 

331,409,634  10 

TOTAL  EXPENDITURES. 


Year. 


1860 

1861 

1862 

1863 

1864 

1866 

1866 

1867 

1868 

1869 

1870 

Totals 


Increase  In  Treasurer's 
ascomiMU«d  with  Sec- 
retary s  and  Regis- 
ter's statements .... 


Treasurer's  state- 
ment to  commit- 
I  tee. 


Secretary's  and 
Register's  state- 
ments to  com- 
mittee. 


Treasurer's  statemoit  as  com- 
pared with  Secretary's  and 
Register's  statements. 


Totel  expenditures.  Total  expenditures.       Increase. 


$80, 

90, 

573, 

906, 

1,  310, 

1,926, 

1,195, 

1,  U2, 

1, 114, 

633, 

780, 


758,  523  53 
710, 267  98 
288, 988  01 
832,  308  18 
554,464  83 
569, 212  58 
070,567  59 
101, 632  89 
021.431  18 
911, 220  31 
889,460  27 


9,  754,  707, 967  35 
9, 423,  726,  847  70 


330. 981, 109  65 


$77, 

84, 

570, 

895, 

1,  208, 

1,904, 

1, 141, 

1,093, 

1,069, 

584, 

702, 


561,  948  39 
689,544  89 
858,741  00 
827,360  24 
144,656  00 
916,466  09 
072,666  09 
079,655  27 
880,  970  74 
777,996  11 
907,  842  88 


9, 423,  726, 847  70 


$3,196, 
6,020, 
2,430, 
11,004. 
12,409. 
21,  662, 
&a,997, 
49.021, 
44. 131, 
49, 133, 
77,  981, 


575  14 
723  99 
247  01 
947  94 
798  83 
746  49 
901  50 
877  62 
460  44 
224  20 
607  39 


330. 981, 109  65 


330, 981, 109  66 


Decrease* 


Year. 


1800 
1861 
1883 
186S 
1864 
1866 
1888 
1887 
1868 
1888 
1876 
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BALANCE  IN  THE  TREASURY. 


r«ar- 

Treasnrer'A  gtate- 
meut  to  commit- 
tee. 

Secretary's    and 
Re^ster's  state- 
ments  to   com- 
mittee. 

Treasurer's  [statement  as  ' 
compared    with    Secre- 
tary s    and     Kegister's 
statements. 

Treasurer's 
statement  to 
committee. 

Tear. 

*Bal»nce  in  Treas- 
ury at  end  of  year. 

^Balance  in  Treas- 
ury at  end  of  year. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Unpaid  drafts. 

1 

$32, 979, 580  78 

30, 954, 160  02 

46,965,304  87 

36,  520,  037  14 

134, 433, 738  44 

33,  933, 657  89 

165.  473, 426  55 

200. 147, 976  23 

160. 557, 017  73 

185, 115, 673  14 

178, 722, 603  51 

$31. 815, 299  47 

30, 497, 394  71 

41, 307, 458  83 

34,853,751  10 

130, 160,  902  27 

31, 177,  687  00 

160, 817,  099  73 

198,  076,  537  09 

158,  936,  082  87 

183, 781, 985  76 

177,  604, 116  51 

$1,164,281  31 

456. 765  31 

5,  657, 846  04 

1,  675, 286  04 
4, 272, 836  17 
2, 755, 970  89 
4.  65e.  326  82 

2,  071, 439  14 
1, 620, 934  86 
1, 333, 687  38 
1, 118, 577  00 

$1, 139, 121  34 
449, 021  28 
1, 235, 189  99 
1, 263, 235  56 
1, 585,  307  14 
2,  539, 137  18 
4,413,357  14 
1,138,009  91 
1,  620, 809  86 
],  333,  559  38 
1, 118, 577  00 

1860 

I 

1861 

S 

1862 

» 

1863 

fr 

1864 

S 

1865 

s 

1866 

7 

1867 

8 

1868 

m 

1869 

n 

1870 

*  28.101.644.91  deposited  with  the  States  included. 

The  next  is  a  Comparative  Statement  of  the  Interest  on  the  Public 
►^bt  from  July  1, 1860,  to  July  1, 1870,  marked  "No.  5  C,''  viz: 

No.  5  C. 
[Prepared  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Accounts.] 

Comparative  Statement  of  Interest  on  the  Public  Debt  from  July  1,  1860,  to  July  1,  1870. 


>»-« 


Cttr. 


$3,443. 

5,0«, 

22,048, 

41,854, 

78.853, 

137,742. 

146,068, 

138,892, 

128,450, 

125,523, 

118, 784, 


687  29 
630  43 
509  50 
148  01 
487  24 
617  43 
196  29 
461  80 
508  14 
996  34 
060  34 


046, 764. 284  49 


S|s| 

to  <b^ 


01  «>  s 


$2,145, 

2,446, 

4,108, 

11. 970, 

27,172, 

82,444, 

104, 257, 

150, 614, 

110, 851, 

181,506, 

167,001, 


702  46 
055  03 
043  96 
152  62 
650  36 
077  52 
067  08 
758  49 
969  41 
933  64 
472  78 


$3. 

4. 

13, 

24, 

53, 

77, 

133, 

143, 

140, 

;i3o. 

129, 


177. 314  62 
000, 173  76 
190,324  45 
729. 846  61 
685,421  69 
307. 712  00 
067, 741  60 
781.  591  91 
424. 045  71 
604, 242  80 
235,498  00 


$3,144. 

4,035. 

13, 190, 

24,729, 

53,685, 

77.397. 

133,067, 

143, 785, 

140,424, 

130,604, 

129, 235, 


620  95 
157  27 
347  90 
700  62 
421  60 
129  17 
624  91 
142  82 
057  07 
242  80 
408  00 


853, 608, 774  25  I  853, 383, 913  24  853, 388, 043  20 


2* 


i 


•mm 


$3, 177, 
4,000. 

13, 190, 

24.729. 

53,6<$5. 

77.399, 
133.067, 
143. 782, 
140,424, 
130, 604, 
120,235, 


275  71 
130  66 
317  40 
846  61 
421  60 
750  87 
512  10 
220  70 
034  80 
242  80 
442  22 


853, 386, 204  83 


II 


"   Ml 


«i|-i 


lit 


$3,144, 

4,034, 

13. 190. 

24,720, 

53,685, 

77,306, 

133,067, 

143, 781, 

140, 424, 

130,694, 

129,235, 


120  94 
157  30 
344  84 
700  62 
421  60 
000  30 
624  01 
591  91 
045  71 
S42  80 
498  00 


853, 381, 839  02 


N'OTE. — The  several  statements  of  the  Secretary  and  Re&ister  for  the  years  subsequent  to  1870,  ex> 
idlng  the  statement  of   '  interest  charge."  agree  with  eacu  other. 


\ 
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The  next  is  a  Comparison  of  the  Kegister's  Statements  with  the  Secre- 
tary's Monthly  Debt  Statements  of  the  Outstanding  Public  Debt  for  the 
fiscal  years  1869  and  1870,  marked  "Ko.  6  C,"  viz  : 

No.  6  C. 

f  Prepared  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Accoimta.l 

Comparison  of  liegister's  Statements  with  Secre1ary*8  Monthly  Debt  Staiementn  of  the  out- 
standing Public  Debt  for  the  fiscal  years  1H69  and  ia70. 

1869. 
OutAtaudiDje  public  debt,  1869 : 

Register'i!  statement,  Finance  Reiwrt,  1869.  p.  317 $2,489,002,480  » 

Register's  statement,  Finance  Report,  1871,  p.  369 2,588,452,213  M 

Difference  or  increase  in  Finance  Report,  1871 99,449,733  36 

Register's  statement,  Finance  Report,  1869 2,449,002,400  58 

A<R— fh>m  Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement,  Jnly  1, 1869— 

Cash  in  Treasury $147,300,531  51 

I/ess  accrued  interest 47,447,310  79 

99. 853, 220  7* 

Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement,  July  1, 1869,  less  sinking-fund 2,  588, 655, 701  30 

Regtater's  statement,  Finance  Report,  1871 2,588,452,213  91 

Difference  or  increase  in  Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement 403, 487  36 

Cash  in  the  Treasury  July  1, 1869 : 

Secretary's  and  Agister's  statements  to  committee  and  Register's  statement.  Fi- 
nance keport,  1869 , 155, 680. 340  K 

Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement,  July  1,1869 147,300,531  51 

Difference  or  decrease  in  Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement,  Jnly  1, 18^. .  8, 379, 800  34 

1870. 

Outstanding  public  debt,  1870 : 

Register's  statement.  Finance  Report.  1870,  p.  276 $2,386,358.500  74 

Register's  statement,  Finance  Report,  1871,  p.  3  7^^ 2,480,672,4^  fl 

Difference  or  increase  in  Finance  Report,  1871 94,313.828  OT 

Re^ster's  statement,  Finance  Report,  1870 2,386,358,500  74 

Add— from  Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement,  July  1, 1870 — 

Cash  in  Ti-easury .-. $141,721.116  07 

Less  accrued  interest 50, 607,  556  52 

01^  113. 550  50 

Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement^  July  1, 1870,  less  siuVing-fund  and  special  bond 

purchases 2,477,472,150  21 

Register's  statement,  Finance  Report,  1870 2,480,672,427  *1 

Difference  or  decrease  in  Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement,  July  1, 1870. .  3. 200. 26^  53 

Cash  in  the  Treasury  July  1, 1870 : 

Secretary's  statement  to  committee  and  in  Finance  Report,  1870  p.  20 149. 502, 471 18 

Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement,  July  1,1870 141,721.116  AT 

Difference  or  decrease  in  Secretary's  monthly  debt  statement,  July  1, 1870  . .  7, 781, 355  53 

Q.  Did  you  prepare  the  statement,  headed  "  Prepared  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Treasury  Accounts"! — A.  I  made  up  five  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  go  over  the  figures  carefully  to  know  that  they  are  true 
transcripts  from  the  books  of  the  department  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  from  the 
Finance  Keports. 

Q.  Did  you  prepare  the  interest  statement  wliich  you  did  not  make, 
and  see  whether  that  was  correct! — A.  Yes,  sir;  from  those  stand- 
points. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q,  By  whom  were  these  tables  prepared  which  you  have  offered  in 
evidence  ! — A.  I  prepared  them. 

Q.  At  whose  request ! — A.  At  the  request  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. 
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Q.  From  what  were  they  prepared  ? — ^A.  Prepared  from  statements 
imished  the  committee  and  statements  iq  the  Finance  Keports. 

Q.  What  were  you  directed  by  t^e  chairman  to  do  ! — ^A.  To  make 
^mparisons  of  these  statements  as  I  found  them— just  the  figures  as  I 
•^nd  them. 

Q.  In  what? — ^A.  Th^ Finance  reports  and  the  statements  furnished 
ie  committee. 

Q,  Did  the  chairman  tell  you  what  reports  to  examine  and  what  fig- 
res  to  incorporate  and  what  tables  to  make  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  just  what  he  told  you  to  do. — A.  He  told  me  to  compare 
le  two  reports  as  I  found  them. 

Q.  What  two  reports? — A.  To  take  the  statement  in  the  Finance  Ke- 
Drt  of  1869  and  compare  it  with  the  Finance  Report  of  1870. 

Q.  Was  that  all!— A.  That  was  all. 

Q.  Is  that  all  he  told  you  in  regard  to  the  papers  you  have  presented 
ere  ? — A.  And  then  to  compare  the  statements  5  and  you  will  find  all 
ie  authorities  here  given  for  these  statements. 

CJ.  Then  these  statements  that  you  present  are  not  official ;  they  are 
ts^tements  that  you  have  prepared  in  your  own  way  and  in  your  own 
^cymer  from  official  documents  that  have  been  issued  from  different  de- 
futments  of  the  government  ? — A.  I  give  my  authority  where  I  find 
^€se  figxires.    I  did  npt  make  up  any  figures. 

Q.  This  is  a  personal  tabulation  that  you  have  made  from  the  differ- 
Ht  reports  issued  by  officers  of  the  government? — ^A.  I  do  not  under- 
tand  what  is  meant  by  "personal."  It  is  not  personal  at  all.  I  ttike 
hiugs  just  as  I  find  them.    I  take  them  from  the  official  documents. 

Q.  These  are  not  official  documents ;  these  are  what  you  have  taken 
tt)m  official  documents  f — A.  Yes,  sir  5  not  in  my  charge,  but  I  got  them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  they  were  true  transcripts  from  the  Finance 
sports  and  from  the  statements  furnished  officially  to  the  committee  ? — 
i.  Yes,  sir. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  they  were  not  they  ought  to  be,  for  such  were  the 
Dstructions. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  the  official  reports  were  not  offered  in  evi- 
ence  ?  Why  were  you  instructed  to  prepare  statements  from  the  offi- 
ial  records,  instead  of  having  them  offered  in  evidence ! — A.  They  are 
1  evidence.  The  Finance  Reports  are  the  official  records  in  one  case,  and 
tatements  furnished  the  committee  go  in  numbered  there  as  I  have  just 
iven  them. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  that  you  were  directed  to  prepare  these  tables 
DStead  of  having  the  official  reports  submitted  to  the  committee  ! — A. 
liere  were  certain  discrepancies  shown  to  exist  in  the  Finance  reports 
•f  1869  and  1870,  and  I  was  ordered  to 

Q.  Did  not  the  official  reports  show  the  discrepancies  ! — A.  The  only 
fficial  reports  I  know  that  showed  those  discrepancies  were  the  reports 
ubmitted  by  the  Finance  committee. 

Q.  Why  was  not  that  submitted  to  this  committee?  Why  do  you 
ubmit  a  statement  of  your  own,  instead  of  offering  the  Finance  Report 
nd  the  report  of  that  committee  with  it  ? — A.  I  do  not  present  any  state- 
lent  of  my  own.  It  is  only  a  comparative  statement  of  my  own.  I  am 
lerely  employing  official  figures  from  the  same  stand-point.  I  am  not 
sing  any  figures  of  my  own. 
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Q.  Have  you  in  any  Tray  changed  the  order! — A.  I  have  not  changed 
a  thing. 

Q.  Have  you  changed  the  order  in  which  these  figures  appear  in  tlie 
official  reports  that  were  submitted  to  you  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  change 
anything. 

Q.  Did  the  chairman  of  the  committee  give  you  the  reports  that  you 
were  to  compare  ? — A.  He  told  me  to  take  these  statements. 

Q.  What  statements  f — A.  The  Finance  Eeports  of  1869  and  1870,  and 
where  they  did  not  agree  to  make  a  statement  of  them. 

Q.  Then  you  have  made  a  statement  of  differences  that  exist  there, 
nothing  but  differences! — A.  Exactly. 

Q.  As  they  appeared  to  you  ! — A.  As  they  appeared  to  anybody. 

Q.  As  they  appeared  to  you  !  I  am  not  asking  about  anything  else.— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Whyte  :  • 

Q.  As  I  understand  you,  for  the  convenience  of  the  committee  and  to 
furnish  in  a  compact  form  these  discrepancies,  you  were  directed  to  make 
these  statements  ! — A.  Exactly. 

Q.  That  was  the  sole  object ! — ^A.  Exactly. 

Q.  You  have  grouped  the  figures  together  to  relieve  the  committee 
fiom  the  necessity  of  going  over  all  that  labor  themselves  ! — ^A.  Exactly. 

Q.  You  now  swear  that  you  have  used  with  i)erfect  accuracy  the  fig- 
ures as  you  found  them  in  the  Finance  Beports  and  in  the  detailed  state- 
ments of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury"  to  this  committee  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 


January  23, 1880. 
James  Gilfillan  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Y'ou  are  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  ! — Answer.  Ye«,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  does  it  take  on  an  average  from  the  time  money  is  paid 
into  your  ofi&ce  for  the  purchase  of  bonds  until  the  certificates  yon  send 
go  through  the  Public  Moneys  Division  up  to  the  Loan  Division  of  the 
Secretary's  oflftce,  back  to  the  Public  Moneys  Division,  and  then  back  to 
your  office  ! — ^A.  The  certificate  would  go  directly  to  the  Loan  Division 
and  a  list  of  the  deposits  would  go  to  the  Public  Moneys  Division  and 
to  the  Loan  Division  to  be  checked,  at  least  every  month. 

Q.  Once  a  month  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  time  of  the  month  ? — A.  Before  the  end,  so  that  it  could  be 
covered  in  before  the  end  of  the  month. 

Q.  As  to  a  transaction  taking  place  on  the  last  day  of  the  month, 
how  long  would  it  be  before  that  would  get  around  ! — A.  Tliat  probably 
would  go  over  to  the  next  month. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  that  once  a  month  you  compare  checks ! — ^A* 
At  least  once  a  month. 

Q.  And  if  a  transaction  was  at  the  close  of  the  month  it  would  prob- 
ably go  over  until  the  next  month ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  unless  it  was  essen- 
tial to  have  it  go  into  that  month^s  account. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  the  amounts  of  unclaimed  interest  up  to  1860,  and 
since  1860,  in  round  numbers  ? — A.  The  amount  of  unclaimed  interest 
on  the  books  at  this  time,  which  accrued  prior  to  1860,  is  $2,407.45. 

Q.  How  much  since  1860  !— A.  Since  1860  it  is  $87,927.31. 

Q.  Is  it  your  impression  that  it  would  improve  the  general  system  of 
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if  that  was  returned,  after  standing  a  certain  number  of  years, 
Treasury,  as  all  other  appropriations  are  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  all 
Btanding  liabilities. 

w  long  do  you  think  it  should  stand  before  being  returned  into 
jury  I — ^A.  Other  balances  and  checks  outstanding  are  turned 
landing  liabilities  every  three  years.  I  suppose  that  would  be 
i  limit  as  any. 

m  it  would  have  to  go  through  the  accounting  officers  as  any 
:standing  liability  that  is  returned  to  the  Treasury! — A.  Yes, 

it  is  now,  the  demand  for  it  is  made  at  your  office,  and  it  is  at 

Tetion  whether  it  is  right  or  not  to  pay  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

1  you  give  us  an  estimate  of  the  accrued  interest  on  bonds  for 

y^earf    I  am  not  particular  what  year  you  take. — A,  For  the 

ir  1879  the  accrued  interest  deposited  on  account  of  4  per  cent. 

us  $1,720,677.21. 

w  would  that  year  average  with  the  years  since  1863  ! — A.  That 

spend  on  whether  we  were  issuing  a  loan  or  not.    If  we  were 

ag  a  loan  there  would  be  no  deposits :  if  we  were  issuing  a  loan, 

uld  be. 

3  question  is  intended  to  cover  just  what  has  actually  occurred 

n. — A.  I  do  not  know.    Of  course  it  would  be  in  a  certain  pro- 

0  the  amount  of  the  loan  issued.  There  would  be  no  relation 
any  years  except  as  to  the  amount. 

1  you  give  us  an  estimate  for  any  other  year  except  1879 1 — A. 
without  some  data. 

lat  proportion  of  the  bonds  issued,  on  an  average,  passes  through 
;e,  and  what  proportion  is  ordered  by  the  Secretary  directly  on 

Division  ? — ^A.  Do  you  mean  what  proportion  of  the  deposits 
)  here  ! 

ie>au  what  proportion  of  the  bonds  issued,  no  matter  upon  what 
y  are  issued,  are  on  deposits  that  pass  through  your  office  that 
( the  handling  of  ? — A.  I  have  the  figures  for  the  4  per  cent, 
e  1877  up  to  December  31, 1879.  I  can  give  you  those, 
swer  in  your  own  way. — A.  The  total  deposits  on  account  of 
.  of  the  4  per  cent,  loan  from  1877  to  December  31,  1879,  were 
,550.  Of  that  amount  there  was  deposited  at  the  Washington 
)i8,146,117.76. 

lat  proportion  of  those  bonds  covering  the  amount  of  money 
e  named  was  by  the  certificates  going  from  you  to  the  Loan 
,  and  what  proportion  from  the  Secretary's  office  direct  to  the 
vision! — ^A.  The  latter  amount  went  from  the  Treasurer,  from 
hington  office. 

e  difi'ereii^  between  the  amounts  that  you  have  named  is  about 
jven,  is  it  not! — A.  About  that. 

I  understand  from  that,  that  about  one-seventh  of  the  bonds 
ered  by  certificate  from  your  office,  and  the  balance  ordered 

Secretary's  office  on  the  Loan  Division  ! — A.  It  is  only  a  ques- 
ocality  where  the  money  was  deposited. 

m  not  asking  now  as  to  the  deposit  of  the  money.  The  ques- 
sh  I  wish  answered  is  this :  First,  whether  or  not  you  order  a 
►f  the  bonds  on  your  certifiate  to  the  Loan  Division,  and  the 
y  orders  another  portion  of  the  bonds  to  be  issued  ! — A.  No ; 
icates  go  to  the  Loan  Division,  whether  they  are  issued  by  the 
jton  office  or  any  sub-treasurer,  or  any  of  the  banks,  and  all 
s  are  ordered  in  the  same  way  from  the  Register. 
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IJ  Q.  My  question  is  how  many  of  the  orders  for  bonds  go  through  yonr 

office,  and  how  many  go  from  the  Secretary's  office  to  the  Loan  Divis- 
ion f — A.  The  smaller  amounts  that  I  have  given  you  went  through  the 
Treasurer's  office  since  1877. 

Q.  How  did  the  Loan  Division  receive  orders  for  the  balance  that  you 
did  not  order  f — A.  They  had  certificates  from  the  sub-treasurers  and 
from  the  banks. 

Q.  Directly  to  the  Secretary  or  to  you  ? — A.  Sent  to  the  Secretary, 
the  same  as  mine  are  sent  to  the  Secretary.  There  is  no  difference  in 
that  respect  between  the  Washington  office  and  any  sub-treasury  or 
bank. 

Q.  If  I  should  go  to  your  office  to  buy  a  bond  to-day,  you  would  give 
me  a  certificate  on  the  Loan  Division,  would  you  not  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I 
would  give  y^ou  a  certificate  of  deposit. 

Q.  But  I  have  to  take  that  to  the  Loan  Division  f — ^A.  We  woiild  send 
it  there,  giving  you  a  duplicate,  and  sending  the  original  to  the  Loan 
Division. 

Q.  If  I  was  in  New  York,  and  wanted  to  buy  a  bond  from  the  govern- 
ment, would  the  order  for  that  bond  pass  through  your  office  at  all,  or 
would  it  go  directly  to  the  Secretary's  office  f — A.  It  would  go  directly 
to  the  Secretary,  and  you  would  get  the  duplicate  in  the  same  way,  and 
the  assistant  treasurer  at  New  York  would  transmit  the  original  to  the 
Secretary. 

Q.  Then  I  understated  that  all  certificates  other  than  for  bonds 
ordered  here  at  your  office  go  to  the  Secretary,  and  he  directs  the  Loan 
Division  to  issue  the  bonds  as  ordered  ? — A.  What  I  mean  by  the  Secre- 
tary is  that  they  would  all  go  to  the  Loan  Division  like  other  deposits 
made  in  my  office  or  in  New  York. 

Q.  Take  the  First  National  Bank  and  the  bonds  they  subscribed  for 
j  and  ordered.     When  they  wanted  the  delivery  of  the  bonds,  would  they 

go  through  your  office  or  through  the  Secretary's  office! — A.  Through 
the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  And  all  bonds,  whether  subscribed  for  by  a  national  bank  or  any 
other  bank,  would  go  through  the  Secretary's  office  and  not  through  your 
office! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  is  about  as  one  is  to  seven  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  the  pro- 
portion on  the  4  per  cent.  loan. 

Q.  Is  that  a  fair  average  of  all  the  loans! — A.  That  depends  altogether 
on  the  manner  in  which  a  loan  is  put  out. 
l\  Q.  But  I  am  asking  what  would  be  a  fixir  average! — A.  I  cannot  say 

as  to  that. 

Q.  You  cannot  say  positively,  but  you  can  say  whether  that  was  so?— 
A.  I  have  no  information  on  the  subjet^t. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  what  amount  of  bonds  have  been  issued  under  each 
loan,  and  what  have  been  redeemed  ;  or  is  not  that  ju  your  office! — A. 
That  is  not  in  my  x)rovince.  It  is  given  in  every  finance  report  of  the 
Secretary. 

Q.  The  bonds  that  are  ordered  through  the  Secretary's  office  you  have 
no  connection  with  whatever;  you  never  see  the  bonds  or  give  any  direc- 
tion about  them! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  finally  receive  the  money  for  them.  I  suppose,  but  you  know 
nothing  of  when  they  were  issued  until  yoii  get  notice  of  the  money 
being  deposited ! — A.  Except  in  the  case  of  deposits  here  in  town,  where 
the  delivery  was  to  be  made  at  the  counter,  the  Eegister  would  send  the 
bonds  when  issued  back  to  my  office  to  be  delivered  there ;  but  that  was 
only  a  small  amount. 
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Q.  I  anderstood  from  your  former  testimony  tl^at  yon  had  no  separate 
coimt  of  accrued  interest  till  a  recent  date ! — ^A.  I  tiiink  only  since 
e  last  fiscal  year. 

Q.  Wliat  is  the  difference  between  "special"  and  "  sinking  fund,"  as 
ported  f  In  the'report  of  1870  there  is  a  table  of  the  Treasurer  which 
•^aks  of  "  special"  and  "  sinking  fund."  I  want  to  know  what  the  dif- 
c^nce  between  those  two  funds  is,  if  there  is  any  ! — A.  The  Treasury 
i^i:&ght  a  great  many  more  bonds  than  were  required  for  the  sinking 
Kid,  which  were  set  apart  and  called,  for  distinction,  "the  special  fand." 
^e  sinking  fiind  is  required  by  law,  and  the  special  fund  was  simply  a 
Sulation  of  the  department. 

Q.  When  you  came  to  deduct  from  the  public  debt  the  canceled  bonds, 
a«  any  distinction  made  then,  or  was  the  whole  amount  canceled  and 
ducted  in  the  same  way? — A.  They  were  all  canceled  and  deducted  in 
t^  same  way. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  You  canceled  the  bonds  in  the  special  fund  the  same  as  those  in 
i.e  sinking  fund  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  man- 
er.  The  bonds  in  the  sinking  fund  were  distinguished  by  having  "  sink- 
ig  fund"  printed  across  the  face. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  >  ou  came  to  deduct  the  amount  from  the  public  debt,  was 
here  any  distinction  made  between  the  two  I — A.  Not  as  far  as  deduction 
Iras  concerned. 

Q.  Are  you  a  bonded  officer  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  amount  of  bonds  do  you  give  ! — ^A.  $150,000. 

Q.  What  other  bonded  officers  are  there  in  the  department  I — A.  Ex- 
«pt  the  disbursing  officers,  I  think  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
jid  his  deputy  are  the  only  bonded  officers. 

Q.  Do  the  disbursing  officers  belong  to  the  department ! — A.  They 
rere  formerly  designated  from  the  clerks ;  are  now  appointed  by  the 
Iwjretary 

Q.  I  have  reference  to  the  heads  of  bureaus  or  divisions.  Are  any  of 
hem  bonded  officers? — ^A.  Those  are  the  only  two. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of  the  bond  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
hirrency  t — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  The  head  of  the  Loan  Division  is  not  a  bonded  officer! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  the  head  of  the  Public  Moneys  Division  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  those  two  officers  appointed  by  the  President  or  by  the  Sec- 
etary ;  do  you  know! — A.  By  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  what  officers  in  the  department  are  Presidential 
kppointments ! — A.  All  the  heads  of  bureaus,  and  the  deputy  officers 
iud  asHistants. 

Q.  But  the  chief  of  the  Public  Moneys  Division  and  the  chief  of  the 
xmn  Division  are  api)ointed  by  the  Secretary,  and  are  not  bonded  offi- 
lers  ! — A.  They  are  apiK)inted  by  the  Secretarj^,  and  are  not  bonded 
ifficers. 

Q.  At  the  end  of  your  fiscal  year,  how  long  does  it  take  you  to  gQt  in 
he  statements  before  you  close  up  the  year's  work,  on  the  average! — 
^.  We  usually  close  in  forty-five. 

Q.  Are  you  notified  when  the  last  warrant  of  the  year  is  issued  from 
he  Secretary's  office,  so  as  to  know  what  the  last  warrant  should  be 
belonging  to  the  fiscal  year! — A.  Yes,  sir;  also  each  month  and  each 
inarter. 

Q.  And,  usually,  at  the  end  of  the  year,  the  average  time  is  forty-five 
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days  before  you  close. up  an  account  and  begin  the  warrants  for  the 
next  year! — A.  Before  we  close  the  quarter  it  would  usually  be  forty- 
five  days,  to  get  in  all  the  receipts. 

Q.  That  is  for  the  purpose  of  getting  in  accounts  that  may  not  have 
come  in  promptly,  and  getting  in  anything  that  may  have  started  in 
one  division  and  not  got  through  the  others,  &c.,  is  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  You  said  that  you  thought  unclaimed  interest  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  outstanding  liabilities,  after  three  years  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Would  it  require  an  appropriation  to  pay  it  then  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  It  is  provided  for  by  a  permanent  appropriation,  and  that  would 
apply  the  same  whether  it  was  in  the  account  of  outstanding  liabilities 
or  in  your  account  by  itself! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  danger  to  the  Treasury  ?  Is  the  Treasury  exposed  to 
fraudulent  clsgims  of  that  kind! — A.  Yes,  sir.  now. 

Q.  After  three  years  are  you  more  exposed  to  fraudulent  claims  than 
you  are  before  ! — A.  It  is  a  question  of  evidence.  Probably  for  three 
years  we  would  always  be  able  to  get  evidence  as  to  who  was  the  right- 
ful claimant ;  but  when  it  gets  to  be  old,  as  the  interest  generally  be- 
longs to  estates,  the  person  in  whose  name  it  stands  being  dead,  it  is 
very  difficult  to  verify  the  claims. 

Q.  Your  proposition  to  transfer  those  accounts  into  outstanding  lia- 
bilities is  to  make  it  more  certain  that  the  person  presenting  the  claim 
is  the  genuine  owner  of  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Because  over  that  account  there  are  more  safeguards  than  there 
I  are  over  simply  "unclaimed  interest"! — A.  Yes,  sir.    The  payments 

! !  now  are  made  usually  on  a  power  of  attorney  presented  at  the  counter. 

;  I  The  only  safety  we  have  now  is  in  comparing  the  signature  on  the  power 

I  *  of  attorney  with  the  genuine  signature  on  file  in  the  department,  and 

|i  very  often  there  is  no  signature  on  file. 

:'  Q.  Does  any  other  benefit  to  the  Treasury  than  that  occur  to  yon 

1  from  transferring  this  account ! —  A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other. 

Q.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  Treasury  against  fraudulent 
claims  ! — ^A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  You  are,  of  course,  acquainted  with  the  method  of  placing  loans 
J  in  the  Treasury  Department.    How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with 

j!  it ! — A.  I  have  been  in  the  Treasurer's  office  for  about  eighteen  years. 

i  Q.  And  have  been  familiar  with  the  routine  method  nearly  aJl  that 

I  time  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  so  far  as  it  pertains  to  the  Treasurer's  office. 

I  Q.  Can  you  suggest  a  method  of  routine  by  which  when  a  loan  is 

'  placed  you  could  throw  greater  safeguards  around  it  than  those  now 

used  ! — A.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 

Q.  You  have  no  system  in  your  mind  that  would  make  it  safer  than  the 

present  method  ! — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not. 

.  Q.  In  the  present  method  at  any  point  is  the  Treasury  exposed  espe- 

1  .  cially  to  fraud  ! — A .  I  have  always  considered  it  objectionable  that  bonds 

'  should  be  issued  on  the  certificate  of  other  than  the  officer  who  received 

the  money,  as  is  now  the  case. 

Q.  Is  it  practicable  all  over  this  country  to  get  the  bonds  back  to  the 
depositor,  to  the  plaoe  of  deposit! — A.  Kot  without  expense. 

Q.  In  that  very  process  would  it  be  exposed  to  any  dangers! — A  I 
cannot  recommend  any  such  system  as  that. 

Q.  Can  you  recommend  any  substitute  for  the  present  method  that  in 
your  opinion  would  be  safer  for  the  Treasury ! — A.  Only  with  that  ex- 
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►ticn,  that  the  Eegister  should  have  the  origiiiaf  certificate  of  the  de- 
iifc  of  the  money  in  the  Treasury. 

i-  You  would  recommend  that  change  in  the  method,  as  an  additional 
ixrity? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

i^  And  that  whether  the  money  was  deposited  with  you,  with  a  sub- 
«*urer,  or  with  the  Loan  Division! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
^    Have  you  ever  suggested  that  change  to  the  head  of  the  depart- 
iitf — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  suggested  by  my  predecessor.  General  Spin- 
r,  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

ti.  But  has  not  been  suggested  since? — A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 
Q.  Is  there  any  other  point  than  that  where  the  Treasury  is  specially 
posed  to  a  fraud  ! — A.  None  that  occurs  to  me  just  now. 
Q.  Is  there  any  point  at  which  the  whole  thing  depends  upon  theper- 
nal  integrity  of  one  individual  f — ^A.  I  think  it  all  depends  on  in- 
^ty. 

^.  Of  one  single  individual  as  to  all  of  a  loan !  Do  all  the  different 
Bl>8  in  the  process,  going  through  from  the  deposit  of  the  money  to 
^  return  to  the  depositor  of  a  bond  in  its  place,  depend  on  the  iuteg- 
fc^^  of  one  individual ! — A.  And  his  subordinates. 
<}.  How  many  does  it  depend  upon  the  integrity  of! — A,  I  am  not 
-xtain  how  many  hands  an  order  for  a  bond  passes  through. 
Q.  At  any  one  point,  does  it  depend  on  the  integrity  of  one  single 
dividual,  or  must  others  co-operate  with  him!  Take  it  from  the  time 
le  person  desirous  of  obtaining  a  bond  deposits  his  money  to  the  time 
i  getu  the  bond  for  which  the  money  was  deposited,  in  its  passage 
t)und  and  back  to  him,  does  it  reach  any  point  where  it  depends  solely 
pen  the  integrity  of  a  single  individual  whether  the  government's  de- 
imded  or  not,  so  that  when  A  deposit>s  $10,000  he  may  not  receive  a 
100,000  bond  !  Can  he  get  a  hundred  thousand  dollar  bond  by  deposit- 
\g  in  the  Department  $10,000,  without  involving  the  complicity  of  more 
lan  a  single  individual! — A.  Without  full  knowledge  of  the  details  in 
le  Secretary's  office,  with  what  knowledge  of  the  detail  I  have,  I  think 

3t. 

Q.  I  think  you  stated  when  you  were  here  before  that  you  had  a  set 
'  books  in  your  department  that  were  compared  once  in  three  months 
ith  corresponding  sets  in  others  ! — A.  I  render  my  account  quarterly 
the  accounting  officers. 

Q.  Of  all  your  transactions  quarterly  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Annual  accounts  too! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  the  account  so  rendered  entered  on  permanent  books  of  the 
■easury  Department! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  thase  accounts  since  you  have  had  knowledge  of  them  been 
langed  after  they  were  rendered  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  In  any  particular  ! — A.  Not  in  any  particular. 
Q.  Could  they  be  changed  on  other  books  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ent  without  its  being  detected  by  your  books!  After  they  left  you 
id  went  on  the  other  books,  if  they  were  finally  entered  upon  other 
H)k8  different  from  yours,  or  course  your  books  would  detect  the  dif- 
rence! — A.  If  there  was  a  misentry  of  a  warrant  the  statements  of 
e  different  offices  would  differ. 

Q.  You  render  an  account  and  it  is  closed  once  a  quarter,  and  that 
count  is  entered  upon  some  books  which  the  Auditor  and  Comptroller 
>ep  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  does  it  not  follow*  that  if  it  is  changed  on  their  books  after 
is  entered,  your  books  would  detect  it ! — A.  If  they  were  examined, 
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but  there  would  be  ii(f  risk,  it  seems  to  me,  unless  the  Treasurer's  accoant 
was  also  altered. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  '^  risk "  ? — A.  'No  risk  of  loss.  It  would 
certainly  be  detected  by  the  Register  after  it  passed  the  two  accoimtiug 
officers. 

Q.  If  there  should  be  any  alteration  while  the  account  was  in  their 
offices  it  would  bo  detected,  after  it  passed  their  offices,  in  the  Register's 
office! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  detected  also  by  going  back  to  your  office  ! — A .  I 
do  not  know  that  any  ditierence  between  my  books  and  the  books  of  the 
First  Auditor  or  of  the  Gomi)troller  would  be  detected  by  me  after- 
wards. 

Q.  Why  not!  Sui)iK)se  the  account  you  rendered  was  not  faithfully 
entered  upon  their  books,  but  was  changed  for  some  purpose,  would  not 
their  books  side  by  side  with  yours  show  the  difference  ! — A.  A  change 
of  the  account  would  most  certainly  be  discovered. 

Q.  Or,  if  after  it  had  passed  them  you  should  change  your  owm  books, 
their  entries  would  detect  the  change  in  your  books!  Supjiose  you  take 
your  books  after  you  have  rendered  your  account,  and  change  them  by 
erasing  figures,  could  that  be  done  without  being  detected  ! — ^A.  No,  sir; 
there  are  too  many  checks. 


Mellen  C.  Hooker  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  There  were  two  warrants  covering  the  permanent  and  indefi- 
nite appropriations  for  1868  and  1870,  that  we  asked  you  to  produce  to 
us  when  you  were  last  before  us.  Have  you  been  able  to  find  them  !— 
Answer.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  made  an  effort  to  find  them  ! — A.  I  have. 

Q.  You  are  custodian  of  the  warrants,  I  believe! — A..  Of  the  appro- 
priation warrants. 

By  Mr.  Daw  ES : 

Q.  Are  there  duplicates  of  those  warrants  and  of  all  warrants,  io 
other  parts  of  the  Treasury  Department,  besides  those  in  your  custo- 
dy!— A.  There  are  duplicates  or  registers  of  them  all. 

Q.  Have  you  made  search  to  ascertain  whether  you  could  obtain  da- 
plicates  or  registers  of  these  particular  warrants  ! — A.  I  have. 

Q.  With  what  result! — A.  They  can  be  found. 

Q.  If  anybody  desires  to  know  anything  about  what  either  of  those 
warrants  was  originally,  it  can  be  known  by  consulting  the  duplicate 
and  the  register,  can  it  not ! — A.  It  can. 

Q.  Have  you  been  called  upon  by  the  chairman  to  look  after  the  du- 
plicates and  registers  ! — A.  I  have. 

Q.  To  produce  them  here! — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Have  you  produced  them  ! — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Did  you  produce  both  duplicate  and  register,  or  only  the  dupli- 
cate ! — A.  Only  the  register. 

Q.  Have  you  compared  that  register  with  the  duplicate  that  is  also 
kept! — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  A  comparison  between  the  register  and  the  duplicate  would  detect 
any  discrepancy  that  might  exist! — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  So  that  the  loss  of  the  original,  which  belongs  in  the  files,  of  which 
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I   are  custodian,  does  not  deprive  the  Treasury  Department  of  the 

tience^f  what  that  warrant  was! — A.  Not  in  the  least. 

^.  How  this  ori^nal  came  to  be  out  of  your  files  you  do  not  know! — 

I  have  no  knowledge. 
^.  It  was  the  fact  at  the  time  you  became  custodian  of  them  ! — A.  It 

5.  When  it  occurred,  or  for  what  reason,  you  are  ignorant! — A.  I 
ow  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  But  all  the  time  there  has  existed  this  register  of  these  warrants 
d  this  duplicate  of  them  in  the  Treasury  Department  open  to  any- 
dy  who  had  a  right  to  consult  them! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  that  in  the  shape  of  a  warrant,  or  is  it  in  the  books  in  the  form 
an  appropriation  apparently  on  the  books !  Is  the  duplicate  a  dupli- 
te  warrant  on  paper,  or  is  it  in  the  books! — A.  I  understand  it  is  in 
►th  forms. 

Q.  Will  you  produce  a  warrant  which  is  written  on  paper,  a  duplicate 
her  than  in  the  books  !  We  know  it  is  in  the  books,  the  examination 
lows  that.  If  you  produce  that  I  shall  be  obliged  to  you, — A.  It  is 
38sible  I  may  be  mistaken  about  the  duplicates  of  that  class ;  I  am  not 
srtaiu.  I  can  ascertain  in  a  few  moments. 
The  Chairman.  Please  do  so. 

The  witness,  after  a  brief  absence,  returned  with  a  book,  which  was 
abmitted  to  the  chairman  and  examined  by  him. 
Q.  (By  the  Chairman).  You  produce  this  as  the  book  containing  the 
a])licate  of  one  of  the  warrants  as  to  which  you  were  interrogated  f — A. 
io. 

Q.  Explain  in  your  own  way  what  you  wish  to  state  about  it! — ^A.  I 
^ve  found  the  duplicate  of  the  last  warrant  under  consideration,  which 
Xo.  947  of  1870,  prior  to  which  time  there  was  no  coi>y  or  duplicate 
ide  in  the  Secretary's  office  of  that  class  of  warrants. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Was  there  a  register  of  that  class  of  warrants  kept! — A.  There 
Sy  and  always  has  boen. 

Q.  So  that  there  could  have  been  found  a  register  of  it  at  any  timet— 
Yes,  sir. 

5.  W  hether  the  original  was  in  the  ijossession  of  the  department  or 
b  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

J.  Ever  since  1870  there  has  been  also  a  duplicate  as  well  as  the  same 
^er  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

}.  Does  this  purport  to  be  an  exact  transcript  of  the  original  war- 
it  f — A.  I  suppose  it  to  be  from  the  information  I  have  received. 
}.  I  notice,  in  opening  here,  two  erasures  on  this  first  page  of  this 
plicate.  Can  you  give  any  explanation  of  these  !  The  amount  of  the 
in  is  $1,166^, Vo,  and  the  addition  is  $30,529^^^^  Those  two  entries  on 
i,t  page  appear  to  be  erased,  and  new  figures  apparently  have  been 
>stituted.  Do  you  know  whether  that  is  so  on  the  original  ? — A.  I 
not  know  anything  about  it. 

3.  I  notice  other  apparent  erasures  in  the  book.    You  know  nothing 
>ut  the  cause  of  them  yourself! — A.  I  ciuinot  say  that  I  have  any 
owledge  of  the  erasures  of  tliose  particular  figures,  except  that  they 
ght  be  produced  from  various  causes. 
5.  Are  there  various  causes  which  might  produce  changes  on  a  war- 
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rant  after  it  has  been  signed  by  the  Secretary  ? — A.  Not  on  that  class 
of  warrants,  that  I  am  aware  of.  •  » 

Q.  The  original  of  that  is  signed  by  the  Secretary,  is  it  not  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Does  not  that  purport  to  be  a  transcript  ? — A.  It  is  a  duplicate, 
but  the  original  signatures  I  do  not  understand  are  on  this. 

Q.  Of  course  not ;  but  they  were  on  the  original,  and  this  purports  to 
be  a  true  copy  of  the  original ! — A.  So  far  as  the  amounts  are  concerned. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  any  cause  why  a  warrant — not  a  book,  but  a  war- 
rant— should  be  scratched  after  having  been  signed  by  the  Secretary  T — 
A.  No,  I  cannot. 

Q.  But  I  understood  you  to  say  l)efore  that  you  could. — A.  Not  after 
it  was  signed  by  the  Secretary ;  but  these  warrants  are  not  signed  by 
the  Secretary,  and  not  even  a  duplicate  of  the  Secretary's  signature  is 
annexed  to  these  duplicates. 

Q.  When  you  brought  that  to  us  was  it  not  intended  to  be  shown  as 
a  copy  of  the  original ! — A.  So  far  as  the  appropriation  is  concerned. 

Q.  So  far  as  the  amounts  of  the  appropriation  are  concerned  T — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  can  give  us  no  reason  why  those  amounts  on  the  duph* 
cate  have  been  erased  and  apparently  altered! — A.  Except  through 
mistake,  by  putting  down  the  wrong  figure  and  erasing  it  to  put  down 
the  right  one.    I  often  do  that  myself. 

Q.  In  warrants  I — A.  No,  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  warrants, 
but  I  often  do  it  in  writing.  If  I  am  writing  a  letter  or  anything  of  that 
kind,  if  I  write  down  a  word  that  I  think  I  ought  to  change  I  make  an 
erasure. 

Q.  We  are  talking  now  of  the  alteration  of  the  Treasury  books  and 
Treasury  warrants. — A.  I  should  do  it  on  the  Treasury  books  ;  if  I  was 
copying  a  Treasurj^  warrant  I  should  do  the  same  thing. 

By  Mr.  13 awes: 

Q.  Do  you  know  as  a  fact  that  there  ever  has  been  a  warrant  in  the 
Treasury  Department  altered  after  it  has  been  signed  by  the  Secretary! 
— A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Take  the  apparent  erasure  on  this  register  of  the  warrant  dated 
June  30, 1870 ;  is  there  anything  there  to  show  that  it  was  not  to  correct 
a  mistake  made  by  the  penman  when  he  copied  it  f — A.  I  cannot  see 
anything  which  does  not  show  that  fact. 

Q.  If  the  penman  when  he  copied  it  found,  after  comparing  his  copy 
with  the  original,  that  he  had  made  a  mistake  in  a  figure  in  that  en^ 
of  $1,166.67,  would  not  that  fact  necessitate  also  a  change  in  the  foot- 
ing ! — A.  Certainly,  it  would. 

Q.  Is  not  the  appearance  of  this  book  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
idea  that  there  was  a  clerical  mistake  made  by  the  i)enman  when  he 
copied  it ! — A.  It  is,  in  my  opinion.  * 

Q.  Is  there  the  slightest  evidence  in  existence  anywhere  to  your 
knowledge  to  the  contrary  f — ^A.  There  is  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  why  it  was  made? — A.  I  do  not. 
Q.  You  know  nothing,  of  your  own  knowledge,  why.  tliose  erasures 
were  made  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  You  say  that  in  your  own  experience  in  this  department  when  you 
make  an  entry  you  often  find  it  necessary  to  change  a  word  or  figure; 
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at  where  you  have  made  a  mistake  and  written  a  word  you  did  not  in- 
Ckd  to  write,  or  put  down  a  figure  you  did  not  intend  to  put  down,  you 
ase  and  substitute  the  correct  word  or  figure  ! — ^A.  I  do. 
Q,  And  what  is  your  habit  when  you  ascertain  that  fact  when  you  are 
aking  entries  ? — A.  To  erase  the  figure  or  word  that  is  wrong  and  put 
>vn  the  right  one. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  a  single  erasure  or  apparent  alteration  in  any  of 
L^  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  that  has  arisen  in  any  other  man- 
ir  than  that ! — A.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chaibu^an  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  any  alterations  or  erasures  on  the 
Doks  at  all  f — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Dawt:s: 

Q.  Beyond  your  own  experience,  you  mean  ? — A,  Beyond  my  own  ex- 
^rieuce. 


John  W.  Gentry  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chair3IAN  : 

Question.  Have  you  made  a  careful  examination  of  certain  ledgers  of 
Jie  Register  and  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ! — Answer.  I  have.  • 

Q.  You  selected  one  of  the  number  that  you  have  examined  as  an  ex- 
^Qiple  of  all  that  you  examined? — A.  I  did  of  those  mentioned  in  this 
tatement. 

Q.  Is  the  statement  before  you  the  statement  you  wish  now  to  offer 
s  being  a  correct  stsitement  of  the  erasures  and  apparent  alterations  on 
ie  books  you  examined  ? — A.  It  is. 

The  Chairman.  I  propose  to  ofler  that  statement. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Is  this  a  comparison  with  the  same  itenLS  in  three  sets  of  books  I 
'''here  you  found  in  one  something  which  you  call  an  erasure  or  appa- 
nt  alteration,  you  took  that  same  item  and  ran  it  through  the  other 
)oks  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  this  table  contains  all  the  erasures  and  apparent  alterations 
at  have  come  under  your  observation  ? — A.  In  the  books  enumerated 
that  statement. 

Q.  Going  through  how  many  books  ? — A.  The  first,  ledger  No.  2,  I 
mi^ared  with  the  Register's  and  Comptroller's.  Those  three  ledgers 
3re  compared  at  tlie  same  time.  Besides  these  ledgers  (as  instructed 
r  the  committee),  I  compared  several  of  the  others,  only  with  a  view  of 
eing  whether  this  detailed  statement  of  Secretary's  ledger  No.  2  would 
5  a  fair  average  of  the  number  of  erasures  occurring  in  the  other  ledgers 
lunierated.  I  went  far  enough  to  believe  that  this  would  be  about  an 
rerage  of  what  the  other  books  contain. 
The  Chairman.  The  statement  is  offered  in  evidence. 
The  statement  was  received  in  evidence,  and  is  as  follows: 
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\       P 


Six  (6)  ledgers  from  office  of  Secretarjf  of  Trtauurif, 


Title  of  le4lger. 


Periwl. 


4.  Interior   appropriatiou  ledger     From  July  1,  I860,  to  June  30, 1868. 

No.  3. 

5.  Naval     appropriation     ledger     From  July  1, 1860,  to  June  30, 1863. 

No.  5. 

6.  Naval     appropriation     ledger     From  July  1, 1863,  to  June  30, 1887. 

No.  6. 

7.  Naval     appropriation     ledger     From  July  1, 1887,  to  June  30, 1875 

No.  7. 

8.  Military  appropriation  ledger     From  Jul v  1, 18o0,  to  June  30, 1863 

No.  10. 


Number  of  era«ure«  and  • 
ent  altentioiH. 


Two  hundred  and  ninetj- 
One  hundre«i  and  nisfix^ 
Six  hundred  and  sixtj-^ 
Four  hundred  and  fifty  si 
One  hundred  and  aixtj^ 


Three  ledgers  from  Regiflter'a  Office,  containing 428  erasures  and  apparent  alten 

Sis  leilgera  from  Secretary's  Office,  containing 2, 099  erasures  and  l^)paTvnt  slten 

Tot*l  in  9  lodgers 2,527 

I  certify  that  I  have  carefully  examined  the  nine  (9)  ledgers  enumerated  aboTe,  and  that  the  fere 
is  a  true  statement  of  the  erasures  and  apparent  alterations. 

JNO.  W.  GENTRY. 

Q 


-»  » 


t    : 


Q.  (By  Mr.  Dawes.)  In  the  cases  where  your  tables  show  wkal 
•called  erasures  and  alterations,  are  you  able  to  tell  what  the  figure 
they  now  exist,  have  been  substituted  for  ? — A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  Then  you  are  not  able  to  state  what  is  the  amount,  if  any,  ( 
alteration  in  any  given  case? — A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  And  you  have  not  meant  to  state  in  your  column  of  amounts 
the  alterations  have  been  to  the  amount  stated  ! — A.  By  no  meass 

Q.  Only  that  those  are  the  figures  which  now  exist  in  those  iten 
A.  The  figures  which  now  appear  on  the  books. 

Q.  Whether  there  had  been  an  alteration  from  one  figure  to  an 
you  do  not  know ;  you  only  know  that  there  have  been  erasures,  ^ 
appear  to  have  been  for  the  purpose  of  putting  something  else  i 
place  of  what  was  there  originally  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whether  there  was  a  change  from  one  figure  to  another,  or  wh 
there  had  been  any  there  originally,  you  are  not  able  to  say! — A.  ^ 
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^^  the  books  were  balanced  up  ? — A.  I  could  not.    If  the  alterations 
^  made — if  there  were  alterations  made — before  the  books  were  bal- 
ed, there  would  be  changes  in  the  amount  of  the  balances, 
t.  But  the  change  in  the  footings  might  have  been  made  at  the  time 

footings  were  made,  might  they  not  f — A.  That  might  be. 
J.  And  they  might  have  been  made  afterward  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
J.  Upon  that  point  you  havx  no  knowledge? — A.  None. 
3.  These  erasures  that  have  attracted  your  attention  are  sometimes 
receipts  into  the  Treasury,  and  sometimes  in  payments  out  of  the 
aasnry,  are  they  not  I — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  payments.    I  did  not  examine 
seipts. 

^.  A  receipt  into  the  Treasury  is  covered  by  a  warrant,  is  it  not  ? — A. 
lat  is  my  understanding. 

Q.  And  so  it  is  in  the  case  of  a  payment  out  of  the  Treasury  ! — A. 
58,  sir. 

Q.  In  this  table  have  you  followed  those  items  into  the  other  corre- 
oiuling  books  of  the  Treasury,  to  ascertain  whether  there  was  the  same 
asure  or  alteration  apparently  in  the  other  books ! — A.  I  have  through 
iree  sets  of  books. 

Q.  Is  the  result  stated  here  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  also  sought  the  warrant ! — A.  I  examined  some  of  the 
trrant8  that  I  selected. 

Q.  Some  of  the  warrants  referring  to  items  in  this  table  f — A.  Yes, 
r;  there  is  on.e  warrant,  No.  919,  an  appropriation  warrant. 
Q.  Have  you  examined  these  warrants  covering  into,  or  paying  out  of 
le  Treasury  for  the  itema  which  have  no  entry  under  the  head  of  "  war- 
H^  in  this  table! — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  The  only  warrants  which  you  have  examined  are  those  which  have 
me  entry  under  the  head  of  "  warrant"  here  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  some  of 
B  warrants  paying  money  out  are  noted  on  the  margin,  which  I  selected, 
"te  is  one  case  where  it  is  marked,  "not  scratched.''  In  each  case  I 
ve  noted  whether  the  warrant  was  mutilated  or  not. 
Q.  That  indicates  the  number  of  warrants  which  you  have  examined  f — 
In  this  le<lger.  They  have  all  been  examined,  though,  by  Mr.  Wood- 
le,  I  believe. 

8.  He  would  be  able  to  answer  in  regard  to  the  warrants  f — A.  Yes, 
.     r  selected  only  those  where  I  found  alterations  on  two  or  more 
gers.    There  are  certain  numbers  that  have  not  been  delivered  to  us. 
}.  Take  this  statement  which  you  have  prepared  from  ledger  No.  2. 
•w  many  entries  in  all  in  that  ledger  did  you  look  over  ! — A.  I  took 
ger  No.  2  from  the  office  of  the  Secretary,  and  compared  the  other 
[>  ledgers  with  the  scratches  found  on  that  book. 
J.  Had  you  the  book  before  you  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  all  three  books. 
}.  The  corresponding  books  in  the  three  sets! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
J.  Among  how  many  entries  in  all  was  it  that  you  found  this  number 
It  were  erased  f — A.  I  could  not  say. 

3.  Didthisnumberconstituteonehalf  of  all  theentriesin  thebooks? — 
No,  sir. 

J.  One-quarter  ! — A.  I  cannot  make  an  average.  I  have  no  idea  of 
5  proportion. 

3.  Can  you  give  no  idea  to  anybody  who  has  not  seen  the  books  ! — 
That  book,  appropriation  ledger  No.  2,  runs  from  July  1,  1863,  to 
ne  30,  1870,  seven  years. 

3.  With  an  immense  number  of  entries  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
^.  About  how  many  entries  are  there  to  a  page! — A.  If  you  will 


IKf    CIll    («^V\.1 


Q.  If  these  400  pages  were  full,  there  would  be  how  many  entries 
A.  Four  hundred  times  50  would  be  20,000. 

Q.  So,  out  of  this  ledger  No.  2,  how  many  entries  have  you  trandcril 
on  your  table  from  the  book? — A.  Three  hundred  and  seventeen. 

Q.  Have  you  found  in  any  instance  wliere  you  have  examined 
Warrants,  that  either  a  warrant  covering  in  or  a  warrant  laying 
money  now  ditters  from  the  entry  as  it  stands  on  the  book  ? — A 
as  it  stands  at  the  present  time. 

Q.  As  the  entry  stands  in  the  book  at  the  present  time,  the  wan 
covering  in  or  the  warrant  paying  out  agrees  with  it,  so  far  as  you  h 
examined  ? — A.  They  agree. 

Q.  You  have  found  no  discrepancy  in  that  respect! — A.  None. 

Q.  The  Receipts  and  Expenditures  are  published  every  year,  aret 
not  ? — A.  They  ai'e. 

Q.  Have  you  compared  these  warrants  with  the  published  Receipts  i 
Expenditui'es  ? — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  they  are  accurately  published  as 
warrants  justify  f — A.  I  have  made  no  examination  of  that. 

Q.  llow  many  books  besides  this  ledger  No.  2,  which  you  have  tai 
as  an  example,  did  you  examine  ! — A.  With  a  view  to  this  partici 
branch  of  erasures,  1  examined  eight  besides  this  one. 

Q.  Nine  in  all  f — A.  Y'^es,  sir ;  with  a  view  to  this  point 

Q.  Are  they,  in  general,  books  of  the  same  nature  with  this  led 
No.  2  f — A.  Y'es,  sir ;  they  are. 

Q.  And  in  general  about  the  same  size  f — A.  Some  larger. 

Q.  Any  smaller  ? — A.  I  think  none  are  smaller. 

Q.  Are  they  generally  as  full  of  entries  as  this  ledger  No.  2 !— i 
should  think  so. 

Q.  Y'ou  think  ledger  No.  2  is  generally  a  fair  specimen  of  the  sii 
the  books,  and  of  the  number  of  entries  in  them  of  all  the  nine  !— A 
is  not  quite  so  large  as  some  of  them. 

Q.  Some  of  them  are  even  larger  than  this,  and  you  do  not  think 
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By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Uow  many  pages  of  writing  are  in  this  ledger  No.  2,  from  begin- 
ning to  end! — A.  Five  hundred  and  forty  in  the  last  account. 

Q.  But  from  312  to  500  the  pages  are  all  blank,  with  the  exception  of 
two  or  three! — A.  Yes,  sir.  If  you  want  an  accurate  statement,  1  will 
count  each  page. 

Q.  O,  no.  From  312  to  500,  with  the  exception  of  two  or  three  pages, 
the  pages  are  all  blank ;  is  that  the  fact  f — A.  That  is  the  fact  as  I  see 
after  making  a  further  examination.  I  counted  before  from  the  entry  on 
page  410,  not  having  closely  examined  the  preceding  pages. 

Q.  And  in  the  space  from  folio  1  to  312  are  there  not  a  good  many 
other  blanks  ! — A.  There  are  some  scattered  through. 

Q.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  there  are  perhaps  less  than  300  pages  in  all 
on  which  there  is  any  writing,  when  you  come  to  look  at  the  number  of 
blanks  f — A.  Since  this  further  examination  I  am  satisfied  there  are  not 
much  over  250  full  pages. 

Q.  And  on  a  number  of  those  only  two  or  three  entries  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Be  kind  enough  to  give  us  the  exact  number  of  pages  ! — A.  I  will 
examine,  and  do  so. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 
Q.  On  some  pages  there  is  but  one  entry. — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Take  the  largest  book  of  your  nine  and  tell  us  something  about 

that. — A.  I  will  do  so. 

The  witness  wa«  relieved  for  the  present,  but  subsequently  recalled, 
and  his  examination  continued  as  follows : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  selecting  the  particular  book,  appropriation  ledger  No.  2,  did 
you  select  the  ledger  that  had  the  most  erasures  upon  it  or  not  I — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  select  a  ledger  that  has  many  more  erasures  on  it  than 
that,  and  did  not  the  Chairman  suggest  to  you  to  take  an  average  ledger 
instead  of  the  worst  one  f — A.  He  did. 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  You  have  gone  through  two  of  the  books  and  counted  the  number 
of  pages.  In  the  nine  books,  if  you  take  the  two  extremes,  what  would 
be  the  average  number  of  pages  written  on? — A.  Four  hundred  and 
two  pages.  Taking  these  two  amounts,  508  pages  for  the  larger  and  296 
for  the  smaller  one,  the  writing  would  make  an  average  in  the  nine  led- 
gers of  402,  and  an  aggregate  of  3,618. 

Q.  Thirty  six  hundred  and  eighteen  pages  of  fifty  lines  in  a  page! — 
►  A.  Not  all  full  pages.    A  great  many  have  only  one  entry  on  a  page. 

Q.  Are  there  not  a  great  many  of  these  pages  on  which  there  are 
seventy  entries  on  a  page! — A.  Yes,  sir;  a  great  many  pages  where  the 
debit  is  carried  over  to  the  credit  side.  The  majority  of  the  pages,  how- 
ever, are  not  full ;  a  great  many  contain  only  one  entry. 

Q.  Do  not  the  majority  of  the  pages  contain  double  entries  in  the 
sense  in  which  I  have  stated! — A.  I  cannot  say  the  majority  of  pages. 

Q.  Should  you  think  so! — A.  A  great  many  contain  entries  on  both 
sides. 

Q.  If  the  number  of  pages  were  full,  how  many  entries  would  all  the 
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%4.  iiave  you  maae  a  copy  or  tne  warrant  ino.  ipih,  oi  louyi— a. 
sir:  this  is  it  (producing  a  paper). 

Q.  Is  that  a  true  copy  of  the  original  warrant? — A.  I  am  DOt 
paned  to  say.    Mr.  G^ntrj^  and  myself  are  going  to  compare  it  andl 
it  to  the  reiwrter  to-morrow,  and  then  we  shall  testify  that  it  is  a 
copy. 

Q.  Did  you  make  it  for  a  true  copy  ! — A.  I  did  make  it  for  a  tmei 
and  have  copied  it  carefully,  but  I  have  not  yet  compared  it  with 
original;  I  ^nll  do  it;  it  is  intended  to  l>e  a  true  copy. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  If  you  find  in  comparing  your  copy  with  the  original  that  yon  1 

made  a  wrong  entry  of  a  word,  you  wiU  erase  it  and  put  in  the  i 

word? — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  the  copy. 
Q.  With  the  intention,  of  course,  of  making  it  right! — A.  Yes,s 
Q.  Have  you  ever  done  that  in  preparing  pa]>ersf — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  ^ 

1  have  made  a  mistake  of  course  I  have  done  it^ 
Q.  You  are  a  bookkeeper,  are  you  not! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  bee 
Q.  In  your  entries  in  books  ha^  it  been  your  misfortune  ever  to  \ 

wrong  word  or  a  WTong  figure  f — A.  Yes,  "sir. 
Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  book  then? — A.  I  scratched  it, 
Q.  For  the  purpose  of  making  it  what  it  should  have  been?— - 

bookkeei^er  unavoidably  sometimes  \nll  make  a  transposition  of  fig 
Q.  And  you  scratch  out  what  has  been  put  down  for  the  purpc 

making  it  what  you  intended  to  make  it  when  you  made  the  entry! 

Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  State  what  there  is  on  the  pai>er  you  hand  in  as  a  copy,  if 
thing,  in  addition  to  what  appears  in  the  original  warrant  ? — A.  *Xot 
but  the  red-ink  memoranda.  Tlie  body  of  it  is  exactly  as  it  appej 
the  original. 

Q.  You  have  added  in  red  ink  the  comments  on  your  copy  ? — A. 
sir. 

Q.  They  are  not  made  part  of  your  copy,  but  are  explanatory 
Yes,  sir :  when  I  said  it  was  a  true  conv  I  did  not  mean  to  sav  thi 
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:^e  that  we  propose  to  offer  in  evidence.  [To  the  witness.]  Have  you 
>ared  these  statements  yourself? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  are  a  comparison 
preen  the  figures  as  I  found  them. 

t-  Did  you  take  all  the  figures  there  from  official  reports  ? — A.  Yes, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Navy  Department.    I  went  to  the  Navy 
3artment  books  and  took  certain  amounts  which  are  specified  at  the 
torn  in  their  ledger. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

2.  Examine  this  copy,  or  alleged  copy,  of  the  warrant  referred  to  in 
t  sixth  line  on  the  third  page,  and  inform  the  committee  if  there  has 

I  been  an  erasure  in  your  copy. — A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  is  an  erasure  in 
»copy. 

3.  What  does  that  indicate  f — A.  Being  a  copy,  I  did  not  take  as  much 
ins  as  I  otherwise  would  have  done,  except  to  be  correct  in  the  phrase- 
>gy  of  the  figures. 

Q.  What  was  the  original  entry  you  made  in  that  line  f — A.  I  put  the 
of  the  year  there.  The  original  being  longer  than  this,  I  wanted  to 
owd  my  letters  in  the  space  and  get  the  sum  total  at  the  foot.  The 
ily  scratch  I  made  there  I  had  the  "  69"  underneath,  but  it  would  look 
5tter  as  it  is  now,  and  I  scratched  it  out  and  put  it  there. 
Q.  Would  it  be  just  to  say  there  that  the  new  figures  had  apparently 
sen  substituted  ! — A.  This  is  not  an  original  document. 
Q.  Just  answer  my  question.  Would  it  be  just  to  make  a  marginal 
rference  there  saying  that  new  figures  had  apparently  been  substituted! 
"A.  I  think  for  a  copy  it  would  be  very  just,  because  I  could  make 
DotLer  copy.  The  signatures  are  merely  signed.  I  can  make  another 
)py  if  there  is  any  objection  to  this. 

Q.  I  am  not  si)eaking  about  that.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to 
►ar  marginal  notes  hei*e.  You  say,  "  This  amount  scratched  and  new 
fures  apparently  substituted."  What  reason  have  you  for  believing 
at  new  figures  have  been  substituted! — A.  That  is  not  an  amount;  it 
a  3'ear. 

Q.  You  are  h>i>ercritical.  I  am  talking  about  the  fact.  There  is  an 
isure  in  your  own  copy  that  you  yourself  made,  and  I  ask  you  to  say 
lether  there  were  any  new  figures  substituted  in  that  place  ! — A.  No, 
J  there  were  no  new  figures  substituted. 

Ql.  Do  you  not  see,  then,  that  there  is  just  as  much  reason  for  suppos- 
r  that  these  original  erasures  may  have  been  of  the  same  character 
you  made  in  this  copy,  and  that  there  wtis  no  new  substitution  of  fig- 
if — A.  I  do  not  say  that  I  suppose  any  new  figures  were  substituted; 

I I  say  when  you  come  to  the  figures  being  scratched,  and  the  totals 
ing  scratched  also,  I  merely  say  "apparently." 

3.  Why  do  you  say  that  new  figures  apparently  have  been  substi- 
:ed  ! — A.  I  do  not  say  that  new  figures  are  apparently  substituted. 
5.  In  your  marginal  notes,  do  you  not  use  that  language  ! — A.  1  use 
It  language. 

^.  Do  you  mean  it ! — A.  I  do  not  mean  it  at  all. 
Q.  What  do  you  mean  ! — A.  I  put  those  words  down  under  instmc- 
►ns. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  mean  to  say  that  there  are  new  figures  substi- 
ted! — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  new  figures  or  not.  I  know 
ere  have  been  scratches. 

Q.  You  do  not  wish  to  be  under8tood,then,  as  saying  what  your  mar- 
tial notes  express! — ^A.  I  do  not  mean  to  assert  tl)at  there  are  new 
:ures  put  down  there.    My  own  impression  is  that  the  figures  have 
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coiniuitte^.  Will  you  bold  it  up  to  the  light  aud  tell  me  whether  it 
not  api)ear  that  iu  the  total  $321  ,G23,678.G0  there  has  been  an  er 
and  an  apparent  altenition  ? — A.  Yas,  sir ;  there  is. 

Q.  You  can  explaiu  that,  of  course  ? — A.  Of  course  I  can.  Oe 
count  only  ran  to  187G,  and  I  took  the  1877  out  so  as  to  bring  th( 
the  same  footing. 

Q.  Is  there  any  evidence,  that  has  c>orae  to  your  knowledge,  wh 
men  who  made  the  entries  in  the  several  books  of  the  Treasury  Dc 
ment,  which  you  have  noticed,  if  they  were  here,  could  not  explaio 
in  the  same  way  f — A.  Probably  they  could. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  any  reason  why  those  erasures  do  not 
just  like  this  of  yours  ? — A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  The  difference,  $11,384,403.74,  if  you  hold  that  table  up  t 
light,  shows  an  erasure  in  the  same  way,  does  it  not ! — A.  Y^es,  sii 

Q.  That  was  to  make  certiiin  figures,  which  were  originallyput 
more  correct,  was  it  not  f — A.  No,  sir ;  as  I  told  you,  this  accoui 
to  187G,  and  I  scratched  1877  off'  here  (indicating),  and  altered  1 
tals. 

Q.  Y'^ou  did  that  because  the  facts  required  you  to  do  it  f — A.  Yc 
the  facts  required  me  to  do  it. 

Q.  If  you  hold  the  paper  up  to  the  light  it  shows  that  there  hav 
erasures  aud  alterations  in  that  import  f — A.  That  is  another  stat 
put  on  there — an  afterthought 

Q.  Holding  table  No.  8  up  to  the  light  you  see  that  where  the 
"  for  the  fiscal  yeare  1860  to  1870,  inclusive,"  appear,  there  has  b 
erasure  and  apparently  some  other  word  put  over  it ! — A.  Yes,  si 

Q.  That  was  to  make  a  correction,  was  it  not  f — A.  To  make  a 
Hon. 

Q.  To  make  it  exactly  what  it  should  be! — A.  Y"es,  sir. 

Q.  I  ask  you  the  same  question  in  reference  to  any  erasure  yoi 
found  in  any  of  the  books  of  the  department,  if  the  man  who  mac 
erasure  were  here,  is  there  any  evidence  upon  the  books  why  he  coi 
make  the  same  explanation  f — A.  Very  likely  ^e  could. 

Q.  In  your  experience  at  this  kind  of  work,  is  it  not  the  oc 
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lie  had  followed  out,  the  warrant  corresiwnded  with  the  entry  a.s  it  now 
exists,  but  tliat  you  had  followed  all  the  rest  of  them  out.  I  ask  you, 
therefore,  the  same  question  that  I  asked  him.  You  have  followed  out 
all  the  other  apparent  erasures  and  alterations  that  you  have  tabulated, 
to  the  warrant  itself  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  any  instance  have  you  found  any  discrepancy  between  the  war- 
rant and  the  figures  as  they  now  stand  upon  the  Treasury  books  f — A. 
Let  me  understand  you.  Do  you  ask  if  I  found  the  scratches  to  run 
throupfh  ? 

Q.  No.  My  question  is  whether  the  warrant  as  it  now  stands  in  words 
and  figures  and  the  Treasury  book  as  it  now  stands  in  words  and  fig- 
ures, agree ;  whether  there  is  any  discrepancy  between  them  I — A.  There 
is  no  discrepancy. 

Q.  The  warrant  covering  in  on  the  side  of  receipts  and  the  warrant 
paying  out  on  the  side  of  expenditures  corresi)ond  in  words  and  figures 
with  the  words  and  figures  as  they  now  stand  upon  the  books? — A. 
They  agree;  but  allow  me  to  correct  you.  The  covering-in  warrants  do 
not  appear  on  this  debt  ledger  that  you  have  here.  That  contains  the 
expenditures  on  account  of  public  debt.  The  receii)ts  which  were  cov- 
ered into  the  Treasury  under  the  covering-in  warrant  were  entered  on 
another  ledger. 

Q.  But  you  also  compared  that  f — A.  I  have  compared  them  all. 

Q.  Does  any  one  of  your  tables,  except  this  one  in  respect  to  ledger 
No.  2,  show  whether  any  scratch  or  apparent  alteration  appears  in  more 
than  one  place;  that  is,  in  diflerent  books !  This  one,  I  understand,  indi- 
cates wherever  a  scratch  appears,  whether  the  same  scratch  appears  on 
the  corresponding  books  f — A.  Mr.  Gentry  lias  put  down  therein  ledger 
No.  2  what  scratches  there  are,  and  I  believe  in  tlte  indefinite  a|)propria- 
tion  warrants  in  some  cases  they  run  through  all  the  warrants. 

Q.  But  how  many  have  you  indicated  on  your  table  which  you  have 
lieretofore  furnished! — A.  I  did  not  furnish  that  table;  Mr.  Byrne 
furnished  that  table. 

Q.  The  table  which  Mr.  Byrne  furnished  you  helped  him  make  out, 
did  you  not? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  authenticity  of  that  table,  therefore,  you  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  from  personal  knowledge? — A.  I  examined  it. 

Q.  With  him  ?    Did  you  comi)are  it  with  the  booki^  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  are  able  to  vouch  for  its  accuracy.  As  to  the  table  which 
Mr.  Byrne  prepared  and  which  you  comi)ared  with  the  books,  have  you 
coniijared  the  items  in  that  table  with  the  different  sets  of  books  in  the 
departments  and  with  the  warrants  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  table  itself  indicate  whether  the  scratches  found  in  one 
set  of  books  are  found  in  the  other  sets  of  books! — A.  No,  sir;  with  a 
few  exceptions. 

Q  Nor  do  they  show  whether  the  same  scratches  are  found  in  the 
warrants! — A.  No,  sir.  *' November  1,1860,  warrant  No. 7236," scratched 
on  Secretary  and  Register  and  not  scratched  on  Comptroller,  $22,08r),917. 

Q.  That  is  the  amount  of  the  warrant! — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  other, 
'^August  1,1805,  No.  3029,"  scratched  on  Comptroller  and  not  scratched 
on  Secretary  and  liegister. 

Q.  Are  those  as  far  as  you  examined,  or  are  those  all  you  found ! — 
A.  All  I  found. 

Q.  Then  all  you  found  that  were  scratched  on  the  different  series  o^ 
books  are  thCvS^  two! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  :  • 

Q.  Please  to  examine  the  table  designated  as  "  No.  3  C,"  on  page  loL 


first  Item  on  tliat  table  uimer  tnat  statement  T — A.  i<yi  to  ibsi. 

Q.  Is  that  table  correct ! — A.  Correct,  according  to  the  Secre 
statements  in  the  finance  reports;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  ask  you  if  it  is  correct — if  that  is  a  statement  from  1789 
1879! — A.  That  I  cannot  answer;  T  have  not  examined  the  book 
is  correct,  according  to  the  published  statements  of  the  Secretarj. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  debt  from  1789  to  1791 !  You 
your  statement  tfiat  that  table  i^*  an  exhibit  of  the  net  ordinar 
gross  receipts  and  expenditui'es  and  receipts  and  expenditures  < 
count  of  the  public  debt  of  the  Uniteil  States  from  March  4, 17 
June  30,  1879,  inclusive,  and  your  first  period  nameii  under  that 
ment  is  "  from  1791  to  18:32,  inclusive"  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  state  to  the  committee  what  the  amount  of  ordiuar 
gross  receipts  and  expenditures  and  receipts  and  exi>enditure$ 
count  of  the  public  debt  of  the  United  States  was  from  March  4, 
until  1791,  and  where  it  appears  in  that  table.  Does  it  app^in 
A.  No,  sir;  it  does  not  appear.  1  addeil  those  figures  up  mysel 
the  total  of  all  of  them  api)ears.  I  added  that  up  myself  froi 
table.    The  total  agrees. 

Q.  I  understand  that  the  total  agrees ;  but  what  I  want  you  U 
is  whether  or  not,  upon  an  inspection  of  the  printed  copy,  the  stat 
of  what  that  table  contains  corresponds  with  the  actual  facts 
contents  f — A.  Let  me  iisk  you  a  question,  Mr.  Senator. 

Q.  Certainly. — A.  Do  you  mean  to  ask  me  if  it  appears  divid( 
these  ditterent  pericnlsf    Is  that  the  meiining  of  your  question  ! 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  whether  that  is  a- connect  statement  of  tl 
lie  debt  f — A.  The  total  is  correct. 

Q.  Is  the  table  coiTect,  in  accortlance  with  your  statement  in  t 
tiou  that  is  printed  ? — A.  Well,  it  is  a  kind  of  anal3^sis  of  that  ta 

Q.  There  is  a  discrepancy  between  your  statement  of  what  tha 
contains  and  what  it  actually  does  contain,  is  there  not,  or  an  ap 
discrepancy  f — A.  It  is  not  a  discrepancy ;  it  is  just  taking  the  ta 
dividing  it  Into  certain  i>eriods. 

Q.  Whereis  the  period  beginning  at  1789!— A.  To  1832? 

Q.  Whei^  in  your  table  is  the  period  beirinning:  1789,  March 
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first  statement  the  Secretary  made  up  ^?as  in  the  finance  report 
X870  in  which  he  commenced  that  way.    I  will  show  it  to  you.    [Ex- 
^"Dg  finance  report  of  1871.  J    There  it  is. 

This  table,  "  3  C,''  is  a  compilation  of  your  own,  is  it  not? — A. 

Is  a  compilation,  certainly.    I  made  it  up  according  to  instructions. 

C3.  But  this  statement,  as  I  understand  you  now,  does  not  contain  the 

*ipt  and  expenditures  on  account  of  the  public  debt  of  the    CTnited 

tes  from  March  4,  1789? — A.  It  is  a  copy  from  the  Secretary's 

ixdnce  rei>ort  exactly  as  it  appears  there. 

<i.  Is  there  anywhere  in  the  accounts  that  you  have  examined  or  the 
►t^iiteinents  that  you  have  investigated  a  declaration  that  the  debt  has 
n  stated  from  March  4,  1789,  to  June  30,  1879? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  can 
ilTicw  you  in  one  of  the  finance  reports  [producing  the  finance  report 
^_  1876].  On  page  18  of  this  rei>ort  those  two  amounts  agree  exactly 
"th  that  It  is  an  analysis  of  that  statement  by  certain  periods.  It 
an  analysis  of  that  statement  of  $116,000,000  difference  by  certain 
riods.  That  was  the  object  of  it. 
Q.  But  that  does  not,  as  I  understand  you,  include  a  statement  from 
^he  year  1789  to  the  year  1791  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  answer.  I  can  tell 
you  where  I  got  that.  To  be  sure,  I  did  this :  I  took  the  liberty  of 
*^king  that  from  the  Eegister  in  the  same  finance  report. 

Q.  Then  you  have  changed  the  statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
^ke  Treasury,  and  have  added  at  your  own  instance  words  taken  from 
^^other  source  ? — A.  I  have  included  more  in  that  first  date,  but  I  have 
^ot  altered  the  figures  any. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  the  figures.  You  say  that  you  took 
^he  liberty'  to  interpolate  something  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
'^^X'easury  taken  from  the  rei>ort  of  the  Register  on  the  finances? — ^A.  I 
Put  it  there  from  this  "  statement  of  expenditures  from  March  4,  1789.'' 
^  remember  now  where  I  got  it.  They  all  run  that  way,  from  March  4, 
^789. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Just  see  if  the  headings  of  the  Finance  Reports — take  anj^  one  of 
Uieni,  1877,  1871, 1870— are  not  in  that  way  ?— A.  They  all  run  that  way. 

Q.  They  purport  to  begin  with  1789  and  actually  begin  with  1791  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  followed  the  same  wording  they  had  f — A.  Exactly.  Here  is 
the  last  one  of  this  year.  Secretary's  report  "fronS  March  4,  1789." 

Q.  And  that,  too,  begins  in  1791,  just  as  j ours  did! — A.  Just  exactly 
the  same. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  This  copy  of  the  warrant,  No.  919  of  1870,  was  intended  to  be  a 
true  copy  of  the  original  w^arrant  919,  was  it  not? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  marginal  notes.  Are  the  figures  which  those  notes 
are  opiwsite  scratched  on  the  original  and  apparently  altered,  or  not? — 
A.  They  look  to  me  as  if  they  had  been  altered ;  the  entire  amount 
scratched  in  some  of  them.  There  is  a  2  here  which  has  certainly  been 
a  1,  and  the  totals  are  scratched  all  the  way  through. 

Q.  The  amounts  that  those  marginal  notes  are  opposite  to,  when  you 
compare  them  with  the  original,  are  scratched  certainly  and  apparently 
altered? — A.  Tliey  look  to  me  that  way. 

Q.  You  have  put  a  cross  opposite  the  amounts  that  were  scratched 
and  appeared  to  be  altered,  have  you  not? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  merely 
to  call  attention  to  them. 
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this  oripnal  warrant,  919  of  1870,  were  scratched  and  appeared  to 
been  altered  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  ehainnau  at  auv  time  sav  more  to  vou  than  to  make  a 
%  %  % 

of  these  facts  as  you  believed  them,  ai.d  i)ut  them  in  red  ink,  so 
they  would  appear  to  be  your  comments? — A.  That  was  all  he  8aid; 
to  call  attention  to  them. 

Q.  And  you  have  noted  them  down? — A.  I  sjiid  that  I  was  on 
to  do  it  because  I  considered  it  all  right  that  I  should  do  it 

Q.  You  had  yourself  stated  that  you  found  the^e  erasures  and  a 
ent  alterations,  and  he  simply  said  to  you  then,  "note  that  downi 
ink,  so  as  to  be  distinct,''  and  you  have  put  down  what  you  yoi 
believed  to  be  true,  and  so  told  him? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  apixw 
scratchwl.  I  do  not  want  to  be  misunderstood  in  saying  I  was  or 
to  do  it.  I  meant  that  I  was  ordered  to  i)ut  that  marginal  note 
and  I  put  it  there  the  way  I  was  ordered,  so  as  to  call  attention. 

By  Mr,  I>galls: 
Q.  In  language  furnished  by  the  chairman  ? — A.  Y^es,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  So  as  not  to  confuse  the  copy  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  By  looking  i 
way  you  see  exactly  what  figures  were  scratched, 

Q.  \"ou,  yourself,  first  told  the  chairman  that  these  figures 
scratched  and  api)arently  altered  ? — A.  Y'^es,  sir ;  I  showed  them 
on  the  books,  too. 

Q.  Then  he  desired  the  note  to  be  written  down  to  indicate  that  i 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  it  is  so  done  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  no  other  puii)Ose  ? — A.  Xo  other  purpose. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  makuig  the  different  statements  which  you  have  prei^ai 
eluding  the  one  that  Senator  Ingalls  called  your  attention  to,  as 
receipts  of  the  government,  have  you,  in  any  instance,  substi 
figure  or  a  statement  that  the  official  reports  or  statements  fumis 
the  department  will  not  bear  out  ? — A.  I  never  did  an.\'t)aD£  t 
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Q.  Of  course,  there  are  additions  you  have  made  yourself,  and  couipila- 
ons  in  A  different  form ;  but  were  all  the  figures  that  you  have  used  in 
Dor  different  statements  taken  from  official  reports,  either  in  print  or  in 
Titing  ! — A.  I  have  never  used  anything  but  the  figures  in  the  official 
sports ;  never  used  a  figure  of  my  own.  Your  instructions  to  me  were 
J  take  the  figures  as  I  found  them,  and  I  never  had  any  instructions  at 
11  to  use  any  other  figures  but  those  I  found  in  the  official  reports. 

By  Mr.  Ing alls  : 

Q.  But  all  the  figures  you  have  selected  have  been  under  the  direction 
f  the  chairman. — A.  How  do  you  mean  ** selected"?  The  form  of 
oakiug  out  a  report — for  instance,  the  form  of  that  report  is  merely  to 
how  as  an  experiment  the  difference  between  making  up  the  public 
lebtfrom  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  and  from  Issues  and  Reilemptions^ 
nd  the  result  shows  exactly  the  figures  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1876. 
Q.  Your  tables  do  not  show  everything  that  has  appeared  in  the 
t)oks  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  of  the  Register  from  the 
undation  of  the  government?  You  have  made  certain  selections — 
^rtain  compilations. — A.  I  took  the  net  ordinary  receipts,  the  total  re- 
^ipts  for  loans  and  Treasury  notes,  and  the  net  ordinary  expenditures 
Id  the  net  ordinary  expenditures  on  account  of  loans,  and  the  figures 
X?  precisely  the  same,  only  1  have  taken  certain  periods  and  added 
iem  together. 

Q.  Under  the  direction  of  the  chairman  ? — A.  To  carry  out  his  views, 
J  see  how  it  would  residt;  but  I  used  none  but  the  official  figures.  I 
id  not  say  I  selected  any  figures.  1  took  all  the  figures.  I  do  not  take 
irtain  portions  of  the  account  and  reject  others.  I  took  the  total  fig- 
res.  I  added  to  a  certain  period,  and  then  I  added  from  the  beginning 
)  the  next  period. 

Q.  You  have  made  a  compilation  from  the  Finance  Report  of  1877  ? — 
.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Your  compilation  does  not  comprise  every  table  there  is  in  that 
>ok? — A.  I  say,  *' Statement  taken  from  S.ecretary^s  statements  in  Fi- 
mce  Reports  and  to  committee." 

Q.  Your  statement  taken  from  the  Finance  Report  of  1877  does  not 
elude  all  the  statements  there  are  in  that  book  ? — -A.  Xo,  sir. 
Q.  What  I  am  calling  your  attention  to,  is  to  ascertain  whether  in  se- 
eting  from  the  finance  and  other  reports  of  different  jears,  you  have 
jted  under  the  direction  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  ? — A.  I  made 
>  the  statements  to  conform  to  his  views,  but  not  to  pick  things  out. 
is  the  entire  statement;  it  is  not  picking  out  portions;  it  is  the  entire 
atement,  as  you  will  find  by  adding  those  together. 
Q.  It  does  not  appear  in  your  statement  as  it  does  in  the  statement 
■  the  Register  of  the  Treasury.    It  appears  in  different  shape,  does  it 
)t  ? — A.  It  is  only  a  different  shape,  but  it  is  the  same  matter. 
Q.  It  appears  in  different  shape,  does  it  not  f    Your  table  does  not 
^pear  in  the  same  shape  as  it  appears  in  the  rei)ort  of  the  Register  of 
le  Treasury  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  in  the  same  shape,  but  it  contains  the 
kme  matter.  • 

Q.  Cotnpile<l  in  a  different  way,  grouped,  compiled,  made  up  differ 
itly  f — A.  Mr.  Senator,  if  jou  take  here  the  gross  receipts  down  to 
i32,  and  add  them  together,  if  you  understand  the  nature  of  these  col- 
inns,  you  will  see  that  my  statement  is  just  those  three  columns  added 
►gether  [indicating]. 

Q.  Now,  come  right  back  to  my  question.  I  asked  you  whether  or 
yt  in  submitting  the  compilations  of  figures  that  you  have  made  from 
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the  diffei-eiit  reports  of  the  Treasury,  you  have  acted  under  the  direc- 
tions of  the  chairman  of  this  committee  ! — A.  To  use  nothing  but  the 
official  figures,  yes,  sir ;  but  to  compile  them  in  a  certain  way. 

Q.  Diffei*eut  from  what  they  appear  in  the  books  ? — A.  The  aggregates 
are  the  name. 

Q.  Nobody  doubts  that ;  but  I  ask  you  if  they  do  not  apfiear  in  your 
tables  in  a  different  way  from  what  they  appear  on  the  books  of  the 
Treasury  ? — A.  They  do  appear  in  a  different  way,  but  the  result  is  the 
same,  as  this  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1876  proves. 

Q.  Did  you  see  a  special  dispatch  in  the  Xew  York  Tribune  yesterday 
or  the  day  before,  purporting  to  emanate  from  Washington,  declaring 
that  Senator  Davis,  of  West  Virginia,  had  discovered  from  testimony 
taken  before  this  (committee  that  bonds  of  the  United  States  could  l)e 
issued  by  one  person! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  that  statement. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  that  was  communicated  to  the  Xew  Y^ork  Tri- 
bune ! — A.  I  have  not  the  least  idea. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  reporter  on  the  subject  f — ^A.  I  am  not 
acquainted  with  any  reporter.  I  do  not  know  a  single  reporter  i^erson- 
ally. 

Q.  You  understood  that  the  directions  of  the  committee  were  that 
nothing  occurring  before  it  should  be  communicated! — A.  The  copy  of 
the  testimony  was  put  in  here  and  I  locke<l  it  up  in  my  desk  and  I  did 
not  let  anybody  see  that  copy  until  I  saw  the  chairman  the  day  after 
that  thing  appeared  and  got  his  pennission  to  let  Mr,  Fletcher  and  Cap- 
tain Bayley  read  their  testimony. 

Q.  You  under8too<l  that  the  order  of  the  committee  was  that  nothing 
should  l>e  communicated  to  anybody? — A.  It  has  been  faithfully  kept 
here. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q  Have  you  had  instructions  from  time  to  time  to  be  careful  and  let 
no  one  except  Treasury  officials  see  the  testimony  as  taken  by  this  com- 
mittee ! — A.  I  have  alwa^^s  kept  it  under  lock  and  key. 

Q.  Have  you  had  that  instruction  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  positive  instructions 
to  let  nobody  see  it  exccjit  those  who  were  giving  their  testimony,  and 
to  confine  them  to  their  own  testimonv. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  chairman  of  this  committee  has 
made  repeated  efforts  to  know  how  information  got  to  the  Tribune  as  to 
the  testimony  taken  by  tliis  committee! — A.  I  have  known  you  to  go 
down  to  the  Register  and  try  to  trace  it  through  the  department  here, 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  it  has  been  stated  in  the  department 
that  the  information  was  gotten  out  through  some  one  in  the  depart- 
ment?— A.  I  had  some  hearsay  evidence  last  summer  on  that  point,  but 
I  do  not  want  to  criminate  anvboilv. 

Q.  As  to  Table  No.  3  C,  "  prepared  by  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury 
Accounts,''  the  same  table  about  wliich  Mr.  Ingalls  has  asked  you  some 
questions,  when  you  made  tliat  table  it  was  taken  from  between  certain 
dates  and  made  by  adding  up  the  total  amounts  as  taken  from  the  Finance 
Reports? — A.  Ydfe,  sir;  and  you  will  find  those  totals  agree  with  the 
totals  in  the  last  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Tretisury. 

Q.  Take  the  ])ublic  debt,  treated  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures  instead 
of  Issues  and  Redemptions,  liow  much  difference  does  there  appear  to 
be  by  that  statement  f — A.  $110,000,000,  in  round  numbers. 

Q.  Does  that  agree  in  amount  with  tlie  statement  made  and  found  iu 
(he  Finance  Report  of  1871,  made  up  by  Mr.  Bayley,  who  gave  testiniou}' 
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JL.  No,  sir ;  it  agrees  with  the  Finance  Report  of  1876,  page  18, 
j  there  were  some  other  things  brought  in  in  the  mean  time. 
pw  much  difference  was  there  f — A.  $250. 

len  the  statement  you  have  been  questioned  about  by  Senator 
I  and  the  one  produced  here  by  ^Ir.  Bayley,  the  Treasury  clerk, 

C'thin  $250! — A.  Exactly.    They  are  precisely  the  same  when  di- 
to  periods. 
Ihey  would  have  agreed  but  that  he  stopped  in  1871,  and  you  went 
r? — A.  I  went  to  1879,  and  in  the  mean  time  there  has'^beon  an  ex- 
Jfcure  where  there  has  been  no  coiTcsponding  receipt.    If  you  state 
kblic  debt  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  every  expenditure  where 
i  has  been  no  receipt  will  make  a  corresponding  discrepancy  in  this 
of  stating  the  public  debt. 

I   By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

^  And  that  is  the  explanation  of  this  whole  trouble! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

L  Then  I  understand  that  in  making  up  the  debt  by  Receipts  and 
fienditures  instead  of  the  way  it  was  formerly  made  up,  by  Issues  and 
Aemptions,  there  is  a  difference  of  $116,000,000. — A.  Yes,  sir. 
U.  And  that  is  principally  from  the  fact  that  bonds  were  issued  for 
lich  no  amounts  went  into  the  Treasury,  and  when  they  were  redeemed 
tmey  went  out  of  the  Treasury  for  them. — 5V.  Yes,  sir.    There  is  an- 
her  thing.    If  a  loan  is  sold  at  a  discount  the  ditterence  between  the 
jceipts  from  that  loan  and  the  par  value  will  make  exactly  a  corre- 
^K>iiding  discrepancy  in  this  way  of  stating  the  public  debt. 
The  tables  produced  by  Mr.  Woodville  wei-e  oflfere<l  in  evidence  and 
MJeived,  and  are  as  follows : 
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No.  9-C. 

(Prepai'ed  by  the  Situate  Comiuitt«e  on  Treasury  Accounto.] 

*$  and  Secretary's  statements  of  purchases  of  bonds  for  sinking  and  special  finds  to 

June  30,  1870. 

TREASURER. 

tEPORT  1870,  p.  193.— The  Treasurer  says:  "There  were  held  on  the  30th  June,  1870,  by  the 

Treasurer,  as  custodian  of  the  special  fond  and  the  sinking  iTund, 
coupon  and  registered  bonds  purcoased  for  those  funds  amounting  to 
$1123,429.100. 

•*#  ^^  statement  of  ftve-ttcenty  bonds  purchased  for  special  and  sinking  funds  from 
May  11,  18(59,  to  July  1,  1870."     (Finance  lieport  1870,  p.  194.; 


Loan.  Coupon. 

B I  $478,700 

»rch,  18«4 .1 , 

ne,  1804 11,561,350 

» 5,257,000 

1885 38,818,«50 

1887 1  22,258,200 

1868 1  2,3H0OO 

I 

J '  80,687,900 


Registered. 


$14, 659, 600 
752, 400 
5,203,750 
5, 618, 600 
9,  292,  700 
6,  769, 150 
445.000 


Total. 


$13, 138, 300 
752, 400 
16, 765, 100 
10, 875, 600 
48,  111,  350 
29.027,350 
2,  759, 000 


42,741,200         123,429,100 


SECRETARY. 

tXPORT  1870,  p.  xIt.— Note  to  detailed  statement  of  the  public  debt.    The  Secretary  says : 

"The  bonds  which  have  been  purchased  for  the  siuking  and* special 
funds,  amounting  to  $121,429,100,  were  treated  as  outstanding  on 
the  first  of  July  last  (1870).  Since  that  date,  the  act  of  July  14, 1870, 
directed  their  cancellation  and  destruction,  and  thej-  have  therefore 
been  deducted  from  the  amount  outstanding  in  this  statement. 

'eiary*s  monthly  debt  statementf  July  1,  1870.     Bonds  purchased  by  Treasury. 


Loan. 


Total. 


2 1  $15,063,700 

krch,  1864 ,  752,400 

ne,1864 i  16,488,150 

6 9,713,450 

1866 47,740,750 

1867 28,926,650 

1868 2,744,000 

1 121,429.100 


SECRETARY  AND  REGISTER 


Statements  furnished  the  committee. 


td  special  funds,  June  30, 1870 

>unt  waa  deducted  fh>m  public  debt  of  1870. 


$117,  740, 000 


I 
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No.  10  C 


[Prepared  by  Senate  CommiUee  on  Treasury  Aoeofi]ita.J 

Exhibit  showing  the  EXPEXDITURES  OF  THE  DEPARTMKHT  OF  STATE,  frm 
staUnumts  of  finance  reports  of  the  Regitter  of  the  Treasmrif  and  from  etatememt  fmniAed 
the  committee  by  the  Secretary  of  Slate,  for  the  fiscal  yean  1860  to  ltf77,  iuclmsive. 


Year. 


. 


1860. 

1861. 

1862. 

1863. 

1864 

1865 

1866 

1867 

1868 

I860 

1870 

1871 


Statements 
fh>m  finance 
reports  of 
the  Register 
of  the  Treas- 
ury. 


$1, 146, 143  79 
1, 147, 788  91 
1,339,226  66 
1,241.325  03 
1,239,893  66 
1, 251, 120  10 
1, 315, 749  04 
1, 793, 307  98 
1,442,632  90 
8,291,171  05 
1, 491, 214  53 
1,  590, 046  01 


1872 1,838,388  45 

1873 1  1,571,685  53 

1874 1  17,022,570  23 

1875 '  3,195,237  23 

1876 8,051,539  76 

1877 1  3,904,224  72 


Total. 


58, 873, 262  68 
58,846,491  47 


Difference , 


26,771  21 


Statement 
fon^hedthe 
committee  by 
the  Secretary 
of  State. 


Statements  of  tbe  Kepster  of 
Treasury,  as  oompanDd  with 
statement  of  the  Secivtary 
ofStote. 


Increase. 


$1, 146, 143  79 
1, 147, 686  91 
1,339,226  66 
1,241,325  03 
1,248,993  06 
1. 253, 770  10 
1,337,099  04 
1,798,307  98 
1, 442, 632  00 
8, 291, 171  05 
1, 491, 214  58 
1, 604, 605  91 
1.838,388  45 
1,  571. 685-  53 

17, 023, 103  66 
3, 194, 818  48 
7, 849,  589  29 
4, 028. 729  40 


$100  00 


58, 846, 491  47 


Difference,  or  increase,  in  statements  of  Register  of  the 
Treasury,  as  compared  with  statement  of  Secretary*  of 
State 


418  75 
201, 950  47 


202,469  22 
175, 898  01 


28,771  21 


$9,100  00 
2.650  00 

21,350 
5,000 


00 
00 


14,550  90 


533  43 


122,504  88 


175,  806  01 


26,771  21 


Year. 


1880 
1861 

um 

180 
1W4 


188S 
1M7 

im 


1870 

im 

1871 

isn 

1874 
1875 
187f 

isn 


NoTR. — ^In  the  statements  furnished  the  committee  by  the  Treasury  Department  the  expendltores  of 
the  Department  of  State  are  included  in  miscellaneous. 
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No.  11  C. 

[Prepared  by  Senate  Committee  on  Tr^isiiry  Accounts.] 

wiiM  the  EXPENDITURES  OF  THE  WAR  DEBARTMENT,  from  state, 
'disked  the  committee  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  War- 
seal  years  1860  to  1877,  inchmve. 


ear. 


nee. 


Statement  fur- 
nished the  com- 
mittee by  the 
Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 


$16,409,767  10 

22,  981, 150  44 

394, 368. 407  36 

599, 298,  606  83 

690.791.842  97 

1.  031,  323.  360  79 

284,449,701  82 

95,224.415  63 

123,  246,  648  62 

78.  501,  990  61 

57,  655,  675  40 

35.  790,  991  82 

35, 372, 157  20 

46, 323, 138  31 

42, 313,  927  22 

41, 120,  645  98 

38.  070,  888  64 

37,  082, 735  90 


Statement  fur- 
nished the  com- 
mittee by  the 
Secretary  of 
War. 


.3, 670, 335,  046  64 


116. 

23. 

396, 

630, 

745. 

1.  008, 

227, 

95. 

123, 

78, 

57. 

36, 

35. 

46, 

41, 

41, 

38. 

36, 


410, 178  68 
565,  091  25 
507,  202  29 
602.  892  49 
262,  475  70 
838, 362  45 
924,  557  68 
287,288  93 
244. 820  97 
501,  990  61 
942, 194  11 
266, 706  22 
377.  609  15 
325,  308  21 
521,  618  45 
323, 475  28 
567,785  58 
585,  498  29 


Statement  Of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  as  compared 
with  statement  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  "War. 


Year. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


$22. 484,  998  34 
56,  525, 144  14 

i,'827  65 


$411  58 

583.  940  81 

2, 138,  794  93 

31.  304, 291  66 

54, 470, 632  73 


62. 873  30 


3. 680, 055,  056  34 
3, 670, 335,  046  64 


9, 720,  009  70 


792.808  77 


497, 237  61 


286,  518  71 

466.  714  40 

5,451  95 

2, 169  90 


202,829  30 
496,896  94 


1860 
1861 
1862 
1863 
1864 
1865 
1866 
1867 
1868 
1869 
1870 
1871 
1872 
V73 
1874 
1875 
1876 
1877 


80, 301, 616  51 


90, 021, 526  21 
80, 301, 516  61 


9, 720, 009  70 


nee,  or  decrease,  in  statement  of  Secretary  of  the 
sury,  as  compared,  with  statement  of  Secretary 
ar 


9, 720, 009  70 


TBEAS 


f 
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Ko.  12  C. 

[PT«puwl  by  SnM*  Comiolttde  on  Tnvniy  AccomitL] 

EikibU  ilioaiag  tkt  EXVESDITURES  OF  THE  XA  VY  DEPABTMEST,  from  »Wf- 
nenf*  furnisk^  the  eontmilUf  6y  Ihe  Setrflttni  of  tkt  Ttvuitrg  and  Sterrtarf  of  lit  .Y«F|, 
and /ram  official  tUtleauntl  to  the  tknaU  front  the  Treaturg,  for  Otfueal  yean  li^  Ui  ISi 


iril I  iif  llmriii  II    : 

(■^oftlieTreMarT.    offlcid 


(II.$14,e«4M  tl1.31i(,4S 
12,«IO.(«7  88  ■  12,Se7,15 
42.eM.2TT  Oft       42,040,36 


I8TB I    18,B63,3MB2 


DUr««nDB,  oi  docresse.  Id  »tAteiii«)i 
of  the  TtesiiDiy,  H8  compu-ea  w 
of  9«cretarj  of  the  Navj 


^^S 

»s»,«iB7 ; 

■   4.'48g  78 

21, 030  W 

3B;4i«i2 

40,  >M  » 

138,144  «S 

30.  ifO.  S47  4« 


-i  Sn.ITl  23        1.4Se.>W8t 


le  oommlttAe  ftom  th«  hooks  of  the  N mrj 
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No.  13  C. 
[Prepared  by  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Accounts.]! 

iaicing  the  expenditures  for  PENSIONS,  from  statements  furnished  the  c&mmittee  by 
*etary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  from  official  statement 
'enatefrom  the  Treasury,  for  the  fiscal  years  1860  to  ltf76,  inclusive. 


ce 


Statement  fur- 
niabed  com- 
mittee by  tbe 
Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 


Statement  fur- 
nished com- 
mittee by^  the 
Secretary  of 
the  Interior. 


$1,102, 

1,036, 

853, 

1, 078, 

4,983 

16,338, 

15,605, 

20,936, 

23, 782, 

28, 476, 

28,340. 

34, 443, 

28,533, 

29,359, 

29,038, 

29,456, 

28,257, 


926  15 
064  06 
095  40 
991  59 
924  41 
811  13 
352  35 
551  71 
386  78 
621  78 
202  17 
894  88 
402  76 
426  86 
414  66 
216  22 
395  69 


321, 623,  678  60 
310,  239, 274  86 


$1, 103, 

1,071, 

790, 

1.029, 

4,506, 

8,  525, 

13, 459, 

18, 477, 

24,  010, 

28,422, 

27,  780. 

33. 077, 

30, 169, 

29,185, 

30,  593, 

29,683, 

28,351, 


562  03 
461  55 
384  76 
143  08 
903  81 
153  11 
996  43 
512  08 
981  99 
884 
811 
383  63 
341  00 
289  62 
749  56 
116  63 
599  69 


08 
81 


310, 239,  274  86 


Statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
thiB  Treasury  as  comnared 
with  statement  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior. 


Increase. 


$62, 710  64 
49, 848  51 

477,  020  00 
7,  813,  658  02 
2, 145,  355  92 
2, 459, 039  63 


53,  737  70 

559,  390  36 

1,366,511  25 


174, 137  24 


16. 161, 409  87 
3, 777, 006  13 


11,384,403  74  1 11,384,408  74 


,  or  increase,  in  statement  of  Secre- 
the  Treasury,  as  compared  with 
It  of  Secretary  of  the  Interior 


11, 384, 403  74 


Decrease. 


Official  state- 
ment to  the 
Senate  from 
Treasury  No- 
vember 12, 
1877. 


$635  88 
35, 397  49 


228,  595  21 


1,  635, 938  24 


1, 555, 334  90 

226.  900  41 

94.  204  00 


$1. 100, 

1.  032, 

8.52. 

1,  078, 

4,  985, 

16,  338, 

15,  605. 

20,  939, 

23,256, 

28,  668, 

27,  923, 
34,024. 

28,  042, 
29,165, 
29, 112, 
29,552, 
28, 302, 


802  32 
768  22 
170  47 
513  36 
278  89 
155  15 
549  88 
789  69 
509  36 
247  27 
512  11 
990  91 
509  16 
170  69 
184  12 
136  12 
368  91 


3,  777,  006  13     319,  980,  051  63 
321, 623,  678  60 


1,  643,  026  97 


Year. 


1860 
1861 
1862 
1863 
1864 
1865 
1866 
1867 
1868 
1869 
1870 
1871 
1872 
1873 
1874 
1875 
1876 


No.  14  C. 

[Prepared  by  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Account«.] 

\owing  the  expenditures  for  INDIANS,  from  statements  furnished  the  committee  by 
retary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  for  the  fiscal  years  1870  to 
\clu9ive. 


fear. 

Statement     fur- 
nished the  com- 
mittee   by  the 
Secretary      of 
the  Treasury. 

Statement     fur- 
nished the  com- 
mittee   by  the 
Secretary       of 
the  Interior. 

Statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
the   Treasury  as  compared 
with  statement  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior. 

Year. 

Increase. 

Decreaae. 

• 
$3.  407,  938  15 
7,426,997  44 
7,  061, 728  82 
7,  951,  704  88 
6,  692, 462  09 
8, 384.  656  82 
5,  966,  558  17 
5, 277,  077  22 

$3,741,250  50 

$333, 312  35       1870 

7.  891, 193  64 

7,  273,  804  89 

8,  227. 412  51 

464, 196  20       1871 

212,076  07       1872 

275,707  63       1H73 

6.  812, 449  93 
8.624,881  19 
6, 163.  592  67 
5, 490,  603  14 

119.  987  84 
240,  224  37 
197,  034  50 
213,  595  92 

1874 

1875 

1876 

1877 

J 

52, 169, 053  50 

54, 225, 188  47 
62, 169,  053  59 

2,056,134  88 

^rAIIAA     -     -     -  - 

2, 056, 134  88 

,  or  decrease, 
f ,  as  compared 

in   statement  of  Secretary  of  the 
with  statement  of  Secretary  of  the 

2, 056, 134  88 

196  INVESTIGATION   OF   THE   ACCOUNTS   OF 

The  copy  of  "Treasury  indefinite  appropriation  warrant  5o.  91 
of  date  June  30,  1870,  made  by  Mr.  Woodville,  was  ordered  to  be 
pended  to  his  testimony,  and  is  as  follows: 

[Treaaary  Indefinite  Appropriation  Warmnt  No.  919. J 

To  the  Comptroller  and  Register  of  the  Treusury: 

You  are  hereby  directed  to  cause  the  following  entries  to  be  made  in  the  bool 
the  Treasury  which  relate  to  the  appropriation  account^j  for  the  tiscalyear  ending: 
June,  1869,  viz: 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  uniforms  for  Capitol  police  on  part 
of  the  Senate,  per  1st  section,  act  of  30th  March,  1867,  and  *20th 
July,  18()8 ^ 

For  tiiis  sum  paid  on  account  of  twenty  per  cent,  mlditional  compen- 
sation to  reporters  of  the  Senate,  per  18th  section,  act  of  28th  Jul  v, 
1866 \.  6,S] 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  twenty  per  cent,  addditional  compen- 
sation to  the  Globe  and  official  reporters  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, per  18th  section,  act  of  28th  July,  1866 6, 13 

For  this  sum  paid  on  a<!Count  of  twenty  th*t  cent,  additional  compen- 
sation to  the  officers,  clerks,  and  other  employes  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, per  18th  section,  act  of  28th  July,  1866 1 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  expenses  incident  to  an  act  to  carry 
into  effect  a  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Her  Britannic 
Majesty  for  the  final  settlement  of  claims  of  the  Hudson  Bay  and 
Puget  Sound  Agricultural  Companies,  per  2d  section,  act  of  27th 
June,  18t>4,  after  deduct ing  $:57 1.28  repaid 9, 4 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  refunding  principal  and  interest  of 
purchase  money  for  lands  redeemed,  per  7th  section,  act  of  3d  March, 
18(J5 4,; 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  exi)en8es  incident  to  carrying  into 
efl'ect  the  convention  v  ith  the  Republic  of  Venezuela  for  adjustment 
of  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  against  that  republic,  per 
4th  section,  act  of  20th  July,  18<rr 4,: 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  to  provide  for  certain  claims 
against  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  approved  13th  July,  1868..  37,< 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  consular  receipts,  per  act  of  14th 
April,  1792 U, 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  Bureau  of  Statistics  for  clerical  serv- 
ice, publication  of  reports,  stationery',  books,  statistical  periodicals 
and  papers,  per  13th  section,  act  of  28th  July,  1866 74, 

For  this  sum  naid  on  account  of  contingent  expenses  of  southeast  ex- 
ecutive building,  for  watchmen  and  laborers,  i>er  5th  section,  act 
20th  July,  1868 2, 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  contingent  expenses  of  southeast  ex- 
ecutive building — for  fuel,  lights,  labor,  repairs  and  miscellaneous 
items,  per  act  of  April  10th,  1869,  per  section  6 7, 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  additional  compensation  to  certain 
emploY^  in  the  civil  service  at  Washington,  per  joint  resolution  of 
February  28,  1867,  in  addition  to  $954.18  repaid 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  compensation  of  such  mail  services  as 
may  be  performed  for  the  several  departments  of  the  government, 
per  12th  section,  act  of  3d  March,  1847 500, 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  further  payment  and  compensation 
of  mail  service  performed. for  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  and  the 
other  departments  and  officers  of  the  government,  in  the  transpor- 
tation of  free  matter  by  the  Post-Office  Department,  per  8th  section, 
act  of  3d  March,  1851 1,100, 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  refunding  money  erroneously  received 
and  covered  into  the  Treasury,  per  12th  section,  act  of  23d  Julv, 

1866 1 ::         5, 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  outstanding  liabilities,  per  act  of  2d 

May,  1866 7, 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  erection  of  suitable  buildings,  and  for 
the  expenses  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution,  per  2d  and  19th  sec- 
tions, act  of  10th  August,  1846 39, 
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this  snm  paid  on  account  of  the  post-office  and  sub-treasnry  of 

"the  city  of  Boston,  per  joint  resolution  of  March  12,  1868 

this  sum  paid  on  account  of  return  of  proceeds  of  captured  and 

l)andoned  property,  per  3<1  section,  act  of  12th  March,  1863 

"  this  Slim  paid  on  account  of  National  Banking  Association,  per 

rtesolution  of  March  2,  1867 

this  sum  paid  on  account  of  payment  of  taxes  on  salaries  and 
oouipensation,  per  13th  section,  internal  revenue  act  of  March  2, 

1867 

tbis  sum  paid  on  account  of  refunding  taxes  under  direct  tax  laws, 
l>er  4th  section  of  joint  resolution  of  25th  February,  1867 

^or  tbis  sum  paid  on  account  of  resolution  manifestiug  the  sense  of 
C^ongress  towards  officers  and  seamen  of  vessels  engaged  in  the  res- 
cue of  persons  from  perishing  with  the  wreck  of  the  steamship  San 

jj^  Francisco,  per  act  of  July  26,  18(56 

^  ^^r  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  relief  extended  for  damages  sustained 
for  seizure  of  vessel  and  cargo  in  collection  district  of  San  Fran- 

»j^  <2isco,  California,  per  4th  section,  act  of  28th  September,  1850 

^*"  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  expenseii  incident  to  the  collection  of 
^lie  direct  tax  in  the  State  of  Delaware,  per  4th  section,  act  of  21st 

t^  *^ebruary,  1868 

^^r  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Albert  Grant, 

^  approved  3d  July,  18()8 

*^^  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  govern- 

^  *^ent  contractors,  approved  July  13,  1868 

^*"  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  James  Hooper, 

^  approved  July  13,  1868 

'^^  this  siuu  paid  on  account  of  a  resolution  presenting  the  thanks  of 

^^  QJougress  to  Cyrus  W.  Field,  approved  March  2,  1867 

^I  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  B. 

■jj^  French,  approved  July  13,  1868 

^^T  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  L.  Merchant 

-wj^  *  Co.,  and  Peter  Rosccrantz,  approved  July  22,  1868 


^r  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an   act  for  the   relief  of  Captain 


:fc> 


Thomas  W.  Miller,  approved  July  27,  18(>8 
%>r  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  William  B. 

^^^  Todd,  approved  July  7,  18t)8 

"^©r  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  George  W. 

,^  Bridges,  approved  July  27,  1H68 

-^or  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Captain  A.  G. 

Oliver,  approved  July  27,  18()8 

^or  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  twenty 
acres  of  land  in  the  military  reservation  of  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kan- 
sas, per  Ist  section,  act  of  July  20,  186S 

^or  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  Tib- 
betts,  approved  July  27,  1868 

Por  this  sura  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Timothy  Ly- 
den,  of  Parkersburg,  West  Virginia,  approved  July  13,  1»(>8 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  a  resolution  presenting  the  thanks  of 
Congress  to  Cj^rus  W.  Field,  approved  March  2,  1867 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  to  provide  for  th|^  removal  of 
the  remains  of  Hon.  W.  T.  Coggeshall,  late  minister  United  States 
at  Ecuador,  to  the  United  States,  approved  January  18,  1869 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  D. 
Plowden,  approved  March  1,  1869 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Celestin  P. 
Hartt,  approved  March  3,  1869 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  the  president 
and  directors  of  the  Panama  Railroad  Company,  approved  July  2, 
1862 

For  this  snm  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Lieut.  Col. 
John  W.  Davidson,  United  States  Army,  approved  March  3,  1869. 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  N.  A.  Shutter- 
worth,  of  Harrison  County,  West  Virginia,  approved  March  1, 1869. 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  George  Kaiser, 
approved  March  1,  1869 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  Charles 
Huut'er,  United  Stat-es  Navy,  approved  March  3,  1869 
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WAR  CIVIL  LEDGER. 

For  this  snm  paid  on  aoconnt  of  20  per  cent,  additional  compensation 
to  employes  under  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings,  per  3d 
section,  act  of  July  23, 1866;  18th  section,  act  of  July  28,  1866;  and 
5th  section,  same  act $989  60 

STOCK  LEDGER. 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  reimbursement  of  Treasury  notes  is- 
sued under  acts  of  Congress  prior  to  the  act  of  July  22,  1846 150  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  Treasury  notes  issued 
under  acts  of  July  17,  1861,  and  August  5, 1861 20,472  75 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  United  States  Treasury 
notesissuedunderact  of  February  25,  1862 •57,945,850  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  certificates  of  indebt- 
edness, per  actfl  of  March  1  and  March  17,  1862 124,000  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  postage  and  other  stamps,  per  act  of 
July  17,  1862,  &c 203,019  77 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  payment  of  Treasury  note«,  per  9th 
section,  act  of  December  23,  1857 100  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  gold  certificates,  per 

5th  section,  act  of  March  3,  1863 •65,255,620  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  3-vear  7.3  coupon 
Treasury  notes,  per  act  of  June  30,  1864,  and  March  3,  1865 *  36, 391, 300  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  2-year  5  per  cent.  Treas- 
ury notes,  per  act  of  March  3,  1863 215,000  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  jiromium  on  purchase  of  7.3  Treasury 
notes  issued  under  acts  of  June  30,  1864,  and  March  3,  1865,  per  1st 
section,  act  of  July  1,  1862 300  000  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  expenses  incident  to  a  national  loan, 
per  Ist  section,  act  of  March  3,  1864,  et  seq.^  in  addition  to  |119,176.64 
repaid 201,314  11 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  3-year  6  per  cent,  com- 
pound interest  notes,  per  act  of  March  3,  186:3,  &c •  25, 361, 480  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  3  per  cent,  certificates 
of  deposit,  per  act  of  March  2.  1867 •32,480,000  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  United  States  Texan 
indemnity  stock,  as  authorized  by  an  act  of  September  9,  1850 4, 000  00 

For  this  sura  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  7.3  3-year  coupon 
bondsissuedunder  actof  July  17,  1861 11,500  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  fractional  currencj^ 
under  act  of  March  3,  1863 •26,165,122  90 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  payments  of  interest  on  the  public 

debt,  in  addition  to  the  sum  of  $8,841,674.70  repaid 1?0, 694, 242  80 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  reimbursement  of  temporary  loan, 
per  actof  February  25,  1862,  &c J^ 604,171  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  stock  of  loan  of  1847.  764,750  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  stock  of  loan  of  1848.         7,666,891  80 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  the  5th  annual  installment  of  the  cap- 
italization of  the  Scheldt  dues,  per  act  of  March  2,  1865 55, 584  00 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  redemption  of  1-year  5  per  cent. 
Treasury  notes,  per  act  of  March  3,  1863 9,290  00 

INTERNAL-REVENUE  LEDGER. 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  expenses  incident  to  the  commission 
to  examine  and  report  on  meters  for  distilled  spirits,  per  joint  reso- 
lution of  February  3,  1868 1,382  74 

For  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  allowance  or  drawback  on  articles 
on  which  internal  duty  or  tax  has  been  paid,  per  116th  section,  act 
July  1,1862,  after  deducting  877.82  repaid 725,126  01 

For  this  amount  paid  on  account  of  refunding  duties  erroneously  or 
illegally  collected,  per  44th  section,  act  June  30,  1864,  after  deduct- 
ing $186.78  repaid 364,176  55 

For  this  amount  paid  on  account  of  refunding  money  erroneously  re- 
ceived and  covered  into  the  Ti'easnry,  per  12th  section,  act  July  23, 
1866 \ 2,271  13 

*  This  amount  scratched  and  new  figures  apparently  substituted. 
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this  sum  paid  on  account  the  sinking  fund,  act  February  25, 1862, 

I>rmcipal $8,690,000  00 

>r  tliissum  paid  on  account  the  sinking  fund,  act  February  25, 1862, 

l>remium 1,374,680  05 

TREASURY  LEDOER. 

I^OT  this  sum  paid  on  account  of  th©  charge  (^affaires  ad  interim  at 

Venezuela,  per  act  of  March  3, 1869 2,980  19 

*397,945,900  96 
And  for  so  doing  this  shall  be  your  warrant. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Treasunr  Department  this  30th  day  of 
**  ^ne,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1869,  and  of  the  Independence  the  93d. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

August  7, 1869. 
Countersigned. 

R.  W.  TAYLER,  Comptroller, 
JOHN  ALLISON,   Register, 


January  31, 1880. 

James  H.  Saville  aflBrmed  and  examined. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  SaviUe  was  summoned  by  the  request  of  Mr. 
-^outwell,  through  Mr.  Dawes.  So  I  turn  him  over  to  that  gentleman 
^lid  liis  associate  from  Kansas. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Question.  Mr.  Saville,  stat^  yonr  residence  and  occupation. — Answer. 
t  am  a  resident  of  Washington,  D.  C,  and  I  am  a  lawyer  by  profes- 
sion. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  here  ? — A.  I  have  resided  in  Wash- 
ington since  some  time  in  18G1. 

Q.  Styate  in  what  capacity  you  have  been  at  any  time  occupied  in  the 
Treasury  Department  ? — A.  Some  time  in  1861  I  came  into  the  Treasury 
Departoient  as  an  additional  clerk  in  the  Secretary's  office,  and  was 
assigned  to  duty  in  the  old  war-warrant  division,  as  it  was  called  at 
that  time,  and  during  my  period  of  service  in  the  department  I  remained 
in  that  division  until  it  was  consolidated,  under  me  as  the  chief,  into 
the  warrant  division  with  duties  covering  all  matters  in  relation  to  war- 
rants and  payments. 

Q.  When  did  that  consolidation  occur  ? — A.  I  am  not  very  positive 
as  to  the  exact  date,  but  some  time  in  18G9,I  think.  It  was  shortly  after 
the  commencement  of  the  first  administration  of  General  Grant. 

Q.  And  under  whose  administration  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury! — 
A.  Under  the  administration  of  Secretary  Bout  well. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  remain  chief  of  the  Warrant  Division  under  the 
consolidation  f — A.  I  remained  chief  of  the  Warrant  Division  until  some- 
time in  1870,  I  think,  when  I  was  appointed  chief  clerk  of  the  depart- 
ment, and  remained  chief  clerk  until  I  was  invited  to  resign  by  Mr. 
Bristow. 

Q.  As  chief  clerk  of  the  department,  what  were  your  duties  f — A.  As 
chief  clerk  of  the  department,  I  was  general  executive  officer  of  the  en- 
tire department ;  I  had  special  supervision  of  all  the  business  of  the 
Secretary's  office  and  general  supervision  of  the  business  of  the  entire 
department. 
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Q.  Can  yoa  state  more  definitely  the  time  when  yoa  resigned  T — A.  I 
think  I  left  the  department  on  the  first  day  of  July,  1874,  or  1875, 1  am 
not  positive  which, 

Q.  At  the  request  of  Secretary  Bristow  I — A.  At  the  request  of  Sec- 
retary Bristow,  between  whom  and  myself,  I  may  say,  the  personal  rela- 
tions were  not  very  pleasant  and  had  not  been  for  ten  years  previously. 

Q.  He  had  previously  occupied  some  position  under  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  1 — A.  No,  sir ;  he  had  been  Solicitor-General  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  what  is  commouly  known  as  the  difference 
in  the  statement  of  the  accounts  of  the  Treasury  Department  that  oc- 
curred in  1870 ! — A.  I  am. 

Q.  State  who  prepared  the  tables  at  the  time  when  the  difference 
that  haa  been  adverted  to  first  appeared. — A.  When  I  was  ap[>oijit«d 
chief  of  the  consolidated  Warrant  Division  I  instituted  an  examinatioD 
of  the  accounts  of  the  government  with  a  view  to  a  publication  of  i 
financial  history  of  the  government. 

Q.  At  whose  suggestion  was  that  examination  made? — A.  It  was 
made  on  my  own  motion,  but  after  consultation  with  Secretary  Bont- 
well. 

Q.  That  examination  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  a  state- 
ment of  the  financial  history  of  the  government  from  its  foumlation  t— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  under  that  examination,  upon  consultation  with  the  Secre- 
tary, what  you  did. — A.  I,  personally,  and  with  the  assistance  of  such 
competent  clerks  as  I  could  find,  began  by  an  examination  of  the  pub- 
lic-debt accounts. 

Q.  Upon  what  system  or  idea  had  the  Public-Debt  accounts  up  to 
that  time  been  stated! — A.  The  Public-Debt  accounts  prior  to  this  time 
had  always  been  stated  &om  the  redemptions  and  issues  ofthe  debt-,  and 
I  undertook  to  compare  the  Bedemptious  and  Issues  acconot^  with  the 
accounts  of  moneys  received  into  the  Treasury  from  loans  and  Treasury 
notes,  aad  moneys  paid  out  of  the  Treasiu'y  on  account  of  the  redemp 
tious  of  loans  and  Treasury  uotes. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  engaged  in  that  examination  f — A.  I  think 
about  two  years  before  I  arrived  at  any  conclusion  sufiiciently  definite 
to  justify  me  in  making  public  any  statement  in  the  premises. 

Q.  When  you  had  completed  your  examination  what  was  done  in  am- 
nection  with  tlie  accounts  by  way  of  public  statement  t — A.  When  I 
bad  comj>leted  the  examination,  the  first  result  of  it  was  the  pubUcation 
of  a  revised  statement  of  the  public  debt,  known  as  the  new  series,  imd 
I  think  beginning  on  the  1st  of  January,  1871,  The  first  debt  statement 
under  the  revised  accounts  was  ma*le  on  the  1st  of  January,  1S71, 
r  fQ.  What  was  disclosed  by  that  statement  in  regard  to  any  apparent 
discrepancy  existing  between  that  revised  statement  and  the  statement 
based  on  the  issues  and  redemptions! — A.  As  to  that  tliere  waa 
no  discrepancy  in  the  public-debt  statement,  excejrt  to  show  tliat 
some  of  the  items  which  had  t>eeu  carried  in  the  debt  statement  under 
the  head  of  "  debt  on  which  interest  had  ceased  "  were  reduced  in  amount, 
and  some  were  increased  in  amount,  for  the  reason  that  in  the  Issues 
and  Redemptions'  account  they  hati  occasioually  omitted  or  failed  (o 
charge  up  against  an  account  some  small  certificates  of  stock  that  had 
been  redeemed,  and  had  charged  up  to  some  other  class  of  stock  a  cer- 
tificate that  had  not  been  redeemed ;  or,  in  other  words,  there  had  been 
clerical  errors  resulting  iu  transposing  accounts.  Those  were  very  few. 
As  the  final  result  of  tiie  examination,  I  prepared  s  table  to  accompany 
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re  Finance  Keport  of  1871, 1  think,  in  which  I  made  a  comparison  of  the 

'^Mcounts  of  Issues  and  Redempticfn  and  the  accounts  of  Eeceipts  and  Ex- 

^^)enditures.    That  disclosed  a  difference  in  the  amount  of  the  debt  of 

something  like  $116,000,000.    It  is  a  long  time  since  I  examined  the 

stable,  and  I  would  not  like  to  state  positively  the  amount  without  refer- 

'^nce  to  that  table,  but  it  was  something  like  $110,000,000. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  want  the  rei)ort  of  1S71  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

(The  Finance  Report  of  1871  was  handed  to  the  witness.) 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  what  system  you  adopted  in  the  report  of 
1871  in  the  tabulated  exhibit  of  the  public  debt  differing  from  that  there- 
tofore in  use  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. — A.  I  stated  the  public 
debt  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  from  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures 
account  or  from  the  cash  account  of  the  government.  Prior  to  that  time 
the  public  debt  statement  had  always  l^en  based  ui)on  the  Issues  and 
Redemptions  without  regard  to  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  on  that 
account. 

Q.  This  statement  was  prepared  after  full  consultation  with  Secretary 
Boutwell  f — A.  The  statement  was  prepared  after  full  consultation  with 
the  Secretary,  and  after  explaining  to  Idm  in  detail  all  the  differences  I 
had  discovered  and  the  reasons  for  them  as  far  as  my  investigation  at 
that  time  had  progressed. 

Q.  Did  you  make  subsequent  investigation! — A.  I  continued  the 
investigation  as  long  as  I  remained  in  the  department  and  in  the  coun- 
try. 

Q.  Up  to  what  period  did  your  examination  extend  ! — A.  I  believe  I 
went  to  Europe  in  1873,  and  up  to  that  time  I  continued  personally  the 
investigations  into  the  various  items  of  debt. 

Q.  Did  your  subsequent  inquiries  disclose  any  different  condition  of 
account  than  that  which  wa«  exhibited  in  the  debt  statement  of  1871? — 
A.  It  did  not  disclose  any  differences ;  it  simply  disclosed  the  details 
more  completely  and  minutely. 

Q.  Now,  state  the  reasons  that  induced  the  changed  statement  of  the 
Public  Debt  in  18711 — A.  The  primary  reason  was  that  we  desired  to  be 
accurate.  We  wanted  to  be  able  to  put  before  the  world  a  statement 
that  we  could  swear  to,  if  necessary. 

Q.  In  what  particulars  was  the  statement  made  previous  to  1871  in- 
accurate?— A.  The  statements  made  previous  to  1871  were  based,  as  I 
have  stated  heretofore,  upon  the  account  of  Issues  and  Redemptions  of 
notes  and  bonds.  In  the  course  of  the  government  transactions,  I  dis- 
covered that  owing  to  the  views  of  some  of  the  officers  as  to  what  the 
law  compelled  them  to  do,  they  had  never  kept  an  account  of  discount 
and  exchange,  for  instance;  they  never  had  kept  an  account  on  the  debit 
or  charge  side  of  their  ledgers  showing  an  expenditure  corresponding  to 
the  issues  of  certain  loans,  as,  for  example — I  have  forgotten  now  the  ex- 
act date,  but  eailj'  in  the  history  of  the  country — an  act  was  passed  by 
Congress  providing  for  the  funding  of  the  Revolutionary  debt,  which 
was  estimated  to  be  about  $70,000,000,  and  bonds  were  issued  to  the 
amount  of  about  $76,000,000  on  account  of  the  Revolutionary  debt. 

Q.  For  which  no  money  was  ever  received  into  the  Treasury  ? — A. 
For  which  no  money  was  ever  received  into  the  Treasury;  that  is  to 
say,  the  bonds  were  issued  directly  to  the  people  who  were  creditors  of 
the  government. 

Q.  And  under  the  system  adopted  previously  to  the  statement  of 
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1871  that  would  appear  as  a  portion  of  the  pablic  debt  of  the  United 
States  f — A.  That  would  appear  as  a  portion  of  the  pablic  debt  of  the 
United  States,  and  very  properly  so,  because  it  was  a  portion  of  the 
debt.  But,  on  the  other  side,  by  and  by  when  the  goYemment  came  to 
redeem  that  debt  they  paid  money  out  of  the  general  Treasory  vm 
properly  to  redeem  the  bonds,  but  in  the  amount  of  receipts  no  money 
was  shown  to  have  been  received  on  account  of  that  debt.  It  was  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  a  business  man  showing  bills  receivable  for  nothing, 
and  by  and  by  getting  rich  and  paying  off  his  biUs  receivable.  When 
you  come  to  compare  his  cash  account  with  his  other  accounts,  yoa 
would  find  that  his  bills  receivable  which  he  had  redeemed  and  paid  off 
were  in  excess  of  the  cash  he  had  received  on  account  of  bills  receivable 
the  full  amounts  of  those  bills  receivable  which  he  had  not  received 
cash  for. 

Q.  Take  the  illustration  to  which  you  have  called  our  attention  mA 
state  under  the  new  system  of  statement  adopted  in  1871  how  that 
item  of  public  debt  would  appear. — A.  It  would  appear,  as  stated  from 
the  cash  accounts  of  the  government,  which  are  the  most  important  ac 
acounts  for  the  presumption  is  that  the  government  deals  in  cash 
wholly — it  would  appeal*  that  the  cash  was  short  the  full  amount  of 
those  loans ;  precisely  that  much,  and  the  same  would  be  true  as  to  all 
discount  suftered  in  the  placing  of  a  loan,  because  if  the  loan  was  re* 
deemeil  at  par  when  retleemed  or  at  a  premium  (an  account  for  which 
latter,  however,  was  usually  provided  by  the  law  authorizing  the  redemp- 
tion), tbere  would  be  cash  paid  out  where  none  appeared  to  have  been 
received.  If  the  redemption  occurred  at  a  premium,  it  was  provided 
for ;  but  if  tlie  issue  had  been  made  at  a  discount  on  the  face  of  the  loan, 
as,  for  instance,  say  ninety  per  cent.,  where  the  loan  was  issued  for 
$10,000,000,  the  receipts  into  the  Treasury  on  account  of  that  loan  woidd 
be  $9,000,000,  and  when  you  come  to  pay  it  off  you  would  pay  810,000,- 
000 ;  showing,  on  comparing  the  two  sides  of  your  cash  account  relating 
to  loans,  an  apparent  deficit  of  $1,000,000. 

Q.  What  was  the  apparent  dift'ereuce  that  was  disclosed  by  the  new 
statement  made  by  you  in  1871  f— A.  $116,104,831.45. 

(}.  State  to  the  committee,  as  nearly  as  you  are  able,  of  what  items 
that  apparent  dift'erence  is  made  up  f — A.  I  can  only  say  of  my  own 
knowieilge  that  the  dift'erence,  as  far  a«  my  investigation  went  and  was 
published,  and  that  I  have  a  copy  of  it  before  me,  wa^  made  up  of— 

Revolutionary  debt $76,000,000  CI 

Mis»iiH8ipi)i  purchaxse  stock 4, ^S'i,  151  !• 

Louisiana  purchase  stock 11, 250,  OtiO  OO 

Washinj^on  and  Geor«;etown  debt  to  Holland 1, 5O0,  ()00  00 

Uniteil  States  Bank  subscription  stock 7,00l»,00(i  00 

Six  per  cent  Naw  stock 711,700  0^) 

Texas  purchase  stock 5,000,000  0<) 

Mexican  indemnity,  fourth  and  fifth  installments,  stock 3(»3, 573  92 

and  then  an  elastic  item  of  110,057,400.41  which  was  the  resulting  error 
from  comparison,  concerning  which,  in  a  note  printed  in  the  Finance  Be- 
port  of  1871,  I  state  "  a  further  investigation  of  the  details  will  enables 
more  accurate  itemized  statement  to  be  made." 

Q.  In  your  judgment,  what  did  that  elastic  item  represent! — A.  It 
probably  represented  discount  suffered  in  the  placing  of  loans,  errors  in 
calculation  made  by  clerks  in  settling  loans,  and  transpositions  of  figures 
and  errors  in  copying,  and  a  thousand  and  one  little  items  wliich  would 
work  backwards  and  forwards  in  the  accounts  until  finallv  the  difference 
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^^oold  have  been  explained,  if  I  had  continued  my  examination,  to  a  penny ; 

^that  is  to  say,  I  should  have  explained  in  detail  why  the  difference  be- 

"tween  the  money  received  into  the  Treasury  fiom  loans  and  the  money 

l)aid  out  of  the  Treasury  on  the  redemption  of  loans,  did  not  agree  with 

the  par  of  the  outstanding  debt  by  $116,104,831.45  paid  out  on  that  ac- 

eoant  more  than  was  received  on  the  same  account. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  that  that  apparent  difference  of 
$116,000,000,  in  round  numbers,  resulted  from  the  adoption  of  a  differ- 
ent method  of  stating  the  condition  of  the  public  debt  from  the  books  of 
the  Treasury  Department  f — A.  That  apparent  difference  of  $116,000,000 
was  simply  the  result  of  a  comparison  of  two  modes  of  stating  the  debt 
from  two  different  sources,  on  two  different  plans. 

Q.  But  both  methods  being  derived  from  an  actual  inspection  of  the 
existing  accounts  of  the  Treasury  Department  without  change  in  any 
particular  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  without  the  slightest  change  in  any  particu- 
lar, for  there  was  no  authority  of  law  to  make  any  changes.  Subse- 
quently, I  submitted  to  members  of  the  House  and  Senate,  and  among 
them  to  Mr.  Beck,  who  is  on  this  committee,  a  form  of  act  in  which  I 
suggested  that  Congress  give  authority  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  make  such  entries  in  detail  upon  his  books  as  would  enable  the  two 
accounts  to  be  assimilated,  or  made  exactly  alike ;  and,  if  Mr.  Bt^ck  will 
recall,  I  had  his  hearty  co-operation  and  approval  in  that  and  several 
other  very  important  measures  in  reference  to  the  accounts  of  the  de- 
partment. 1  always  had  a  very  patient  listener  and  a  very  earnest  and 
intelligent  friend  to  assist  me,  when  I  wanted  any  assistance  of  that 
kind,  in  Mr.  Beck.  He  promptly  comprehended  every  point  I  made, 
and  if  it  was  wrong,  showed  it  very  quickly,  and  if  it  was  right,  approved 
it.  Mr.  Dawes  was  also  on  the  same  committee,  and  I  can  speak  of  him 
in  the  same  way. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Did  the  bill  which  you  prepared,  and  to  which  you  have  made 
allusion,  become  a  law  ? — A.  It  did  not.  It  passed  the  House  by  an  ab- 
solutely unanimous  vote. 

Q.  Reported  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations! — A.  Reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  when  you  were  chairman  and  Mr. 
Beck  was  a  member. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  very  justly  of  Mr.  Beck's  co-operation  in  all  your 
efforts  to  imi)rove  the  method  of  keeping  accounts.  Will  you,  in  order 
to  make  it  clear  to  everybody,  tell  us  from  what  sources  you  obtained 
those  items  which  made  up  the  discrej^ancy  between  one  mode  of  stating 
the  public  debt  and  the  other  f — A.  I  obtained  every  particle  of  the  in- 
formation I  put  in  my  reports  from  the  original  record-books  of  the  de- 
partment relating  to  the  accounts  of  "Issues  andeRdemptious"  and  of 
"Receipts  and  Expenditures'':  from  the  published  volumes  known  as 
Beceipts  and  Expenditures;  from  the  finance  reports  of  the  various 
Secretaries,  from  the  first  of  Mr.  Hamilton  to  the  time  I  made  the  state- 
ment, and  from  all  the  sources  of  infoiination  I  could  get  in  this  country 
and  Europe.  I  even  went  so  far  as,  at  my  own  expense,  to  go  to  the 
house  of  Hope  &  Co.,  in  Amsterdam,  and  get  permission  to  examine 
the  old  records  of  the  firm  of  Wilink  &  Co.,  who  dealt  with  our  govern- 
ment in  1776,  and  through  whom  we  obtained  loans  from  Holland,  for 
the  purpose  of  examining  their  records,  and  I  did.  I  spent  two  or  three 
weeks  in  a  musty  old  garret  in  Amsterdam  looking  over  books  that  were 
written  in  a  language  that  was  as  difficult  for  me  to  understand  as 
Coptic  would  be. 
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Q.  Did  you  do  that  for  the  purpose  of  learning  what  was  the  acto^ 
cost  of  placing  the  loans  at  that  time  ! — A.  I  did  that  for  the  porpoees 
of  ascertaining  whether  our  accounts  and  theirs  agreed,  and  what  was 
done  with  the  money,  and  as  to  whether  the  money  ever  came  to  tliis 
country*  at  all,  or  whether  instead  of  money  we  got  arms  and  clothing 
and  supplies.  I  went  to  Paris  and  examined  the  records  of  the  foniily 
of  Beaumarchais,  who  was  the  father  of  the  farmers-general  at  the  time 
we  were  struggling  for  our  liberty,  and  had  facilities  offered  me  by  his 
descendants  of  examining  his  original  diaries  and  records. 

Q.  For  the  purjwse  of  ascertaining  the  history  of  all  these  loans?— A. 
For  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  history  of  the  various  loans  made  to 
this  government,  and  writing  a  book  on  the  subject. 

Q.  Do  the  data  from  which  you  made  this  comparative  statement  now 
exist  in  the  Treasury  Department? — A.  I  do  not  think  they  do,  except 
in  a  fragmentary  shape  and  as  continued  by  a  gentleman  by  the  name 
of  Bay  ley,  whom  I  had  appointed  for  the  special  purpose  of  assisting  me. 

Q.  1  do  not  mean  your  minutes,  but  the  data  from  which  they  were 
compiled. — A.  The  data  all  exist  in  the  department. 

Q.  Could  any  man  with  your  skill  and  patience  and  labor  retrace  yoor 
ste)>s  f — A.  Without  any  difficulty,  from  the  records  as  they  exist 

Q.  In  the  Treasury  Department  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  without  any  diflSculty. 

Q.  They  exist  without  any  change  of  figures  ? — A.  Without  a  change 
or  alteration  or  a  scratch  of  any  kind.  You  will  probably  find  on  some 
of  the  accounts  which  I  examined,  in  my  own  handwriting,  lead-pencil 
notes  calling  attention  to  errors  in  the  statements  of  the  clerks  who  made 
them. 

Q.  But  has  a  figure  been  altered,  so  far  as  you  know  ! — A.  No  figure 
has  been  altered  in  the  records  of  the  department  or  papers  of  the  de- 
partment. 

Q.  If  the  government  should  choose  to  continue  the  old  mode  of 
stating  the  public  debt,  the  means  of  continuing  it  exist  in  the  Treasniy 
Department  f — A.  It  is  continued  in  the  Treasury  Department  to  this 
day — ^in  the  Loan  Division  of  the  Treasury  Department. 

Q.  The  same  old  mode  f — A.  Tlie  same  old  method ;  and  if  they  do  as 
I  instructed  the  clerks  to  do  when  I  had  charge  of  the  department,  evay 
month  a  debt  statement  made  from  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  in  the 
Warrant  Division  is  compared  with  a  duplicate  debt  statement  made  from 
Issues  and  Redemptions  in  the  Loan  Di^ision. 

Q.  So  that  if  the  government  should  determine  to  go  back  to  the  old 
method  of  stating  the  public  debt,  they  have  but  to  refer  to  the  books 
in  existence  in  the  department f-»- A.  That  is  all;  simply  refer  to  their 
own  records  unchanged  and  unaltered  in  a  single  line  or  figure. 

Q.  When  it  is  said  there  has  been  a  change  in  the  statement  of  the 
public  debt,  what  is  meant  by  that  ? — A.  What  should  be  meant  by  that 
is  simply  that  the  debt  statement  is  now  an  accurate  transcript  of  the 
cash  and  bills  payable  account  of  the  government ;  and  before  that  it 
was  simply  a  statement  of  the  bills  payable  account  without  any  refer- 
ence to  the  cash  account  except  as  the  Treasurer  may  from  time  to  time 
have  counted  and  estimated  his  cash. 

If  you  will  permit  me,  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  a  statement 
which  I  find  here  on  page  120  of  the  testimony  before  your  committee 
in  the  examination  of  Rafael  A.  Bayley,  which  has  been  shown  nie  by 
Mr.  Ingalls.  It  is  in  answer  to  a  question  of  Mr.  Dawes :  "  State  now 
of  what  items  that  $116,000,000  is  made  up."  Following  that  is  a  tabn- 
lated  statement  by  whicli  it  is  shown  that  the  details  of  the  ten  milUon 
which  I  spoke  ot  as  a  ^exlble  item  to  be  further  explained,  is  reduced 
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w^Tom  ten  million  dollars  to  $942,000,  and  the  revolutionary  debt  which 
E  stated  in  my  account  at  $76,000,000,  has  been  analyzed,  and  is  ^ven 
L  n  detail  as  "  domestic  debt  of  the  revolution,  estimated  at  $03,918,475.44,'^ 
ffiuid  the  remainder  is  shown  to  be  made  up  of  the  loans  and  supplies 
obtained  from  France,  the  Dutch  loan,  the  debt  to  foreign  officers,  &c. 
This  was  the  result  of  some  examinations  made  by  Mr.  Bayley  under 
iny  direction  before  I  went  to  Europe,  and  subsequently  continued  by 
liini.  The  statement  on  page  120  in  Mr.  Bayley's  testimony  is  the  same 
statement  which  I  made  in  1871,  only  fuller  and  more  complete  as  to  its 
details. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  If  there  are  any  other  matters  bearing  upon  the  suli^'ect  concerning 
which  we  have  interrogated  you,  that  would  throw  any  additional  light 
upon  the  subject,  I  should  be  very  glad  if  you  would  state  them  to  the 
committee. — A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  are  any  other  points.  If  what 
1  liave  stated  to  you,  gentlemen,  concerning  my  connection  with  the 
foafct^r,  and  what  I  did  is  clear,  I  have  toUl  you  all  there  is  to  tell  about 
it  It  may  be  that  I  have  not  made  it  very  clear,  because  it  is  a  very 
difficult  matter  to  state  technical  things  of  this  kind  in  such  a  wuy  that 
**  he  who  runs  may  read."  An  intelligent  bookkeej^er,  or  a  man  who 
knows  about  accounts,  would  at  once  see  the  object  and  meaning  of 
sirhat  I  have  said  and  of  the  statements  I  have  made  ;  but  to  the  layman 
t  is  a  very  difficult  matter  to  exactly  understand  what  bookkeepers  or 
iccouutants  mean  when  they  speak  of  the  debit  and  credit  of  the  ac- 
^uiit,  and  when  they  say  ^^ bills  receivable"  or  "bills  pjiyable."  A 
nan  knows  what  his  cash  is ;  he  receives  his  money  and  pays  it  out^ 
ind  he  cannot  pay  out  any  more  than  he  receives.  In  government 
xansactions  it  is  very  different.  The  government  can  pay  out  a  great 
ieal  more  than  it  receives  from  a  certain  specific  source  by  receiving  it 
Sroni  some  other  source.  We  paid  out  on  account  of  loans  $116,000,000 
more  than  we  received.  That  $116,000,000  was  derived  from  revenue, 
amd  was  in  excess  of  the  expenditures  on  account  of  the  current  ex- 
penses of  the  government.  The  plan  of  operations  that  I  undertook  ta 
carry  out  was  this :  I  wanted  Congrress  to  pass  an  act  enabling  the  ac- 
coontsof  this  department  to  be  kept  just  as  a  business  man  would  keep 
his  accounts  so  as  to  show  his  profit  and  loss  on  his  various  transactions 
and  his  actual  financial  condition  as  derived  firom  the  money  he  received 
and  the  money  he  spent.  This  $116,000,000  was  not  paid  out  without  value. 
We  received  Louisiana  and  Texas,  &c.,  and  we  had  supplies  during  the 
revolutionary  war  and  the  services  of  soldiers,  and  we  assumed  the  debt  of 
Washington  and  Georgetown,  and  we  had  ships  built  for  the  Navy  during 
the  war  of  1812,  and  we  subscribed  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
stock,  and  we  did  various  things  by  which  we  got  property  that  we  did 
not  pay  money  for  but  gave  our  note  for,  and  when  the  note  matured 
we  paid  it  in  money.  Now,  if  there  had  been  a  property  account  kept, 
and  the  property  had  been  charged  with  its  cost  and  paid  for  in  bonds, 
and  when  the  bonds  were  redeemed  property  had  been  charged  with 
the  money  paid  out,  it  would  have  made  the  cash  account  and  the  Is- 
sues and  Redemption  account  of  loans  agree,  necessarily,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  discount  that  had  been  suffered  by  placing  loans  and 
such  minor  errors  as  might  have  been  made  by  clerks  in  stating  ac- 
counts. That  could  have  been  provided  for  by  a  discount  and  exchange 
account,  treating  it  in  the  same  manner,  and  the  errors  that  clerks  had 
made  could  have  easily  been  corrected  by  a  law  authorizing  corrections 
when  there  were  ascertained  to  hav^e  been  real  errors. 
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I  may  say  that  I  found  one  difficulty  in  the  commencement  of  my  in- 
vestigation. I  had  the  utmost  difficulty  to  convince  i)eople  that,  he- 
cause  a  thing  was  printed  in  a  book  it  was  necessarily  true.  Transpo- 
sitions of  figures  in  the  Finance  Reports,  transpositions  in  the  Receipts 
and  Expenditui'es  statements,  a  naught  where  there  should  have  been  a 
six  printed,  a  printer's  blunder,  was  perpetuated  from  year  to  year 
right  straight  through  the  accounts,  beginning  with  the  entries  in  the 
first  Finance  Report  or  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  account,  and  going 
on  down  because  the  clerks  were  in  the  habit  of  taking  the  printed 
statement  that  was  made  the  previous  year  and  adding  on  to  it  the 
statement  that  was  made  for  the  current  year,  and  these  errors  were 
perpetuated  and  more  errors  made — ^purely  a  matter  of  proof-reading. 
All  these  things  I  had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  finding.  These  were 
things  that  it  required  great  labor  to  hunt  up. 

Q.  You  discovered  then  in  the  course  of  your  investigation  typo- 
graphical errors  in  the  printed  statements  of  accounts? — A.  Quite  a 
number,  of  which  I  made  notes,  but  I  cannot  find  the  note-book  now. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Would  there  be  any  value  at  this  late  day  in  passing  a  bill  sub- 
stantially like  the  one  that  you  prepai*ed  Avith  so  much  care  in  1870  and 
1871 ! — A.  1  think  there  would ;  it  would  require,  however,  to  be  some- 
what modified  in  the  light  of  recent  legislation. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  a  bill  embodying  the  same  general  principle  !— 
A.  I  think  it  would  be  immensely  valuable. 

Q.  How  far  did  the  Kellogg  bill,  which  was  passed  a  few  years  ago 
remodeling  and  legalizing  difl'erent  bureaus  in  the  Secretary's  office,  affect 
this  matter  f 

A.  That  did  not  affect  the  principle  in  the  least.  It  did  not  touch  the 
mode  of  keeping  accounts. 

Q.  I  did  not  know  but  that  in  the  distribution  of  the  different  bureaus  it 
might  have  provided  for  some  of  the  things  you  had  thought  off — ^A.  No, 
sir.  1  would  like  to  say  to  the  committee  that  one  of  the  difficulties  I 
found  in  connection  with  this  business  was  the  heterogeneous  form 
of  our  organization  in  the  Treasury  Department.  That  organization 
began  with  an  almost  perfect  system,  for  which  Mr.  Alexander  Hamil- 
ton has  the  credit ;  and  if  the  additions  to  the  department  had  been 
made  upon  the  same  plan,  a  great  many  of  these  difficulties  in  accounts 
would  have  been  avoided ;  but  the  nation  was  constantly  growing,  and 
additional  bureaus  had  to  be  added  to  the  Treasury  Department,  and 
each  additional  bureau  was  added  and  organized  without  reference  to 
the  existing  plan  of  organization.  The  result  is  that  the  system  of 
stating  accounts  in  the  old  organization,  which  was  comi)o$ed  of  the 
Secretary's  office,  the  Register's  officej  the  First  Auditor's  office^  and  the 
First  Comptroller's  office,  differs  from  the  system  that  was  subsequently 
created  when  the  Second  Comptroller's  office  and  the  Second  and  Third 
Auditor's  offices  were  created,  and  differs  still  more  from  the  organiza- 
tion when  the  Fourth  Auditor  was  added,  and  differs  still  more  when 
the  Fifth  and  Sixth  Auditor's  offices  and  the  Commissioner  of  Customs 
were  added. 

Q.  Did  they  not  for  a  long  time  have  to  run  bureaus  under  the  Secre- 
tary without  having  any  legal  organization  attached  to  them,  as  a  mat- 
ter  of  necessity  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  did  for  a  long  time  as  a  matter  of 
necessity  in  the  tranaaction  of  business. 
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By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  And  afterwards  tbey  were  legalized  f — A.  Afterwards  they  were 
legalized. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  The  Kellogg  bill  put  them  in  shape! — A.  The  Kellogg  bill  put 
them  in  shape. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  spoke  of  a  re  examination  of  the  books  along  about  1870.  Was 
that  done  by  yourself  personally  f — A.  Nearly  all  of  it.  I  think  per- 
haps for  the  first  year  every  bit  of  it  was  done  personally  by  myself. 
Subsequently  I  employed  others  to  assist  me,  finding  it  so  much  work, 
and  being  otherwise  engaged. 

Q.  From  what  dates  to  what  dates  did  your  examination  extend  ? — A. 
Ify  examination  began  with  the  organization  of  the  government  in  1789, 
and  extended  throughout  the  entire  loan  accounts  of  the  government, 
skipping  items  that  required  very  great  labor  to  get  at  their  details. 
rhey  covered  the  entire  field.  The  details,  however,  of  some  of  the 
items  I  8ki])ped  in  my  examination.  For  instance,  I  would  begin  my 
dxauiiuations  at  the  organization  of  the  government  and  take  all  the 
[aws  aft'ecting  loans ;  then  take  all  the  accounts  of  the  Keceipts  and  Ex- 
penditures and  of  Issues  and  liedemptious^  and  I  would  make  a  careful 
i^nalysis  and  comparison  of  those,  item  by  item,  until  I  would  strike  an 
Item  like  the  Revolutionary  debt,  $76,000,000.  At  once  I  knew  that 
bhat  item  would  require  a  mouth  of  the  hardest  kind  of  digging  to  get 
e^t  the  details  of  it,  and  I  would  omit  that  item,  simply  putting  it  in  my 
memorandum  as  an  item  of  $76,000,000  to  be  further  examined,  and  then 
go  on.  I  finished  tiie  examination  of  the  entire  loan  accounts  and  the 
comparison  of  them  before  I  made  my  statement  of  1871,  but  I  did  not 
Bjcamine  all  the  details  till  afterwards,  and  some  of  the  details  I  never 
eixaniined,  but  left  to  my  successors  to  do. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 
Q.  Unfinshed  work  when  you  left  the  office  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  speak  of  loans.  Do  you  mean  the  public  debt  ? — ^A.  The 
public  debt ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  general  Eeceipts  and  Expenditures ;  did 
you  examine  them  ! — A.  I  examined  the  general  accounts  of  Keceipts  and 
Expenditures  in  relation  to  loans  only,  not  in  relation  to  revenues  or  ex- 
penditures for  current  expenses.    That  I  left  for  my  successors  to  do. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  examination  of  the  Keceipts  and  Expenditures 
other  than  those  on  account  of  loans  and  discounts  I — A.  Personally  I 
did  not.  It  was  done,  however,  under  my  direction  by  Major  Fish  and 
Mr.  Bayley,  two  experts  detailed  by  me  for  that  purpose  after  I  found 
my  own  time  so  much  occupied  with  other  things. 

Q.  When  did  you  commence  the  examination  f — A.  As  I  stated  be- 
fore, I  cannot  be  accurate  as  to  the  date,  but  it  was  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  administration  of  Mr.  Boutw^ell,  somewhere  in  March,  1869, 
1  think. 

Q.  You  commenced  the  examination  in  March,  1869  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  end  it  f — ^A.  I  continued  the  examination  mj'self, 
personally,  until  1871.  when  I  made  the  first  statement  that  is  in  the 
Finance  Report,  and  tnen  under  my  supervision  it  was  continued  by  the 
two  gentlemen  I  have  named  until  1873, 1  think,  when  X  left  the  country  j 
and  I  believe  one  of  them  has  continued  it  since. 
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Q.  Did  you  examine  the  books  themselves  in  which  the  accounts  were 
kept,  or  did  you  examine  the  reports  of  Receipts  and  Expenditures  in 
print  ? — A.  I  examined  the  books  of  original  entry,  the  original  accounts 
stated  by  the  Auditor  and  Comptroller,  and  the  books  in  print  I  ex- 
amined all  the  data  I  could  find,  whether  in  print  or  the  original  docu- 
ments. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand,  or  not,  that  you  exanuned  each  book,  each 
entry  on  account  of  the  public  debt  from  the  organization  of  the  govern- 
ment down  to  1870  ? — A.  O,  no,  sir ;  I  did  not  examine  each  entpy.  I 
examined  each  book  and  each  account,  but  not  in  detail,  so  as  to  go  to 
each  entry.  It  would  have  taken  years  to  have  examined  each  entry. 
I  had  expected,  I  may  say,  to  do  that  before  I  got  through. 

Q.  The  question  is  what  you  did  do  before  these  changes,  if  any,  toak 
place  I — A.  Permit  me  to  say  that  I  did  not  make  any  change. 

Q.  I  said  "  these  changes,  if  any."  Did  you  take  the  footings,  or  did 
you  make  additions  to  see  whether  they  were  correct  or  not  f — A.  I  took 
the  footings  as  they  appeared  on  the  books  of  original  entry,  and  the 
reports  of  Issues  and  Redemptions,  and  the  footings  of  the  ledgers  of  the 
public-debt  accounts.  I  did  not  make  additions  myself;  I  did  not  go 
over  the  additions  to  see  that  they  were  correct. 

Q.  Did  you  take  the  footing  of  each  page  or  the  footing  of  a  month  or 
a  quarter! — A.  The  footings  of  the  year  from  year  to  year,  and  fre- 
quently on  loans  that  were  nearly  all  redeemed  the  footings  would  not 
vary  for  four  or  five  years  at  a  time. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  the  books  in  every  case,  or  did  you  take  a  part  of 
the  figures  from  the  printed  Receipts  and  Expenditures  of  the  govern- 
ment f — A.  In  every  instance  where  I  discovered  an  error  I  went  to  the 
books  of  original  entry,  assisted  by  a  report  made  to  the  Register  of  the 
Treasury  by  a  gentleman  in  that  office — I  think  his  name  was  Haines— 
from  which  I  derived  a  gre^t  deal  of  information.  That  report  was  in 
manuscript;  I  think  it  never  was  printed. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  date  of  that  report  ? — ^A.  That  I  cannot  do.  I 
think  it  was  made  some  time  in  1853  or  1854.  It  was  a  report  of  the 
residt  of  an  examination  of  all  the  loan  accounts  made  under  the  direction 
of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury  by  Mr.  Haines,  with  perhaps  some  other 
gentleman  assisting  him. 

Q.  From  your  experience  in  the  department,  which  has  been  consider- 
able, how  long  would  it  take,  commencing  now  with,  say,  five  clerks,  to 
begin  at  the  organization  of  the  government  and  come  down  to  1870, 
and  examine  each  item  or  entry  with  a  view  of  seeing  whether  it  was 
correct  and  with  a  view  of  comparing  the  entries  in  one  set  of  books  with 
the  diflferent  books  kept  in  the  department,  and  including  the  warrant* 
that  were  issued  for  the  receipts  or  for  the  expenditures  ? — A.  With  the 
assistance  of  five  competent  accountants  I  could  do  that  work  in  abont 
two  years. 

Q.  How  many  clerks  had  you  to  assist  you ! — A.  For  the  first  year 
and  a  half,  up  to  January,  1871,  I  did  the  work  myself,  mostly  at  night, 
working  from  seven  or  eight  o'clock  until  ten  or  eleven  or  twelve,  as  I 
was  able. 

Q.  After  you  had  done  your  business  day's  work  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  After 
that  I  hail  the  assistance  of  Major  Fish,  a  thoroughly  compet-ent  acouut- 
ant,  and  still  later  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Bayley,  also  a  competent  ac- 
countant. That  is  all  the  assistance,  I  believe,  I  ever  had,  except  inci- 
dental assistance  from  the  clerks  in  the  Register's  office  and  other  oflioes 
who  were  interested  in  the  subject.   . 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  "  incidental !  ^    Do  you  mean  that  you  put 
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9  one  to  examine  the  figures  carefnlly  and  make  a  report  of  his  ex- 
lation,  or  do  you  mean  that  clerks  occasionally  assisted  you  where 
ttd  things  f — A.  I  mean  this :  That  there  were  clerks  in  the  depart- 
fc  who  were  interested  in  the  subject  and  who  would  examine  of  their 
accord  the  books  and  discover  an  item,  and  they  would  bring  it  to 
jid  point  out  the  error,  and  then  I  would  examine  that  with  care. 

I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  commenced  this  work  about  the 
of  Mr.  Boutwell's  induction  into  office,  and  you  ended  in  December, 
t— A.  Yes,  sir. 

And  the  result  was  embo<lied  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  to 
press  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

I  have  here  the  Finance  Eeport  of  1870.    Look  at  the  table  on 

XXV  and  see  if  that  is  the  result  of  your  work  (handing  witness 
?*inance  Report  of  1870). — A.  (Examining.)  That  is  not  the  result 
y  work,  I  think.  That  is  the  first  time,  1  think,  that  I  undertook  to 
I  the  aecount  of  loans  and  Treasury  notes,  or  the  public-debt  ac- 
t. 

Is  that  statement  the  result  of  your  work  ! — A.  About  that  I  can- 
tfiy  i)ositively.  I  am  under  the  impression,  however,  that  it  is  an 
npt  to  make  the  debt  statement  correct,  the  first  attempt  I  made. 

Xow,  take  the  report  which  you  did  make  and  see  whether  that 

not  agree  with  it  to  a  cent.    I  hand  you  the  Finance  Report  of  1871, 

ask  you  to  see  if  the  table  on  pages  XXI  and  XXII  is  not  just  like 

ill  the  report  of  1870,  as  to  which  I  just  now  inquired. — A.  I  pre- 

3  the^  are. 

Can  you  not  say  positively  whether  they  are  alike  or  not ! — A. 
Lmini^g.)  I  think  there  is  no  question  that  they  are  identical  state- 
to. 

If  you  commenced  your  work  in  1869  and  finished  it  in  1871,  how 
ou  account  for  that  table  in  the  report  of  1870,  which  was  sent  to 
^ess  in  1870  f — A.  I  cannot  recall  the  facts  in  detail,  but  I  presume 
that  table  in  the  report  of  1870  was  the  result  of  my  investigations 
o  that  time,  and  the  subsequent  investigations  simply  confirmed 
>revious  examination  and  earned  the  details  further. 

Then,  do  I  understand  that  instead  of  1871  it  was  in  1870  that  you 
[>leted  and  made  the  report  to  Congress? — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not 
[)lete  it  and  did  not  make  any  report  to  Congress,  except  so  far  as 
ishing  that  table. 

I  am  not  speaking  of  you,  but  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. — A. 
derstand.  I  did  not  complete  the  table  in  the  Finance  Report  of  1871 
i70,  only  so  far  as  correcting  differences  I  had  discovered  up  to  that 
'.  was  concerned.  In  1871 1  added  to  the  report  the  notes. 
.  Confine  yourself  now  to  the  public  debt  statement.  I  understood 
to  say  that  you  personally  examined  the  public  debt. — A.  I  person- 
examined  the  public  debt  accounts. 
.  You  commenced  in  March,  18G9,  and  ended  in  December,  1871  ? — 

iTes,  sir. 

I  ask  you  whether  or  not  the  table  in  the  report  of  1870,  on  page 
V  of  the  public-debt,  is  not  in  exact  figures  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
ic  debt  each  year  the  same  as  the  table  in  the  report  made  in  1871  ? 
,  I  would  like  to  compare  the  figures  one  by  one  before  I  answered 

positively ;  but  I  think  they  are.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  the 
itest  doubt  that  they  are. 

.  How  do  you  account  for  the  result  of  your  work  being  in  the  re- 

of  1870  when  you  did  not  finish  it  until  1871  f— A.  The  result  of 

kvork  is  not  in  the  report  of  1870,  except  in  the  form  of  that  table. 
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The  re-sult  of  the  work  so  far  as  it  went  in  1870  is  in  the  report  of  ISIO,; 
My  impressiou  was  that  it  Wi^  not,  bat  I  find  that  it  is ;  and  it  simfdj ] 
shows  that  at  that  time,  in  December,  1870,  1  had  progressed  so  &ria{ 
my  work  as  to  justify  the  publication  of  that  table. 

Q.  And  your. subsequent  examination  made  no  chan^  in  it!— A.  bj 
probably  did  made  changes.  I  do  not  know  positively  whether  it  did  or! 
not. 

Q.  You  ai'e  intelligent  enough  to  tell  whether  it  did  or  not!  T\m\ 
are  the  two  statements,  and  you  ought  to  say. — A.  It  makes  no  chanfij 
in  those  two  tables  as  to  the  gross  amounts.  It  does  make  changes  in  i 
the  details. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  those  two  tables. — A.  Those  two  tables  are  in  all  i 
probability'  identical  tables. 

Q.  This  report  is  dated  December  5, 1870,  addressed  to  CoDgres^ 
Ul>on  examination  the  table  of  the  public  debt  appears  to  be  the  same 
a«  in  the  report  of  1871,  so  that  your  work  appears  in  the  report  ot 
1870? — A.  It  appears  to  be  in  the  i*eport  of  1870  as  well  as  in  tbere]»ort 
of  1871,  but  in  the  report  of  1871  there  is  another  table  which  shows  that 
I  had  published  one  year  before  the  correct  debt  statement.  It  was  the  | 
result  of  my  examination  up  to  that  time. 

Q.  1  hand  you  for  the  purpose  of  your  examination  and  give  you 
opportunity  to  answer  the  question.  I  shall  ask  a  statement  which  yoi 
will  see  is  taken  fVom  the  licgisters  and  Secretary's  ReiJorts  of  1870  ai 
to  the  public  debt  with  the  result  of  each  year,  whether  it  be  an  in- 
crease or  decrease  of  the  public  debt.  I  am  asking  no  question  now  aa 
to  the  footings;  but  taking  these  tables  which  have  been  put  in  endea* 
as  correct,  is  there  or  is  there  not  a  change  in  almost  every  year  from 
1833  to  1870,  in  some  years  a  decn^ase  and  in  some  years  an  incre^i*i!- 
A.  By  this  statement  it  ai>pears  that  there  was  a  change  in  every  single 
year  one  way  or  the  other  from  1833  down  to  1870. 

Q.  Were  these  changes  the  result  of  y<Mir  work! — A.  That  I  cannot 
say,  for  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Assuming  that  statement  to  be  correct^  which  has  been  put  ia 
evidence  as  correct,  is  that  the  case ! — A.  t  can  simply  answer  the 
question  in  this  way.  I  find  here  an  item  which  I  recall :  The  Register 
stated  the  debt  in  1835  at  $351,289.05 ;  the  Secretary's  statement  is  that 
the  debt  was  $37,513.05,  showing  a  decrease  in  the  Secretary's  staten^ent 
of  $313,776.  That  decrease  in  the  statement  of  the  debt  was  the  resalt 
of  my  examination  of  the  debt  accounts.  I  presume  tlieae  other  difer 
ences  were  results  of  examinations  conducted  at  the  same  time  and  of 
subsequent  examinations  from  the  commencement  of  my  work  to  the 
time  the  table  was  published. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  commenced  your  examination  of 
the  public  debt  at  the  beginning  of  the  government,  which  was  1789?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  are  no  different  figures  stated  until  1833.  Were  they  cor 
rect,  and  did  you  find  no  differences  previous  to  1833  ? — A.  I  think  there 
are  corrections  made  in  subsequent  Finance  Reports,  although  I  maybe 
mistaken.  I  did  not  charge  my  memory  with  that  detail,  but  there 
were  differences  prior  to  1833,  which  are  explained  in  the  tables  of  the 
Finance  Reports  which  I  prei)ared  or  which  were  prepared  under  my 
direction. 

Q.  Look  at  some  of  the  Finance  Reports,  such  as  you  think  i)roi>erf— 
A.  I  will  take  the  Finance  Report  of  1873  and  compare  it. 

Q.  Tell  me  whether  or  not  there  were  changes  made  previous  to  1S$J 
or  whether  yow  fovmd  any  differences. — A.  I  do  not  see  any  changes  in 
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^sequent  reports.    I  hare  looked  at  the  report  of  1873.    The  ainoants 
the  debt  as  stated  from  1791  to  1833  are  exactly  the  same  in  the  Fi- 

reports  of  1870  and  1873. 
Q.  Ha\ing  examined  the  debt  from  the  beginning  of  the  government, 
in  you  give  us  any  reason  why  you  made  no  changes,  or  why  the  fig- 
were  not  different  previous  to  1833  while  they  differ  every  vear 
--^.  1833?— A.  Yes,  sir:  I  can.    The  years  1833  and  1834  differ  very 
^lightly,  and  they  are  differences  which  would  seem  to  indicate  an  omis- 
^on.    The  items  are  one  of  $665.95  and  the  other  of  $1.  both  of  which 
have  been  caused  by  the  omission  of  an  item  or  the  debt  that 
ts  redeemed.    In  1835  the  debt  was  at  its  lowest  point,  it  had  all  been 
^^Ued  in  and  fhere  was  a  large  surplus  in  the  Treasuiy.    I  assumed 
^u  making  my  first  exammation  that  the  errors  at  that  time  had  reached 
?1^  smallest  point,  and  I  started  in  my  examination,  after  making  this 
^investigation  and  discovering  this  fact,  from  1835,  because  I  had  here 
almost  as  good  a  starting  point  as  the  point  would  be  where  there  was 
^o  debt,  or  at  the  beginning  of  the  government ;  and  rather  than  make  any 
changes  prior  to  that  time,  the  result  having  been  reached  in  1835  that 
there  was  no  debt,  for  it  had  been  wiped  out,  befoi'e  making  any  changes 
Prior  to  that  time  examinations  should  go  to  the  very  last  degree  of 
^cjcuracy  in  reference  to  every  item  ;  but  subsequent  to  that  time  the 
^Investigation  could  be  continued  with  the  utmost  accuracy  fix)m  year  to 
S^ear  by  reason  of  the  fiict  that  I  had  a  starting  point  in  1835.    I  did 
^ot  charge  my  memory  with  the  arguments  I  used  with  myself;  but  I 
i^ecall  the  fact  that  I  did  suspend  my  examination  from  the  beginning  as 
to  the  details,  and  began  anew  in  1835,  because  the  debt  was  so  small 
^t  that  time  that  the  possible  errors  were  at  the  minimum,  and  I  made 
the  examination  from  1835  with  the  utmost  care. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Leaving  the  same  examination  as  to  the  pa^t  to  be  a  matter  for  the 
f atiire  I — A.  Leaving  the  same  examination  as  to  the  past  to  be  con- 
ducted as  opportunity  offered,  and  of  course  the  examination  as  to  the 
past  had  to  be  made  to  a  certain  extent,  and  was  made  so  as  to  explain, 
as  much  as  possible  of  the  Revolutionary  debt  and  of  the  debts  that  did 
not  appear  in  the  cash  account  from  1791  to  1835. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  debt  account  previous  to  1870  had  been  made  and  kept  in  the 
Treasury  Department  by  what  are  known  as  Issues  and  Redemptions  I — 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  1870  or  1871  it  was  changed  and  kept  by  what  are  known  as 
Receipts  and  Expenditures  on  account  of  the  public  debt  I — A.  It  was  not 
changed ;  I  simply  added  another  method,  leaving  the  old  method  to 
continue  exactly  as  it  had  been  continued  all  along,  but  I  stated  the 
debt  in  addition  in  a  new  way  from  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  and  I 
used  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  account  for  the  public-debt  state- 
ments, after,  however,  comparing  that  with  the  results  of  the  statement 
of  the  account  from  loans  and  Treasury  notes,  as  it  was  called,  or  from 
Issues  and  Redemi)tions. 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  in  1871  in  your  new  statement  change  the 
system  from  what  is  known  as  Issues  and  Redemptions  to  that  of  Receipts 
and  Expenditures,  and  did  that  or  not  make  the  difference  in  each  year 
from  1833  or  1835  in  the  total  amount  of  the  public  debt  as  stated  by 
yourself? — A.  I  can  say  in  answer  to  that  question  simply  that  the 
statement  of  the  public  debt  printed  for  general  circulation  was  made 
up  on  the  1st  day  of  January,  1871,  from  an  account  of  the  debt  kept 
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in  accordance  with  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  and  I  believe  tliat  it 
was  made  up  on  that  day  for  the  first  time  &om  the  data  derived  ftvm 
that  source.  Prior  to  that  time  the  public  debt  statement  had  been 
made  up,  so  far  as  I  know,  from  the  avcoant  of  Issues  and  BedemptioDs. 
The  statement,  ft'om  that  time,  from  the  1st  of  January,  1S71,  to  the 
present  time,  if  the  books  have  been  correctly  kept,  will  agree  in  every 
item  of  increase  and  decrease  with  the  account  of  Issues  and  Bedemp- 
tious.  Prior  to  1871,  however,  and  going  back  to  1835,  the  account  of 
the  debtma<le  up  from  lieceipts  and  Expenditures  differs  trom  the  account 
of  the  debt  made  uj)  from  Issues  and  Bedemptions  in  a  varying  amount, 
depeudiag  eutirety  upou  how  many  outstandiug  and  uncovered  amouDts 
remained  ou  the  books  of  the  Ti'easurer,  or,  in  other  wards,  bow  much 
of  the  receipts  on  account  of  loans  had  been  satisfied  by  the  issue  of 
bonds,  but  bad  not  been  covered  into  the  Treasury  before  the  books 
relating  to  Iteceipts  and  Expenditures,  and  covering  the  same  iieriod  of 
time,  were  finally  closed  for  the  purpose  of  the  annual  settlemeot. 

Q.  I  will  endeavor  to  ask  you  straight  questions,  and  I  would  be  glad 
to  have  direct  answers,  one  way  or  the  other  1 — A.  I  will  try  to  give  yoo 
an  answer,  I  assure  you. 

Q,  If  you  have  explanations  to  make  after  making  your  answers,  of 
course  you  can  make  them ;  but  it  is  due  me,  and  I  have  a  right  to  a£k 
•  that  you  shall  auswer  each  question  directly,  and  then  you  may  mAt 
any  explanation  you  think  proper. — A.  I  will  trj-  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions us  directly  as  possible. 

Q.  It  appears  that  each  question  carries  you  into  an  argument.  It  is 
not  usual  for  a  witness  to  argue  a  question.  It  is  usual  for  a  witness  to 
answer  questions. — A.  It  is  usual  also  for  a  witness  to  endeavor  to  ud- 
derstand  a  tjuestion  before  he  answers  it. 

Q.  Of  course,  if  you  do  not  understand  it  say  so ;  but  I  should  like  an 
auswer  that  would  enable  ine  to  learn  whether  you  mean  "  yes"  or  "no." 
— A.  There  are  a  great  many  questions  that  cannot  be  answered  "yes"' 
or  "  no,"  and  that  I  do  not  propose  to  answer  "  yes  "  or  "  no."  I  propose 
to  answer  so  that  I  can  swear  to  what  I  say. 

.  Q.  You  have  sworn  to  all  you  are  saying. — A,  Yes,  sir,  and  I  want 
to  make  my  answers  correct,  and  I  will  endeavor  to  give  you  the  e-tact 
answer  to  every  question  you  ask  me,  as  I  have  done  heretofore. 

Q.  Now,  will  yoH  tell  me  whether  or  not  you  changed  the  system,  anJ 
whether  you  made  a  change  in  the  gross  amount  of  the  public  debt  be- 
tween the  years  1835  and  1871 T — A.  I  did  change  the  system,  and  it  did 
not  make  a  single  cent's  difference  in  the  gross  amount  of  the  debt. 

Q.  Now  tell  me  what  the  amount  of  public  debt  was,  as  stated  preri- 
ous  to  1870,  for  the  year  1S«2  f— A.  In  the  Finance  Iteport  of  1869,  iwge 
317,  the  Register  of  the  Treasurj-  states  the  public  debt  on  the  1st  July. 
186-2,  at  $514,211,371.92,  and  in  the  Finance  Rejwrt  of  1871,  page  13, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasurj-  states  the  public  debt  for  18C2  at  $5il4,- 
176,412.13.  By  the  Secretary's  table  of  1871  the  debt  would  appear  to 
have  been  greater  in  the  year  1802  than  by  the  Begister's  table  of  ISCfl 
by  $9,965,040.29. 

Q.  Then  in  that  year  there  apjwars  to  be  a  difference  T— A.  There  is  a 
diftereuce  between  these  tables  of  $9,905,040.21. 

Q.  Now  take  the  two  following  years,  and  tell  us  whether  there  is  not 
a  difference  and  an  increase  f — A.  In  the  two  following  yeafs  there  is 
also  a  difference  between  the  two  tables.  For  the  year  1863  the  differ- 
ence is  an  increase  in  the  Secretary's  statement  of  $^,978,957.26,  and 
for  the  year  1864,  there  is  an  increase  in  the  Secretary's  table  of 
$75,093,881.08. 
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Q.  Then,  as  reported  by  the  Begister  for  the  years  we  have  named — 
■.862, 1863,  and  1864 — and  as  reported  by  the  Secretary  in  the  report  of 
M871,  and  continued  since,  there  is  a  difference  in  round  numbers  of 
•10,000,000,  $20,000,000,  and  $75,000,000  in  these  three  years,  and  there 
S8  an  increase  in  the  Secretary's  report  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  do  the  figures  in  the  two  reports  agree  f — A.  They  do  not 
^gree  in  the  two  reports. 

Q.  Was  not  the  great  amount  of  this  $116,000,000  that  you  spoke  of 
in  the  Revolutionary  debt,  and  did  not  that  occur  previous  to  1835! — A. 
•76,000,000  of  it,  I  think,  was  in  the  Revolutionary  debt;  that  is,  the  esti- 
mated Revolutionary  debt.  It  never  has  been  ascertained  exactly  what 
it  was  in  detail. 

Q.  That  being  so,  would  not  the  large  amount  of  difference  apparent 
ia  those  reports  have  occurred  previous  to  1835  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  debt  previous  to  1835  had  been  reported  by  Issues  and  Re- 
demptions had  it  not  1 — A.  Previous  to  1835  I  cannot  say.  I  do  not 
tnow.  I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think  that  the  debt  statement  was, 
prior  ti>  1835,  made  up  from  the  pu'blished  account  of  Receipts  and  Ex- 
I)enditures,  but  I  do  not  know  that  positively,  and  could  not  state  it 
positively  without  a  careful  examination. 

Q.  You  stated,  a  short  time  ago,  that  there  were  certain  bonds  issued 
for  the  Revolutionary  debt.  When  were  those  bonds  issued  ? — A.  I  can- 
Hot  give  vou  the  date,  but  they  were  issued  some  time  between  1789  and 
1791. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  those  bonds  ? — A.  Estimated  at  $76,000,000, 
though. I  believe  the  exact  amount  has  never  yet  been  ascertained.  It 
is  believed  that  some  are  still  outstanding. 

Q.  Was  it  not  previous  to  1835,  that  they  were  issued  ? — A.  O,  yes, 
they  were  issued  previous  to  1835. 

Q.  That  being  so,  how  could  you  state  the  debt  by  Receipts  and  Ex- 
penditures when  no  receipts  came  into  the  Treasury  for  that  large 
amount  of  money  ? — A.  By  Receipts  and  Expenditures  as  far  as  they 
would  go,  and  by  patching  up  the  books  from  the  loans  and  issues  where 
there  were*  no  receipts,  and  that  is  precisely  what  they  did  do.  M. 
Baker,  whose  handwriting  and  work  I  ran  across  very  frequently  in  my 
investigations  in  this  department,  seems  to  have  kept  a  record  of  his 
own,  showing  a  great  many  of  these  old  loans  and  memoranda  of  the 
fact,  where  the  money  did  not  go  into  the  Treasury.  I  found  a  large 
book  of  memoranda  made  by  him  in  1824,  in  which  he  explained  at  that 
date  a  great  number  of  these  old  stocks  that  were  issued  without  moneys 
being  received  for  them. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  by  patching  up  the  books  they  could 
state  the  public  debt  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures  ! — A.  Let  me  mako 
it  more  plain  by  saying  that  the  accounts  of  the  debt  would  be  stated 
from  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  as  far  as  the  Receipts  and  Expendi- 
tures went,  and  then  where  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  did  not  agree 
the  difference  was  the  loans  or  the  expenditures  on  account  of  loans  for 
which  no  money  was  i^eceived. 

Q.  Could  you  keep  a  coiTcct  account  Exclusively  by  Receipts  and  Ex- 
X>enditiires  of  the  public  debt? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  can  keep  a  correct  ac- 
count. 

Q.  How  would  you  manage  a  case  that  occurred  within  a  short  time, 
as  the  Eads  jetty  issue,  or  the  payment  of  the  Massachusetts  debt  by  the 
United  States,  where  bonds  were  issued  and  no  receipts  came  into  the 
Treasury  ! — A.  Precisely  as  I  did  manage  the  Maine  or  Massachusetts 
case  that  you  speak  of.    If  you  will  examine  the  books  of  the  depart- 
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ment,  you  will  find  that  in  refereuce  to  that  issue  of  bonds  to  Massa 
chusetts  for  the  account  of  Maine's  claim  growing  out  of  thenorthea^t^ni 
boundary  question,  the  amount  appropriated  by  Congress  was  six  huu- 
dred  and  seventy-eight  thousand  and  some  hundreds  of  dollars,  to  be 
paid  in  bonds.  When  the  approixriation  was  made  I  was  very  anxious 
to  have  the  transaction  appear  as  it  should  on  the  books  of  tile  dei>art' 
ment,  and  in  consultation  with  Mr.  Taylor  I  arranged  to  have  it  so,  be- 
cause in  the  act  providing  for  that  there  was  an  appropriation.  I  put 
the  money  to  the  credit  of  an  appropriation  account  on  the  books,  six 
hundred  and  seventy-eight  thousaiid  and  whatever  the  hundreds  were, 
and  issued  a  warrant  directed  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  to 
pay  that,  and  directing  him  to  deposit  the  amount  to  the  credit  of  loaus 
as  a  subscription  for  those  bonds,  so  that  it  appears  in  the  accounts  as 
a  disbursement  of  moneys  from  the  Treasury  to  pay  the  debt  and  a  re- 
ceipt of  money  into  the  Treasury  to  buy  the  loan. 

Q.  You  say  that  act  made  an  appropriation  I — A.  It  authorized  the 
transaction. 

Q.  It  authorized  bonds  to  be  issued  to  pay  that  claim  f — A.  And,  I 
think,  made  an  appropriation  also. 

Q.  Suppose  it  had  not  made  an  appropriation ;  suppose^  as  in  the  Eads 
jetty  matter  or  as.  in  the  Eevolutionary  debt,  there  was  an  act  directing 
so  many  bonds  to  be  issued  to  pay  a  certain  debt,  how  would  you  man- 
age if  there  was  no  appropriation  made  ! — A.  You  have  in  the  statement 
of  the  public  debt  an  exact  case  like  thjit,  the  Oregon  war  debt.  There 
was  no  appropriation  made,  but  bonds  were  issued  directly  to  the  claim- 
ants in  payment  of  money,  but  no  money  ever  came  into  the  Treasury. 

Q.  How  did  you  manage  that ! — A.  The  entry  could  not  be  correctly 
and  legally  made  without  a  change  in  the  law  so  as  to  authorize  the  ac- 
counts to  be  kept  in  the  way  I  have  suggested;  but  I  did  not  prepare  a 
bill  with  that  end  in  view. 

Q.  But  no  such  law  has  ever  been  passed  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  yet  the  entries  were  all  made  !^A.  You  mean  the  entries  are 
all  made  in  the  books  ? 

Q.  Ye\s? — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Then  they  were  made  without  law,  but  believed  to  be  correx?t  ?— A. 
The  entries  are  not  made  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures. 

Q.  Of  course  not  ? — ^A.  They  are  made  by  Issues. 

Q.  That  is  just  my  point,  that  you  cannot  make  them  by  Keceipts  and 
Expenditures  and  must  do  it  by  Issues ! — A.  The  only  account  since  the 
1st  of  July,  1871,  that  I  recall  in  which  that  condition  of  things  occurs 
is  in  that  northeast  boundary  case  I  have  just  spoken  of  I  know  of  no 
other  except  the  Eads  jetty  issue,  and  I  have  no  idea  of  how  they  did 
about  that. 

Q.  As  to  the  general  Receipts  and  Expenditures,  the  tables  appear  dif- 
ferent previous  to  1870  and  subsequent  to  1870.  Did  you  examine  the 
general  account  of  Receipts  and  Expendituies  to  find  errors  when  you 
made  your  general  examination  ? — A.  Not  personally.  It  was  done  under 
my  direction. 

Q.  How  long  were  they  at  it  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  say.  \Vlienever  an 
error  was  found  it  Wtis  corrected,  or  a  note  was  made  of  it  calling  atten- 
tion to  it,  and  in  our  subsequent  tables  the  correct  statement  was  made. 

Q.  Were  the  examinations  made  from  the  books  themselves  or  from 
the  printed  Receipts  and  Expenditures ! — A.  I  think  they  were  all  made 
by  the  clerks  from  the  books  themselves,  in  comparison  with  the  printed 
books  of  course. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  compared  the  books  in  the  different 
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Bees — the  Secretary's,  the  Eegister's,  and  Comptrollei-'s — to  see  whether 
bey  agreed  ! — A.  The  rule  was  when  I  came  to  the. department  not  to 
o  anything  of  that  kind  ;  but  if  you  have  examined  the  accounts  from 
be  ttme  I  took  charge  of  the  Warrant-Office  until  I  left  it  you  will  find 
hat  the  comparisons  were  made  monthly,  and  if  errors  were  discovered 
hey  were  hunted  up  and  corrected  until  the  books  agreed.  Prior  to 
hat  time  this  was  not  done  so  far  as  I  know,  except  that  ledger  ac- 
ounts  were  compared  and  made  to  agree  annually. 
Q.  And  had  you  a  clerk  or  clerks  engaged  in  that  matter  f — ^A.  I 
«ver  had  bat  two  clerks  who  did  the  work  of  examination  of  the  debt 
ecounts,  and  they  were  not  permanently  engaged  on  that  work.  They 
ftd  other  duties. 

Q."  How  long  were  they  at  it? — ^A.  I  could  not  state.  I  presume  that 
D  and  off  they  were  engaged  on  that  work  at  all  their  leisure,  all  the 
bnae  Hiey  could  spare  from  other  duties,  fix>m  the  time  I  began  my  ex- 
minaticms  in  18^  until  I  left  the  department,  and  perhaps  after  I  left 
bey  continued  it.  I  do  not  know.  Under  ray  direction  they  continued 
t  it  all  the  time  I  was  in  the  department. 

Q.  Bear  in  mind  that  the  table  with  the  diflferent  figures  appears  in 
he  report  of  1870. — A.  If  it  appears  in  the  report  of  1870,  then  they 
rere  about  eighteen  months  at  it  up  to  that  time.  I  was  under  the  im- 
ression  that  it  was  not  until  1871  that  those  changes  were  made,  but  I 
Lnd  now,  ui)on  looking  at  the  reports,  that  they  were  made  in  1870. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  macle  certain  reorganizations  in  the 
tarly  part  of  your  service  as  chief  clerk  of  the  department.  What 
were  they  generally? — A.  I  reorganized  the  Secretary's  office  into  divis- 
ons,  charging  each  division  with  a  specific  part  of  the  work. 

Q.  What  divisions  did  you  make,  do  you  recollect ! — :A.  I  cannot  tell 
irou  unless  I  had  the  rei>ort  I  made  to  the  Secretarv^  on  the  subject. 

Q.  You  made  the  Wari*ant  Division,  did  you  not  ? — A.  I  made  a  War- 
rant Division,  an  Independent  Treasury  Division,  a  €ustoms  Division, 
an  Ap^  ointment  Division,  a  Revenue-Cutter  and  Life-Saving  Division. 

Q.  A  Loan  Division? — A.  That  had  existed  independently  long  prior, 
but  it  was  one  of  the  divisions ;  a  Treasury  Note  Division,  and  some  oth- 
ers, perhaps.  I  think  probably  the  business  was  divided  up  into  fifteen 
difterent  classes,  and  to  each  class  of  work  or  business  was  assigned  a 
chief,  who  was  responsible  for  the  proper  performance  of  the  duties  of 
that  division,  with  clerks  to  assist  him. 

Q.  At  that  time  there  was  no  law  authorizing  it,  and  it  was  legalized 
by  what  is  known  as  the  Kellogg  bill  in  1874  or  1875.  Is  that  so  or  not? 
— ^A.  Th4t  is  so ;  there  was  no  law  authorizing  it,  but  there  was  nothing 
done  in  making  this  organization  that  contravened  any  law.  It  was 
simply  organizing  a  force  of  men  that  were  authorized  by  law  to  be 
employed,  into  companies,  and  regiments,  and  battalions,  for  the  sake 
of  convenience  and  system  in  transacting  the  business.  There  was  no 
increase  ot  compensation  except  such  as  was  authorized  by  law. 

Q.  Was  there  a  change  from  the  Register's  office  to  the  Loan  Division 
of  the  Secretary's  office  as  to  the  issue  of  bonds  at  the  time  you  made 
that  reorganization.  Have  you  any  recollection  on  that  point? — A.  I 
do  not  recollect  that  there  was  any  change  made  in  reference  to  those 
duties. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  there  was  a  change  of  any  kind  made  as 
to  the  cancellation  or  destruction  of  imperfect  bonds  or  notes — ^there  is 
always  a  percentage  of  imperfect  paper  for  printing  bonds  or  notes  re- 
turned from  the  printing  bureau  to  the  Loan  Division,  is  there  not  ? — A. 
Ye8,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  there  was  a  change  of  any  kind  made  in 
connection  with  that  by  you  at  any  time  ? — A.  You  mean  a  change  in 
the  method  of  checks  or  receipts  for  destruction  ? 

Q.  Yes. — A.  I  have  an  indistinct  recollection  that  I  did  institute  some 
additional  checks  there,  but  I  could  not  tell  you  what  they  were  without 
an  examination  to  refresh  my  memory. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection,  in  making  up  your  debt  statement,  of 
what  is  known  as  the  Pacific  Eaflroad  bonds,  a  debt  of  about  $58,000,- 
000  in  round  numbers  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  whether  or  not  these  bonds  had  been  in  the  pub- 
lic-debt statement  and  treated  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt  up  to  1869  !— 
A.  I  think  these  bonds  were  treated  as  part  of  the  public  debt  prior  to 
the  time  of  Mr.  Boutwell  taking  charge  of  the  department. 

Q.  When  was  that  item  dropped  from  the  public  debt  of  the  United 
States  and  treated  as  a  separate  Pacific  Eailroad  debt  ? — A.  I  think  it 
was  in  March  or  April,  1869.  When  Mr.  Boutwell  took  charge  of  the 
department  one  of  the  first  acts  of  his  administration  was  to  take  it  ont 
of  the  body  of  the  debt,  if  my  memory  serves  me,  and  put  it  by  itself  as 
a  Pacific  Bailroad  debt. 

Q.  Ought  that,  or  not,  to  have  reduced  the  total  amount  of  the  pub- 
lic debt  the  exact  amount  of  what  was  known  as  the  Pacific  Railroad 
debt  ? — A.  It  should  have  reduced  the  principal  of  the  debt  by  the 
amount  taken  out,  of  course. 

Q.  That  amount  was  about  fifty-eight  million  dollars  ? — A.  $58,638,- 
320  on  the  1st  of  July,  1869,  but  on  the  30th  of  June,  1868,  the  amount 
was  only  $29,089,000. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  at  the  time  it  was  taken  out  ? — A.  On  the 
1st  July,  1869,  the  total  was  $58,638,320,  which  was  the  first  of  the  fis- 
cal year  following  Mr.  Boutwell's  taking  charge  of  the  department 

Q.  You  have  before  you  the  debt  statement  as  it  existed  on  June  30, 
1868,  but  signed  by  Mr.  Boutwell,  and  dateil  May  20, 1869.  You  were 
in  the  department  at  that  time,  I  believe! — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Were  those  statements  made  up  under  your  direction  ! — A.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  not.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  they  were  made  under 
my  direction  or  not;  but  I  am  under  the  impression  that  they  were  made 
by  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Marsh,  who  was  an  unattached  clerk  in 
the  department  at  the  time. 

Q.  Can  you  account  for  the  reason  that  statement  purporting  to  give 
the  debt  in  June,  1868,  was  made  yp  in  May,  1869? — ^A.  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  the  debt  statement  signed  by  Mr.  Boutwell,  and  dated  Mar 
20, 1869,  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  comparison  with  the  debt  state- 
ments subsequently  made  by  him,  and  for  the  sake  of  getting  a  uniform 
basis  of  comparison. 

Q.  At  the  date  that  statement  was  made  was  the  Pacific  Railroad 
debt  treated  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt  June  30,  1868  f — A.  On  tlie 
30th  of  June,  1868, 1  am  under  the  impression  that  the  Pacific  Railroa<l 
debt  was  treated  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt. 

Q.  In  that  stiitemeut  now  before  you,  is  it  treated  as  a  part  of  the 
public  debt! — A.  It  is  not.  It  is  not  included  in  the  amount  of  the 
debt  which  Mr.  Boutwell  says  the  government  owes.  It  is  in  the  public- 
debt  statement. 

Q.  It  is  on  the  public-debt  statement,  you  mean  ?:— A.  On  the  public- 
debt  statement,  but  not  included  in  the  recapitulation  or  gross  amount. 

Q.  It  is  treated  there  as  a  Pacific  Railroad  debt  f — ^A.  Precisely. 

Q.  Kow  look  at  the  Finance  Report,  made  for  the  year  ending  with 
the  same  date,  June  30, 186  s,  and  see  whether  the  Pacific  Railroad  debt 
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not  treated  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt  of  the  United  States. — A.  In 

tile  Finance  Eeport  of  1868,  made  by  Mr.  McCulloch,  when  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury,  in  talkie  No.  3,  at  page  Ivi,  purporting  to  be  a  state- 

^nent  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  United  States  on  the  30th  of  June, 

1^868,  there  is  an  item  ''Acts  of  July  1,  1862,  and  July  2, 1864,  bonds 

issued  to  the  Pacific  Railroad  Qompanies,"  in  accordance  with  these  acts, 

♦29,089,000 ;  and  it  would  seem  from  that  to  be  included  in  the  public 

debt,  and  that  Mr.  McCulloch  regarded  it  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt 

of  the  United  States. 

Q.  In  the  Finance  Report,  submitted  by  Mr.  McCulloch  to  Congress, 
the  Pacific  Railroad  debt,  amounting  in  round  numbers  to  $29,000,00. >, 
is  included  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  debt  statement  that  was  made  by  Mr.  Boutwell,  giving  the 
public  debt  for  June  30,  1868,  it  is  separated  and  treated  as  a  separate 
rtebt  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  Companies? — A.  Yes,  sir;  treated  as  bonds 
issued  to  the  Pacific  Raili-oad  Companies. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  letter  written  by  you  as  chief  clerk,  for  the 
Secretary,  in  1871,  to  Mr.  Allison,  Register,  in  regard  to  some  change 
that  you  wished  in  the  manner  of  reporting  the  public  debtf — A.  Yes, 
tsir.  I  think,  perhai>s,  it  covers  more  than  that.  I  have  not  seen  the 
letter  for  many  years,  but  I  think  it  probably  covere  all  classes  of  ac- 
counts. 

Q.  (Exhibiting  letter  of  November  24,  1871,  of  Mr.  Saville  to  the 
liegister  of  the  Treasury,  published  on  page  5  of  this  testimony.)  Did 
you  consult  Mr.  Boutwell  before  you  wrote  that  letter ! — A.  I  think  I 
did. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  or  not  Mr.  Allison  had  any  personal  in- 
teniew  with  you  in  connection  with  that  letter  ! — A.  I  presume  he  had, 
but  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  had  positively. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  or  not  Mr.  Allison  diflfered  with  you  as 
to  the  propriety  of  making  the  changes  which  that  letter  directs  ! — A.  I 
am  inclined  to  believe  that  Mr.  Allison  did  not  agree  with  me  as  to 
the  propriety  of  makmg  the  changes,  and  gave  as  his  reason  for  that 
diflerence  that  he  would  prefer  to  have  all  of  those  corrections  made 
after  examinations  had  been  made  by  his  own  clerks.  That  is  my  im- 
pression, and  I  also  think  that  he  instructed  his  clerks  to  make  an  ex- 
amination. Dr.  Guilford,  and  Major  Power,  who  was  then  his  chief 
clerk,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  did  make  the  examination,  and  prepared  a 
printed  statement  of  the  differences  with  explanations,  and  satisfied  Mr. 
Allison  that  I  was  right.  I  give  this  as  my  impression  after  the  lapse 
of  a  number  of  years. 

Q.  Was  the  order  obeyed  f — A.  Yes ;  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  In  the  Finance  Report  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1869,  the  debt 
appears  as  it  had  been  reported  by  the  Register  from  the  beginning  of 
the  government  down.  That  report  wa«  made  in  Mr.  BoutwelFs  admin- 
istration while  you  were  (*hief  clerk,  was  it  not  f — A.  I  presume  it  was 
made  by  the  Register  of  the  Treasury.  It  was  not  made  in  the  Secre- 
tiiry's  office  in  18G9.  If  it  is  contained  in  the  report  of  1869,  I  think  it 
came  from  the  Register's  office  and  was  signed  bj^  the  Register. 

Q.  Do  you  think  all  the  reports  from  the  commencement  of  the  gov- 
ernment down  to  1809  gave  the  true  amount  of  the  public  debt,  or  gave 
a  false  amount  for  each  year  f — A.  Well,  the  reports  of  the  goveniment 
when  taken  altogether  gave  the  correct  amounts  of  the  public  debt  de- 
rived fix)m  the  data  from  which  they  were  taken,  and  the  discrepancies 
between  the  reports  arose  simply  from  the  fact  that  they  were  made 
from  different  data. 
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Q.  On  page  317. of  the  Finance  Report  of  1869  is  a  statement  purport- 
ing to  be  the  amount  of  the  public  debt  for  each  year  fram  the  organi- 
zation of  the  government  to  1869,  is  there  not !— ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  that  agree  with  the  report  made  by  yourself  in  1870  and 
1871 !— A.  It  does  not. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  statement  is  tr»e  or  false  ! — ^A.  The  statement 
of  the  public  debt  in  the  report  of  1869,  on  page  317,  is  a  correct  state- 
ment of  the  public  debt  from  the  books  and  accounts  of  the  Register  of 
the  Treasury  relating  to  loans  and  Treasury  notes,  or  Issues  and  Re- 
demptions, as  they  are  sometimes  called. 

Q.  If  that  be  a  correct  statement  for  the  year  1862  that  we  bav«  here- 
tofore referred  to  where  there  was  $9,000,000  diiterfence  in  round  num- 
bers, and  an  increase  by  the  report  made  in  1871,  how  can  both  be 
true  i — A.  They  can  both  be  true  because  they  were  made  from  diffierrat 
data ;  and  while  I  do  not  undertake  to  say  that  the  entire  difference 
will  be  found  in  the  uncovered  amounts,  I  presume  that  nearly  or  quite 
all  of  it  will  be  found  to  be  items  of  receipts  from  loans  that  had  been 
deposited  in  the  Treasury  and  ha(i  not  been  covered  into  the  Treasnrr 
by  covering  warrants ;  and,  if  an  item  is  not  covered  into  the  Treasury 
by  covering  warrants  as  of  date  during  the  quarter  or  fiscal  year,  the 
cash  receipts  by  Receipts  and  Expenditures  would  not  show  it. 

Q.  That  report  was  made  on  the  6th  of  December,  1869  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  fiscal  year  ends  in  June ! — A.  On  the  30th  of  June  of  the 
same  year,  five  months  prior. 

Q.  Was  not  that  time  enough  to  collect  and  include  any  warrant  that 
might  have  been  out! — A.  Yes,  sir;  sixty  days  is  time  enough  to  hare 
all  the  moneys  dei)osited  covered  in. 

Q.  There  is  for  that  one  year  an  actual  difference  between  the  18© 
report  and  the  1871  report,  as  changed  by  yourself,  of  nine  million  dol- 
lars in  round  numbers  ? — A.  There  is  an  actual  dilference  of  nine  millioDS 
and  more. 

Q.  And  the  statement  made  in  1871  by  yourself  increases  the  amount 
of  the  public  debt  nine  millions  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  they  both  be  correct  when  one  is  nine  millions  in  round  num- 
bers more  than  the  other  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  can  both  be  correct. 

Q.  Then  do  I  understand  that  two  statements  can  be  made  from  tJie 
books,  differing  nine  million  dollars  as  to  the  gross  amount  of  the  public 
debt  at  the  same  date  and  for  the  same  time,  and  both  be  right  f — A. 
You  put  in  a  point  there  that  changes  entirely  the  character  of  the  ques- 
tion. They  can  both  be  right  when  looked  at  and  compared  ^vith  refer- 
ence to  their  origin.  They  do  not  relate  to  the  same  period  of  time  as 
between  two  dates.  The  issues  of  loans  are  based  on  certificates  of  de- 
posit given  by  the  dejwsitory,  assistant  treasurer,  or  whoever  may  have 
received  the  money ;  but  the  person  who  deposits  on  account  of  the 
loan,  as  soon  as  he  receives  his  certificate  presents  it  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  and  gets  his  bonds.  Now,  in  the  course  of  bujiiness 
that  money  is  deposited  immediately  in  the  Treasury' ;  before  he  gets 
his  certificate  it  is  deposited,  and  it  is  reported  in  the  Treasurer's  tran- 
script of  moneys  received  during  that  quarter;  but  the  rule  of  the  de- 
partment always  was  never  to  cover  an  amount  into  the  Treasury  form- 
ally until  the  duplicate  certificate  had  been  received,  so  that  there  could 
be  no  error  in  the  receipt  accounts.  Frequently  the  duplicate  certifi- 
cate did  not  come  in  for  months  afterwards,  and  it  never  was  covered 
until  that  duplicate  certificate  came  in.  As  a  result  of  that,  Congress 
passed  an  act  to  enable  the  Treasurer  to  settle  his  accounts,  the  act  of 
1866,  by  which  they  proAided  for  an  outstanding  liabilities  account,  to 
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^hich  all  uncovered  amounts  should  be  credited  after  they  had  been 
'Uncovered  for  a  certain  length  of  time.  These  duplicate  certificates, 
some  of  them  never  did  come  in. 

Q.  But  live  months  had  elapsed  between  the  close  of  the  fiscal  j^ear 
and  the  date  of  this  report  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  that  time  enough  to  get  in  all  such  items  ? — A.  The 
books  are  always  kept  open  for  each  quarter,  sixty  days,  and  then  the 
quarter  is  closed,  and  all  not  covered  in  at  that  time  is  treated  as  out- 
standing or  uncovered  amounts.  During  the  year  1862  the  organization 
of  the  Treasury  Department  was  inadequate  to  the  business  it  had  to 
do.  We  were  condncting  an  enormous  war,  and  doing  business  on  an 
enormous  scale,  and  we  were  doing  that  business  with  a  very  inadequate 
fiiree  of  competent  men  to  do  it. 

Q.  That  being  so,  take  the  year  1809,  there  was  xk)  war  then,  and  see 
whether  the  difference  there  is  not  very  much  greater  than  $10,000,000. 
Cell  me  the  difference  between  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  and  the 
itatement  of  the  Register  for  the  year  1869  f — ^A.  For  the  year  1869  the 
Secretary's  statement  of  the  debt,  according  to  the  table  before  the 
^nimittee,  is  $99,000,000  greater  than  it  is  as  stated  by  the  Register. 

Q.  There  was  no  war  then  ? — A.  No  war  then,  I  believe. 

Q.  And  yet  the  dift'erence  had  increased  from  9,000,000  in  round  nmn- 
>er8  up  to  99,000,000  seven  or  eight  years  afterwards !  You  under- 
itand  those  to  be  running  balances,  do  you  uot  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  those  are 
*anning  differences. 

Q.  Then  really  if,  in  1862,  there  were  nine  or  ten  millions  difference, 
t  would  run  on,  and  that  would  be  included  in  the  99,000,000,  would 
t  not ! — A.  It  would  vary  backwards  and  forwards ;  every  year  must 
ye  taken  by  itself,  and  each  item  must  be  explained  by  itself.  One  item 
iocs  not  in  any  manner  connect  itself  with  any  preceding  item. 

Q.  You  stated  that  there  was  a  diff'ereuce  between  yourself  and  Mr. 
Bristow,  originating  previous  to  his  being  Secretary.  Do  you  desire  to 
nake  any  further  explanation  of  that  ? — A.  O,  no.  Mr.  Bristow  and 
nyself  wei^e  not  friends. 

Q.  Did  your  difference  grow  out  of  official  duties  I — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  you  examined  the  books  and  that  there  were 
ao  erasures  or  scratches  upon  them  ! — A.  That  I  made  none. 

Q.  You  referred  to  that  matter  in  some  way.  In  your  examination  of 
Hie  books  did  you  discover  or  see  any  erasures  or  scratches  upon  any 
3f  the  books  f — A.  Yes,  lots  of  them  ;  alterations  and  erasures ;  and  it 
vv^ould  be  impossible  to  keep  books  without  making  erasures,  in  my 
>piDion. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  those  3  ou  saw  f — A.  In  the  nature  of 
srasures  and  corrections  made  in  the  course  of  the  business,  where  a 
3lerk  probably  had  made  a  mistake,  transposed  a.figure  or  had  entered 
\  wrong  amount  or  a  wrong  number,  and  discovering  his  error  had 
erased  and  corrected  it. 

Q.  Was  that  in  the  day-books  or  journals  only,  or  was  it  car- 
ried on  into  the  ledgers  f — A.  I  will  say  that  in  all  the  examina- 
tions I  made  of  the  accounts  of  the  department  I  never  was  able 
JO  find  a  correction  and  alteration  or  an  erasure  that  was  not 
justified  by  a  careful  examination  of  all  the  material  that  went  to  make 
bhe  basis  of  the  entry.  I  mean  by  that  that  taking  a  single  erasure  or 
ilteration  and  tracing  the  occasion  for  it  through  all  the  pa|>er8  which 
related  to  that  entry,  I  never  found  that  the  same  erasure  had  been 
made  in  all  the  papers  relating  to  that  one  entry.  The  erasures  were 
^11  evidently  the  result  of  discovered  errors  subsequent  to  the  making 
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of  the  entry*  Whenever  an  erasure  was  made,  it  always  had  an  object 
in  view.  I  will  say  that  when  I  first  came  into  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, I  had  an  idea  that  it  was  very  wrong  to  ever  make  a  change  on 
a  public  book  without  explaining  right  on  the  book  itself  why  it  was 
done ;  and  if  you  have  examined  the  books  I  have  kept  when  I  first 
came  into  the  department,  you  will  find  that  wherever  there  is  an  alter- 
ation or  erasure  that  does  not  explain  itself  there  is  a  red-ink  note  ex- 
plaining it,  until  I  found  that  it  was  absolutely  labor  that  I  could  not 
perform. 

Q.  Are  you  speaking  now  of  the  day-books  and  journals  or  of  the 
ledgers! — A.  The  day-books,  journals,  and  ledgers,  but  mainly  the  reg- 
isters, or  day-books,  as  they  might  properly  be  called. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  good  bookkeeping  to  carry  erasures  into 
the  ledger?  Of  course  a  ledger  is  made  up  from  the  day  books  and 
journals,  and  do  you  think  it  would  be  good  bookkeeping  to  make  ''lots" 
of  erasures  and  alterations,  as  you  expressed  it,  in  the  ledgers  f — A.  I 
should  not  call  it  good  bookkeeping.  I  would  not  employ  a  bookkeeper 
who  did  much  of  it. 

Q.  While  it  might  occur  frequently  in  the  day  books  or  journals,  ought 
it  to  occur  in  the  ledgers  ? — A.  It  ought  not  to  occiu*  very  often  in  the 
ledgers  unless  there  is  some  reason  for  it.  When  I  said  "  lots,''  I  did 
not  have  reference  to  the  volume  of  the  business.  When  you  consider 
the  alterations  and  erasures  in  relation  to  their  proportion  to  the  volnme 
of  business  done,  there  were  veiy  few  emsiu^es  comi)aratively.  The  era- 
sures were  numerous ;  but,  in  proportion  to  the  volume  of  business  done, 
they  were  very  few. 

Q.  Was  it  your  business  during  the  time  you  were  in  the  department 
to  prepare  and  issue  warrants  ?  Was  that  under  your  supervision  f — A. 
When  I  went  into  the  department  I  was  assigned  to  duty  in  the  War  War- 
rant office,  and  from  that  time  on  it  was  my  duty  to  issue  w  arrants  and 
supervise  the  accounts,  either  in  part  or  in  whole,  of  the  Warrant  oflice; 
during  the  first  few  years  only  a  part  of  the  business,  and  subsequentk 
the  entire  warrant  business  of  the  department  was  under  my  charge. 

Q.  From  your  experience,  ought  the  warrants  to  contain  erasures  or 
alterations  *? — A.  We  made  it  a  rule  to  have  the  warrants  contain  no 
erasures  or  alterations  if  it  could  be  avoided.  Occasionally  it  could  not 
be  avoided. 

Q.  Why  not ! — A.  As,  for  instance,  a  warrant  was  issued  to  pay  a 
man  an  amount  which  was  found  to  be  due  him,  and  certifieil  in  the  usual 
way,  and  an  error  was  made  in  the  body  of  the  waiTant  perhaps,  or  some 
other  slight  error  which  would  not  be  discovered  until  some  time  after- 
wards when  the  Treasurer's  accounts  were  settled.  In  the  mean  time 
the  officer  who  signed  the  paper  was  dead,  or  there  were  other  reasons 
which  made  it  impossible  to  make  a  new  paper  to  take  its  place.  In 
cases  of  that  kind  the  safest  and  only  way  to  do  was  to  alter  the  origi- 
nal document  to  make  it  correct. 

•Q.  Would  you  alter  it  or  write  upon  it  ? — A.  Usually  we  tried  to  alter 
it  as  neatly  as  possible  so  as  to  make  it  look  right. 

Q.  Is  there  authority,  to  your  knowledge,  anywhere  that  will  i)ermit 
any  person  to  alter  a  waixant  after  it  has  been  signed  by  the  Secretary? 
—A.  No ;  I  think  there  is  no  written  authority  to  that  effect,  no  author- 
ity of  law.    Custom  is  the  only  authority. 

Q.  Do  you  say  it  is  customary  to  alter  warrants  ? — A.  No ;  I  say  cus- 
tom would  be  the  only  authority. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  altered  a  warrant  ? — A.  I  presume  I  have ;  but  I  do 
not  know.     If  I  ev^r  did  alter  a  warrant,  it  was  with  the  authority  of 
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'tile  officer  who  signed  it.  I  never  altei'ed  a  warrant  without  the  au- 
t.hority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  do  it. 

Q.  If  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  there  to  give  you  authority, 
could  you  'not  make  a  new  warrant  f — A.  A  new  warrant  could  have 
been  made  to  take  the  place  of  the  old  one. 

Q.  Would  not  that  have  been  the  proper  way  ? — A.  I  think  it  would 
have  been  much  the  best  way. 

Qi  Would  you,  as  chief  of  the  Warrant  Division,  have  sent  an  ap- 
propriation warrant,  for  example,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  erasures  on  it  f — A.  An  appropriation  warrant  would  not  necessa- 
rily be  altered,  and  probably  never  was  altered.  It  would  hardly  ever 
be  neceissary  to  alter  appropriation  warrants,  because  they  are  based  on 
the  acts  of  Congress  appropriating  money. 

Q.  Suppose  it  is  a  permanent  or  indefinite  wan-ant ! — A.  That  would 
not  be  altered  in  any  material  matter;  if  it  was  altered  in  figures  or 
language,  or  anything  of  that  kind,  the  Comptroller  would  refuse  to  sign 
it,  and  the  register  would  refuse  to  record  it,  if  there  was  an  alteration 
or  an  erasure  on  it  that  was  not  self-evidently  proper. 

Q.  Would  you,  as  chief  of  the  Warrant  Division,  knowing  there 
was  an  ai>parent  alteration  of  a  figure  upon  a  warrant,  cause  a  new  war- 
rant to  be  made,'or  would  you  send  that  to  the  Secretary  to  be  signed  ! — 
A.  I  should,  probably,  send  the  altered  warrant  to  be  signed ;  I  do  not 
know  what  the  Secretary  would  do ;  if  the  alteration  was  an  immaterial 
one,  I  do  not  think  I  would  require  the  whole  thing  to  be  written  over; 
I  have  frequently  seen  times  when  I  had  to  work  twenty-four  hours  out 
of  the  twenty-four,  and  had  no  time  for  casuistry. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  transpositions  of  figures  and  one  thing  and  another 
in  the  reports ;  would  such  thiDgs  change  the  total  amount  of  the  debt 
or  of  the  expenditures  in  any  instance  that  you  found  ! — A.  That  I  can- 
not say ;  they  would  probably  explain  items  of  difference. 

By  Mt.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Suppose  a  clerk  who  makes  a  draft  of  a  warrant  finds  when  he 
has  done  that  he  has  written  a  word  that  he  did  not  mean  to  write, 
what  is  the  natural  course  pursued  in  the  department !  It  may  be  a 
warrant  covering  an  amount  in  the  Tieasury  or  authorizing  a  payment 
•  out.  While  he  is  in  the  act  of  writing  out  the  warrant  he  writes  by 
mistake  a  wonl  that  he  did  not  mean  to  write,  does  he  erase  it  and 
write  another  in  its  place,  or  is  he  required  to  make  a  new  draft? — A. 
The  rule  in  force  when  I  was  here  was  never  to  allow  an  alteration  of 
that  kind  to  appear  upon  an  original  paper.  I  always  made  it  a  rule  to 
require  the  clerks  to  tear  up  the  paper  in  which  the  error  was  and  sub- 
stitute a  new  one,  where  it  was  a  waiTant ;  but,  where  it  was  a  draft,  it 
was  very  difterent.  If  an  error  was  made  in  a  draft,  that  draft  had  to 
be  accounted  for,  because  it  became,  money. 

Q.  Clerical  errors  were  not  corrected  by  erasing  the  word  and  insert- 
ing the  proper  one  ! — A.  !Not  ordinarily. 

Q.  Do  you  say  they  were  never  ? — A.  I  would  not  say  they  were  ne.ver 
made  so. 

Q.  Clerical  errors  in  entries  upon  books  so  made  are  often  corrected  ! 
— A.  They  must  be  corrected. 

Q.  Mr.  Davis  has  called  your  attention  to  the  statement  of  the  public 
debt  in  1862  by  the  Register,  and  also  the  stiitement  of  the  public  debt 
in  1862,  made  by  the  Secretary  several  years  after,  and  has  called  your 
attention  to  the  difference  between  those  two  statements  made  by  two 
officers  at  different  tinies  as  being  a  little  over  $9,000,000.    Are  you 
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able  to  state  how  that  difference  arose  ! — A.  I  could  not  state  exactly 
how  it  arose;  that  is  to  say,  I  could  not  give  you  the  details  of  that 
difference,  but  the  probabilities  are  that  the  item  is  largely  made  up  of 
uncovered  amounts  in  the  Receipts  and  Expenditures  account. 

Q.  Amounts  that  were  not  covered  in  when  the  Register  made  his 
statement  f — A.  At  the  date  the  Secretary's  statefnent  purports  to  be 
for.  They  may  have  been  covered  in  when  the  statement  was  made, 
but  they  do  not  appear  in  the  books  and  accounts  for  the  i>eriod  covered 
by  the  date  at  which  the  statement  of  the  debt  appears  to  have  been 
made. 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  that  there  were  items  brought  into  the  debt  state- 
ment of  1862,  made  by  the  Secretary  at  a  subsequent  time,  which  were 
not  in  the  statement  as  made  by  the  Register  at  the  time  he  made  it!— 
A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  mean  that;  I  simply  mean  this 

Q.  Take  those  two  statements  and  give  us  all  the  information  you  can 
as  to  why  the  Secretaiy's  statement  made  at  a  subsequent  i)eriod  differs 
ftom  the  Register's  statement  made  at  a  former  period. — A.  The  state- 
ment of  the  public  debt  by  the  Register  of  the  Treasury  is  made  firom 
the  account  of  Issues  and  Redemptions  of  notes  and  bonds  without  any 
reference  whatever  to  the  cash  transactions  of  the  governmeot.  That 
statement  is  the  Issues  and  Redemptions  up  to  the  lioUr  at  which  it  is 
made.  Tlie  statement  of  the  public  debt  as  maile  in  the  Secretary's  re- 
port of  1871  is  the  statement  of  the  debt  as  made  from  the  books  showing 
the  Receipts  and  Exi)enditures  for  each  fiscal  year ;  and  the  difference  b^ 
tween  the  two  statements  is  largely,  if  not  wholly,  accounted  for  by  the 
outstanding  and  uncovered  ^as  they  are  technically  called)  amounts 
which  had  been  deposited  in  the  Treasury  as  subscriptions  for  loans  and 
ux)on  w^hich  bonds  had  been  issued  to  subscribers,  and  which  money  had 
not  been  covered  into  the  Treasury"  as  a  receipt,  and,  therefore,  did  not  ap- 
pear upon  the  books  and  accounts  of  the  department  relating  to  leceipte 
for  the  i)eriod  covered. 

Q.  When  you  say,  therefore,  that  both  statements  are  correct,  what 
do  you  mean  ? — A.  I  mean  simply  that  they  are  suscepible  of  explana- 
tion; they  are  susceptible  of  being  brought  together  by  a  detailed  ex- 
planation that  the  books  of  the  department  will  enable  a  competent  per- 
son to  make 

Q.  Is  each  correct  according  to  the  method  taken  by  each  to  state  tiie 
public  debt  ? — A.  Each  is  correct  according  to  the  method  upon  which 
each  proceeds,  and  the  data  from  which  each  office  derived  its  informa- 
tion.   The  only  difference  is  the  variation  in  data  and  method. 

Q.  Is  the  same  true  of  each  of  the  other  discrepancies  to  which  Mr. 
Davis  has  called  your  attention! — A.  The  same  statement  is  true  of 
every  discrepancy  that  has  been  called  to  my  attention.  They  are  not 
discrepancies  that  affect  the  accuracy  of  the  accounts  or  the  integrity  of 
the  officers  of  the  government.  They  are  simpl j^  discrepancies  that  grew 
out  of  the  methods  of  doing  business  and  keeping  the  accounts. 

By  Mr.  I^^  galls  : 

Q.  During  your  connection  with  the  Treasury  Department,  from  IS^^ 
to  1873,  did  you  ever  know  of  any  fraudulent  transactions  by  which  any 
wrong  was  practiced  upon  the  government,  or  of  any  loss  suffered  by 
the  fraudulent  or  improper  issue  of  bonds  or  otherwise  f — A.  I  have 
never  known  of  an  instance  in  which  any  tranasaction  in  relation  to  the 
public  accounts  or  public  moneys  has  lost  the  government  a  cent  pf 
money  by  fraud  or  collusion  or  alteration  or  eiToneous  issue  of  warrants 
or  any  other  thing,  except  thefts  of  money  entrusted  to  clerks,  or,  in 
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instance,  the  forgery  of  requisitions  by  a  man  by  the  name  of 
hooper. 

Q.  During  the  examination  that  you  made  of  the  books  and  accounts 
of  the  Treasury  Department^  did  you  ever  discover  any  evidence  what- 
ever of  any  fraudulent  alteration,  erasure,  change,  or  substitution  by 
elerks  or  officers  of  the  department  ? — A.  I  never ;  not  even  in  one  sin- 
gle instance. 

Q.  I  will  again  call  your  attention  to  table  F,  which  ai)i)ears  first  on 
page  12  of  the  printed  evidence,  reappears  on  pages  23,  24,  and  25,  and 
is  alluded  to  on  pages  o(y  and  57.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  ex- 
amined the  statements  of  the  public  debt  for  the  years  1869  and  1870, 
where  in  the  former  case  the  ditterence  appears  to  be  $99,000,000  in 
round  numbers,  and  in  the  latter  $94,000,000  in  round  numbers.  State, 
if  you  can,  from  what  that  apparent  discrepancy  arose.— A.  That  I  can- 
not do  without  an  examination  of  the  books  of  the  department. 

Q.  Do  you  know  William  (Guilford  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  know  him  at  the  time  when  these  statements  were  made  ? — 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  was  he  acting  at  that  time  ? — A.  He  was  a  clerk 
in  the  Treasury  Department,  and  examined  all  the  coiTcctions  I  made 
in  the  debt  statement,  and  found  them  to  be  as  I  alleged  they  were. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  in  whose  charge  the  public-debt  statements  of 
1869  and  1870  were  at  the  period  to  which  I  have  called  your  attention  ? 
A^'ho  was  the  head  of  the  division  having  that  subject  in  charge? — A.  I 
cannot  be  positive,  but  T  think  it  was  Mr.  John  P.  Bigelow  in  the  Secre- 
tary's office,  and  a  Mr.  Jennison,  in  the  Register's  office.  I  may  not  be 
correct. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  say  from  recollection,  after  I  have  called  your  at- 
tention to  these  facts,  whether  those  discrepancies  did  or  did  not  result 
ftt>m  the  fact  that  the  clerk  who  made  the  compilation  included  the  items 
of  cash  in  the  Treasury  and  interest  upon  the  public  debt,  which  should 
not  have  so  appeared  ! — A.  An  examination  of  the  books  would  show 
that  very  clearly ;  but  I  am  not  able  to  state  the  fact  from  recollection. 

Q.  You  are  not  able  to  say  whether  or  not  that  statement  included, 
n  addition  to  the  debt,  the  interest  and  excluded  the  cas  h  in  the  Treas- 
ury f — A.  I  presume  it  did,  but  I  am  not  able  to  state  the  fact  as  of  my 
own  knowledge. 

Q.  In  case  of  an  error  or  ^n  erroneous  statement  being  made  in  any 
given  year,  would  that  item  reappear  in  every  successive  year  there- 
after ? — A.  Not  necessarily.  It  would  depend  on  how  the  subsequent 
statements  were  made.  If  the  subsequent  statements  were  made  in  the 
manner  in  which  the  published  statements  were  made  from  1862  to  1869, 
they  would  reappear  every  year. 

Q.  Examine  the  table  to  which  I  have  called  your  attention,  and  state 
what  the  aggregate  of  increase  of  the  Secretary's  statement  as  com- 
pared with  the  Register's  appears  to  be ! — A.  $332,843,895.54  is  the 
aggregate  of  increase. 

Q.  What  is  the  aggregate  of  decrease  ? — A.  The  aggregate  decrease 
is  $85,076,  553.88. 

Q.  Making  the  apparent  difference,  what! — A.  Making  the  apparent 
difference  $247,767,341.60.    • 

Q.  Now,  state  to  the  committee  whether  imder  any  circumstances  that 
ever  did  exist  there  ever  was  any  such  difference  as  that,  or  whether  that 
apparent  aggregate  is  not  delusive  and  false  and  deceptive  ? — A.  It  is 
ali^urd  in  the  last  degree.    It  is  self-evidently  absurd. 

Q:  Why  ! — A.  It  is  the  difference  between  the  sum  of  a  running  in- 
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crease  and  the  sum  of  a  mnning  decrease  carried  along  from  year  to 
year,  and  repeated  over,  and  over,  and  over  again. 

Q.  Eeappearing  in  successive  years  t — A.  Reappearing  in  successive 
years,  and  changing  constantly  from  one  side  of  the  account  to  the  other. 
The  proper  resulting  difference  is  the  difterence  stated  at  the  end, 
$94,313,827.07.  That  is  the  item  to  be  explained.*  A  difference  in  an 
account  of  $27  in  one  year,  and  the  same  not  being  corrected  repeats 
itself  in  the  next  year,  and  then  a  difference  in  the  next  year  of  ^ 
would  make  a  total  difference  of  $30.  Add  the  two  together,  and  it 
would  be  $57,  whereas  the  real  difference  is  $30.  That  is  perfectly  en- 
dent. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  You  made  one  pretty  sweeping  statement,  if  I  understood  you  cor- 
rectly. Shall  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  here  testify  that  from 
the  time  you  came  into  the  Treasurj^  Department  in  1861,  till  you  left  it 
in  1873,  there  was  neither  fraud  nor  anytbing  wrong  perpetrated  in  this 
department  f — A.  By  no  means. 

Q.  Tell  us  what  you  meant  to  say  ? — A.  I  simply  said  that  I  never  in 
my  experience  in  this  departiueut,  extending  from  1861  to  1873,  knew 
the  government  to  lose  one  cent  of  money  as  the  result  of  fraudulent 
alterations,  erasures,  changes,  or  what  not,  in  the  acconnts  or  books  of 
the  department. 

Q.  That  is  a  different  thing.  I  was  about  to  call  your  attention  to  a 
very  valuable  report  made  March  3,  1869,  by  Senator  Edmunds  and 
Representative  Halsey  from  the  joint  committee  on  retrenchment  in 
which  there  were  plenty  of  things  stated. — A.  Mr.  Ingalls's  question 
was  as  to  alterations  in  the  books  and  papers,  substitutions,  changes, 
and  erasures.  It  has  often  been  a  great  marvel  to  me  that  tilings  of 
the  kind  have  not  been  attemptecL  The  only  time  I  ever  knew  of 
an  attempt  to  get  money  out  of  the  Treasury  Department  by  altera- 
tions of  warrants  or  requisitions  was  in  the  case  of  a  man  named" Cooper, 
who  was  afterwards  sent  to  the  penitentiary  for  the  transaction,  and 
who  has  recently  reappeared  in  London  in  a  forgery  case.  He  forgwi 
the  signature  of  an  officer  on  board  a  ship  to,  a  requisition  in  favor  of 
Paymaster  Paugboni,  for  $75,000,  I  think,  and  that  requisition  went  to 
the  Navy  Department,  and  upon  that  requisition  the  Secretary  of  tlie 
Navy  issued  his  requisition  on  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  money 
in  the  proper  form  and  usual  manner,  and  the  whole  transaction  i)assed 
through  the  Treasury  Department,  and  never  would  have  been. discov- 
ered— because  strangely,  as  it  happened,  Pangborn  died  very  shortly 
after  the  transaction — if  it  hiul  not  been  for  a  suspicion  of  mine  that  thi* 
man  Cooper  was  doing  something  wrong,  and  a  detective  was  sent  to 
follow  him  to  Baltimore,  who  saw  him  take  the  draft  out  of  the  post- 
office  there — a  draft  which  was  properly  issued.  The  whole  transaction 
was  perfectly  legitimate  and  proper,  except  in  its  inception,  a  forgery 
inf  its  inception,  and  a  forgery  of  the  indorsement  on  the  draft,  and  a 
representation  at  the  bank  by  a  man  in  naval  uniform  that  he  was  Pay- 
master Pangborn.  That  is  the  only  instance  I  know  of  in  which  even 
a  forgery  was  attempted  to  obtain  moneys  out  of  the  Treasury  throogb 
the  warrants. 

Q.  Your  investigations  in  relation  to  the  true  mode  of  statement, 
whether  from  Issues  and  Redemiitions,  or  Receipts  and  Expenditures, 
was  substantially  limited  to  the  public  debt ! — A.  My  personal  investiga- 
tion ?  • 

Q.  You  never  went  into  any  detailed  examination  as  to  the  accuracy 
with  which  t\\e  general  dealings  were  kept,  the  dealings  with  the  War 
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^l^artment,  the  Navy  Department,  the  Interior  Department,  or  any  of 

^^>se  other  departments  or  the  expenditures  made  bythemf — A.  Never 

lor  to  my  becoming  chief  of  that  office.    Subsequently,  when  I  be- 

tue  chief  of  the  Warrant  Office,  I  made  it  a  rule  to  have  every  clerk 

"^Ouipare  his  books  at  the  end  of  every  month  with  every  office  that  kept 

**>ook8  that  corresponded  with  his,  including  the  books  of  the  executive 

^''>fl8cers  as  well  as  of  the  accounting  officers. 

Q.  Prior  to  that  time  you  had  found  a  great  deal  of  difficulty,  had  you 

^ot,  in  the  management  of  their  accounts,  for  instance,  where  they  were 

<iharged  with  a  large  appropriation  and  had  not  expended  it,  and  were 

^oing  on  using  it  from  year  to  year,  which  resulted  in  the  changes  Mr. 

l>awes  made  for  you  in  Jul3^,  1870! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  public-debt  statement  was  the  one  that  you  have  been  speak- 
ing of — was  the  one  you  made  the  personal  examination  of! — A.  The 
public-debt  accounts  were  the  only  ones  I  made  personal  examination 
of. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  the  departments'  books  should  not 
^gree  with  one  another  as  to  the  amounts  of  money  received  and  ex- 
X)ended!  Take  the  Interior  or  War  or  Navy  Department;  is  there  any 
Treason  why  their  books  should  not  show  the  amount  of  money  received 
from  the  Treasury  Department  and  the  amount  returned  to  it  as  repay- 
ments!— A.  No,  sir;  they  ought  to  agree  every  time.  Taking  a  series 
of  years  the  difference  would  only  be  the  outstanding  in  the  last  year, 
whatever  that  was.  The  difference  wouid  be  the  outstanding  warrants 
as  between  the  Treasurer  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  outstand- 
ing requisitions  as  between  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  any  of  the  other  departments,  and  the  outstanding  requisitions 
as  between  the  Secretary  of  any  of  the  other  departments  and  his  sub- 
ordinates who  had  a  right  to  call  upon  him  for  money. 

Q.  There  might  be  the  difference  of  the  outstanding  warrants! — A. 
That  is  all  the  difference  there  would  be. 


Thomas  J.  Sullivan  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  what  your  occui>ation  is. — Answer.  I  am  the  account- 
ant of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee,  as  briefly  as  you  can  to  have  all  the  facts 
known,  the  manner  in  which  you  receive  paper  upon  which  national- 
bank  notes  are  printed,  and  how  you  deliver  them  to  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency. — A.  The  system  in  operation  is  about  as  follows :  We  re- 
ceive orders  from  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  to  print  first  the 
black  impression  on  the  back  of  the  bank  notes.  When  we  receive  the 
order,  a  certified  copy  of  that  order  is  sent  to  the  custodian  of  the  plates 
and  to  the  custodian  of  the  paper  in  the  Secretary's  oflftce,  known  as  the 
paper  clerk.  We  are  not  allowed  to  draw  the  plates  until  the  custodian 
of  the  plates  receives  this  certified  copy  of  the  order,  nor  are  we  allowed 
to  draw  the  paper  on  which  they  are  printed  until  the  custodian  of  the 
paper  receives  his  copy.  As  soon  as  they  receive  the  copy  we  make 
a  requisition  upon  the  paper  clerk,  stating  the  number  of  sheets  that 
we  require,  the  number  of  notes  that  are  to  be  printed  on  those  sheets, 
and  the  denomination  of  the  notes  to  be  printed.    On  that  requisition 
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we  receive  the  distinctive  paper.  It  is  sent  up  on  the  elevator  from  the 
rooms  in  which  it  is  held  in  the  basement  of  the  Treasury  Department 
to  our  room,  in  which  it  is  prepared  for  printing  on  the  upper  flow. 
The  superintendent  of  the  di\i8ion,  who  prepares  it  for  the  printer,  has 
a  corps  of  counters,  who  count  and  verify  the  paper  received  by  him  on 
the  requisition  which  he  has  made.  ^Tien  he  finds  it  to  be  correct,  he 
initials  the  requisition,  and  sends  it  to  my  office  for  entry.  It  is  then  en- 
tered in  a  book  known  as  the  '^Kecord  of  receii)ts  by  the  Bureau  of  En 
graving  and  Printing.'^  The  clerk  who  enters  it,  after  she  has  exam- 
ined and  entered  it,  places  her  initials  on  it,  and  sends  it  to  my  desk.  I 
examine  it,  and  see  that  the  proper  entries  are  made,  and  send  it  to  the 
assistant  cnief  of  the  bureau,  who  certifies  to  its  entry  in  the  burean, 
and  the  requisition  is  then  returned  to  the  paper  clerk,  and  held  a«  a 
voucher  for  the  delivery  of  that  paper.  The  bureau  makes  a  report  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  paper  received  each  day,  carrying  forward  tlie  ag- 
gregates from  day  to-day,  so  that  any  day's  report  will  show  the  agg^^ 
gate  received  to  and  including  that  day. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  The  aggregate  for  how  long  ? — A.  Since  the  commencement  of  the 
series,  since  the  first  sheet  of  paper  for  it  was  delivered.  Now  we  have 
the  paper  and  it  remains  for  us  to  get  the  plates  necessary  to  print  it 
t  takes  about  three  days  to  prepare  the  paper  for  the  i>rinter.  At  the 
end  of  that  time  the  superintendent  of  the  printing  division  makes  a 
requisition,  stating  the  plates  that  he  wants,  the  number  of  notes  on  a 
plate,  and  the  denomination ;  that  goes  to  the  custodian  of  the  plates. 
If  there  is  an  order  to  our  credit  on  the  books,  we  are  given  the  plates, 
and  they  are  brought  to  the  printing  division  and  issued  to  the  printer. 
When  he  receives  his  plate  he  receives  also  a  memorandum  of  the  job  on 
which  he  is  to  work  j  that  memorandum  he  takes  to  the  superintendent 
of  the  wetting  division — that  is  the  division  that  i>repareflL  the  jMipe; 
he  presents  that  requisition  and  is  given  the  number  of  sheets  that  he 
thinks  he  can  print  during  that  day  5  as  soon  as  he  receives  the  paper 
he  is  required  to  count  it  and  to  sign  a  certificate  that  he  has  counted  ii 
and  that  it  contains  so  many  sheets  of  paper  for  the  purpose  of  printing 
such  a  denomination  of  bank  notes ;  his  assistant,  who  is  usually  a  girt 
is  required  to  give  a  certificate  that  she  saw  him  count  his  paper. 
Those  certificates  go  to  the  superintendent  of  the  di\ision  that  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  paper  and  are  held  as  vouchers  for  the  delivery  to  the 
printer.  He  is  then  allowed  to  go  to  his  i>ress  and  he  proceeds  with  hi> 
printing.  There  is  an  automatic  register  on  his  press.  At  the  close  of 
the  day  when  he  has  done  his  work,  he  is  required  to  make  a  memoran 
dum  showing  the  character  of  the  work  he  has  been  engaged  on,  the 
number  of  sheets  he  received  in  the  morning,  the  number  of  sheets  that 
he  was  unable  to  print  and  which  he  returned  to  the  division  that  be 
received  them  Irom,  and  the  remainder  or  the  number  of  sheets  which 
he  has  printed.  That  memorandum  goes  with  the  last  package  of  work 
that  he  sends  in,  and  it  follows  the  package  to  the  entry-clerk  in  the 
printing  division  and  from  there  to  the  entry-clerk  in  the  examining 
division.  By  the  last  entry-clerk  the  memoranda  is  taken  and  comj^ared 
with  her  entry  to  his  credit.  If  it  corresponds  in  every  resi)ect  she 
initials  it  and  passes  it  to  another  clerk  who  has  charge  of  "a  re^wrt  fiom 
the  wetting  division  as  the  number  of  sheets  which  that  di\ision 
delivered  to  the  printers  and  the  number  of  sheets  which  they  re- 
turned, and  the  number  of  sheets  which  they  are  charged  with  ui>on 
the  books  of   the    division.     If  the    number    of   impressions  which 
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t*^  printer  says  he  printed  corresponds  with  the  number  of  impres- 
118  which  are  charged  to  him  on  this  report:,  the  last  clerk  initials 
y  and  it  goes  back  to  the  superintendent  of  the  printing  division. 
Bj  this  time  the  man  has  washed  himself  up,  and  is  ready  to  go  out, 
'^d  he  presents  himself  to  the  superintendent  of  his  di\'ision  and  gets 
"tliis  memorandum,  which  is  considered  te  be  a  pass.    He  presents  the 
Memorandum  to  the  watchman  at  the  gate  and  is  allowed  to  pass  out, 
^Hd  of  course  his  account  is  settled  then  for  the  day.    He  is  allowed  te 
go  out,  because  we  have  a  guarantee  that  his  account  is  balanced  j  that 
he  has  returned  to  the  bureau  every  sheet  that  he  received.    If  there 
shonld  be  any  discrepancy  in  his  account ;  if  he  should  have  made  a 
mistake  in  counting  in  the  morning  and  received  one  sheet  short  or  one 
skeet  over,  as  the  case  might  be ;  if  he  printed  that  sheet  over  it  would 
be  indicated  on  the  register.    These  registers  are  in  charge  of  a  clerk 
designated  for  that  purpose.    He  has  so  many  registers  under  his  con- 
trol.    When  the  men  get  through  he  goes  to  the  register,  unlocks  it,  and 
t;akes  the  state  of  the  register.    It  is  the  duty  of  the  printer  te  call  to 
Iiim  the  number  of  impressions  which  he  has  printed  that  day.    He 
lool^s  at  the  register;  if  the  call  of  the  printer  agrees  with  his  register 
lie  says  it  is  all  right;  if  it  does  not  agree  with  his  register  he  tells  him 
Ihere  is  a  discrepancy,  and  the  printer  then  understands  that  he  must 
go  to  his  superintendent  and  report  that  there  is  a  discrepancy'.    Then, 
at  the  close  of  the  day,  before  the  Bureau  is  dismissed,  the  entry  clerk 
in  the  printing  division,  and  the  entry  clerk  in  the  examining  divis- 
ion, where  the  work  is  last  received  and  counted  and  put  away,  meet 
Hie  entry  clerk  in  the  wetting  division,  and  the  register  clerk,  and 
they  all  call  the  work.    As  the  name  is  reached  on  the  register  list, 
the  clerk  in  charge  of  the  wetting  division  book  calls  the  amount  that 
he  is  charged  with,  and  the  others  compare  and  check,  and,  as  each  is 
checked,  they  say,  ^'  correct,''  and  so  on  until  the  entire  list  is  called. 

Q.  Suppose  there  is  a  note  blotted  or  blurred  or  in  some  way  inj  ured  ? — 
A.  I  have  described  now  the  way  in  which  we  receive  the  paper,  and  the 
way  we  pass  it  to  the  printer  to  be  printed.  On  national-bank  notes  there 
are  three  plate  printings — ^the  black  impression  on  the  back,  the  green 
impression  on  the  back,  and  the  black  impression  on  the  face.  We 
pass  the  notes  through  these  several  printings  in  the  manner  I  have  de- 
scribed, and  when  we  have  finished  the  notes  and  are  ready  to  deliver 
them  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  we  send  to  him  the  exact 
number  of  impressions  which  he  has  ordered,  and  in  most  instances  it 
is  500,  600,  or  1,000  sheets  of  four  notes  each ;  but  whatever  the  number 
of  the  orders,  we  send  him  the  exact  number  of  perfect  sheets.  In  pass- 
ing through  these  various  processes  there  is  more  or  less  spoilage,  and 
the  Bureau  fixes  the  rate  at  5  per  cent.  In  drawing  the  paper  from  the 
Secretary's  office  we  draw  5  per  cent,  for  the  purpose  of  spoilage.  So 
we  deliver  all  the  perfect  notes  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  and 
make  a  report  to  the  Secretary  of  a  delivery  to  Iiim  from  day  to  day, 
bringing  forward  the  aggregates  so  that  each  report  will  show  the  ag- 
gregate delivery  of  any  series  to  and  including  that  day,  and  we  deliver 
the  spoiled  impressions  to  the  Secretary's  office,  the  cun^ency  branch  of 
the  Loan  Division,  and  we  also  report  the  mutilated  or  spoiled  delivered 
in  the  same  way;  and  the  aggregate  of  the  perfect  and  the  spoiled  im- 
pressions make  the  aggregate  deliveries,  and  the  aggregate  deliveries 
subtracted  from  the  aggregate  receipts  show  on  the  daily  reports  the 
number  of  sheets  which  the  Bureau  is  responsible  for  on  any  given  day. 
The  rejjorts  also  show  the  division  in  which  these  sheets  are  located,  so 
that  at  any  time  the  Secretary  desires  to  verify  the  reports  of  the  Bureau 
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he  can  send  his  committee  there  and  take  these  reports  and  go  to  this 
division,  count  the  number  of  sheets  indicated  and  check  it,  and  so  on 
through  the  list  until  he  has  checked  the  entire  report. 

By  Mr.  DAWES : 

Q.  You  have  mentioned  the  account  of  the  paper  from  the  receipt  c^ 
it  in  the  Treasury.  Can  you  go  back  to  the  manufactory  and  trace  it! 
Have  you  knowledge  of  where  the  accounting  process  begins  f — A.  Yes, 
sir.  Formerly  the  Bureau  had  control  of  the  ordering  of  the  paper  and 
they  ordered  the  i^aper  from  the  manufacturers.  The  manufacturers, 
on  the  order  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau,  made  the  paper  and  turned  it 
over  to  the  agent  of  the  department  located  at  the  mills.  He  had  a 
corps  of  counters,  and  counted  the  paper  as  it  was  delivered  to  him,  and 
gave  his  receipts  for  it,  and  made  his  reports  to  the  department;  and 
upon  the  basis  of  his  reports  the  payments  for  the  pai>er  were  made, 
so  that  they  had  a  continuous  history  of  the  paper  from  its  manufacture 
until  its  delivery  as  perfect  money.  But  I  never  thought  that  was  cor- 
rect. I  always  thought  the  paper  should  be  outside  of  the  control  of 
the  Bureau,  and  during  the  last  two  years  it  has  been  so  transferred,  so 
that  now  we  order  no  paper  and  have  no  connection  whatever  with  the 
manufacture  of  paper. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  it  is  that  the  government  protects  itself  against 
fraudulent  manufacture! — A.  At  the  mills  of  Wilcox  &  Co.  who  made 
the  distinctive  fiber  paper  they  had  registers  similar  to  the  automjitic 
registers  on  our  presses,  which  recorded  the  paper  as  it  came  off;  bat 
I  know  nothing  as  to  the  operation  of  those  registers  or  how  they  got 
along.  I  think  now  they  have  those  same  registers  on  the  mills  at  Dal 
ton,  where  the  present  paper  is  made,  but  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
that  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  They  have  some  means  by  which  they  protect  themselves  against 
any  fraud  at  that  point ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  these  registers  if  they  were  prop- 
erly made  and  carefully  watched  would  pi^otect  the  government  thor- 
oughly at  that  point. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  You  stated  in  answer  to  Senator  Dawes  that  formerly  the  bureau 
ordered  the  paper  direct  from  the  mill ;  when  was  a  change  made  in  that 
respect! — A.  I  think  the  last  paper  ordered  by  the  Bureau  was  in  1877. 
Then  there  was  a  very  large  stock  of  paper  on  hand  and  we  required  no 
distinctive  i)aper  for  notes  until  recently,  and  all  the  recent  ortiers  have 
been  given  for  the  new  paper,  and  I  think  sometime  last  fall  the  Chief 
of  the  Bureau  in  submitting  his  estimates  for  the  year  1880,  called  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  to  the  fact  that  the  paper  should  be  ordered 
by  his  office  and  entirely  under  his  control,  and  he  repeated  that  rec- 
ommendation in  submittmg  his  estimates  for  the  year  1881. 

Q.  Repeated  what  recommendation? — A.  That  the  paper  should  be  en- 
tirely under  the  control  of  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  That  is  so  now,  is  it  not  ? — A.  It  is.  It  is  recognized  now  by  all 
the  officers. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  Printing  Bureau  f — A.  Ten  years. 

Q.  During  that  time  up  to  1877,  the  Bureau  ordered  the  paper  directly 
from  the  mills  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  it  order  at  the  Chiefs  direction,  such  amounts  as  he  chose  !— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  but  even  at  that  time  the  custody  of  the  paper,  was  not 
in  the  Bureau  ;  it  was  outside.  Although  they  had  the  control  of  the 
ordering  of  it,  yet  the  custody  was  just  as  it  is  at  present. 
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^.  How  is  the  paper  transmitted  to  the  Treasury  I — A.  By  Adams 

rpress  Company. 

Q.  Is  a  large  amount  of  it  kept  on  hand  at  any  given  time  ! — A.  Yes, 

;  a  considerable  quantity  in  the  department  here,  necessarily. 

3.  How  frequently  is  it  received  from  the  manufacturers  f — ^A.  I  think 

out  every  other  day. 

J.  Under  guard  here  all  the  time  ? — A.  It  is  under  guard  here  all  the 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

J.  Is  all  the  printing  done  in  your  bureau  now  f — A.  All  the  printing ; 
^,  sir ;  except  on  the  postage  stamps  and  the  proprietary  and  docu- 
ntary  stamps  for  the  internal  revenue. 

J.  Where  are  they  in  part  printed  ! — A.  They  are  printed  entirely  in 
w  York  City,  by  a  bank-note  company,  by  contract. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

J.  I  omitted  to  ask  you  about  revenue  stamps,  whether  you  printed 
►se  and  delivered  them  perfect  in  the  same  way,  taking  the  receipt  of 
*  Internal  Kevenue  Bureau  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in  the  same  way.  We  de- 
er the  perfect  stamps  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  and 
te  his  receipt  for  them,  and  the  imperfect  to  the  currency  branch  of 
5  Loan  Division. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter  from  the 
ting  chief  of  the  Warrant  Division : 

Treasury  Department, 

January  31, 1880. 
n.  H.  G.  Davis, 

Chairman  Committee  Investigating  Treasury  Books  and  Accounts : 

JiR :  In  compliance  witli  your  verbal  request,  I  have  the  honor  to  append  hereto  a 
:  of  officers  connected  with  the  department  who  have  ffiven  bond  to  the  United  States 
the  faithful  performance  of  their  official  duties,  with  the  penalty  thereto  attached 
each  case. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  F.  MacLENNAN, 
Acting  Chief  of  Warrant  Division, 

mes  Gilfillan,  Treasurer  of  the  United  States $150,000  00 

lin  Jay  Knox,  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 100,000  00 

W.  Langworthy,  Deputy  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 50, 000  00 

W.  Porter,  disbursing  agent,  Coast  Survey 30, 000  00 

omas  J.  Hobbs,  disbursing  clerk 30,000  00 

shrod  Birch,  disbursing  clerk 10,000  00 

CoUamer,  disbursing  clerk.  Register's  Office 10, 000  00 

Ellis,  disbursing  clerk,  6th  Auditor's  Office 10, 000  00 

H.  Robinson,  Assistant  Solicitor,  disbursing  agent 10, 000  00 

The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter,  ad- 
essed  by  him  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  9th  instant : 

Committer  ox  Treasury  Books  and  Accounts, 

January  9,  18S0. 
•n.  John  Sherman, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  : 

Ur:  The  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Books  and  Accounts  will  take  testimony  at 
)ir  room,  No.  65,  in  the  Treasury  building,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.,  to-morrow,  the 
h  instant,  and  hope  to  close  the  evidence  on  which  to  base  their  report, 
thought  it  proper  to  advise  you  of  this  fact,  and  invite  you  to  be  present,  if  you 
ire  it.  We  have  furnished  you  with  all  the  evidence  and  exhibits  heretofore  taken. 
I  will  take,  before  we  close,  such  evidence  as  you  may  think  necessary  to  offer,  our 
ire  being  to  present  all  the  fiicts  fully  to  the  Senate. 
Verv  respectfully, 

H.  G.  DAVIS, 

Chairman, 
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Q.  They  are  delivered  dii'eetly  from  your  office  to  the  Treasurer !— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  take  the  Treasurer's  receipt ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  is  it  with  bonds  f — A.  In  the  case  of  bondLs,  the  order  comes 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ;  and  bonds  for  registry  under  all 
the  old  acts  are  delivered  to  the  Eegister  of  the  Treasury-  complete. 
Bonds  of  the  4}  and  4  per  cent,  loam?  are  delivered  to  the  Loan  Division 
of  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  What  becomes  of  the  imperfect  bonds  I — A.  All  imperfect  work 
goes  to  the  currency  branch  of  the  Loan  Division. 

Q.  Then  you  send  the  perfect  and  imperfect,  as  far  as  bonds  are  con- 
cerned, of  the  new  loans,  to  the  Loan  Division  f — A.  To  different  branches 
of  the  Ix)an  Division. 

Q.  How  near  perfect  is  the  bond  when  you  deliver  it ;  how  near  ready 
for  sale  or  delivery  to  the  parties  who  may  buy  f — A.  In  the  case  of  the 
old  acts  the  bond  is  ready  to  be  filled  and  have  the  signatures  of  the 
proper  officers  placed  upon  it.  In  the  case  of  the  four-and-arhal£s  and 
fours,  it  requires  the  printing  of  a  device  in  the  Loan  Division. 

Q.  And  stamping? — A.  The  stamping  and  printing  of  a  special  de- 
vice in  the  Loan  Division. 

Q.  Then,  as  to  bonds,  I  understand  they  are  perfect  as  to  the  old  loans 
when  they  leave  your  bureau,  all  except  the  signatures  f — A.  And  the 
filling  in. 

Q.  Of  dates  and  amounts  ? — A.  The  date  and  amount,  and  the  q^me 
of  the  holder. 

Q.  And  as  to  the  new  bonds,  the  four-and-a-halfs  and  fours,  you  de- 
liver them  to  the  Loan  Division,  and  there  has  yet  to  go  a  stamp  upon 
them  before  they  are  completed  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  bonds  printed  by  your  bureau,  are  they  numbered 
by  you  or  by  the  parties  to  whom  you  deliver  them  I — A.  They  are  num- 
bered by  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing. 

Q.  Are  they  numbered  consecutively  in  each  class  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Each  class  and  denomination  commences  at  one  and  runs  in  continuous 
series  upward. 

Q.  Then  a  $50  bond  and  a  $100  bond  might  be  of  the  same  number? 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  so  on  of  any  other  denominations  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  $5,000  bond  might  be  of  the  same  number  as  a  $500  bond !— A 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  receive  the  paper  for  a  bond  from 
the  Loan  Division,  and  you  deliver  the  perfect  bonds  and  the  imperfect 
bonds  back  to  the  same  division  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  take  their  receipts,  I  suppose,  in  both  cases ! — A.  We  take 
their  receipts. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  Where  did  you  say  this  paper  was  manufactured  f — A.  Formerly 
the  distinctive  fiber  paper  was  manufactured  at  Glen  Mills,  Pennsyi- 
vania,  and  the  threaded  paper  that  has  been  recently  adopted  is  made 
at  Dalton,  Mass. 

Q.  By  whom  ! — ^A.  By  Crane  &  Co.  at  present. 

Q.  Under  a  contract  with  the  bureau  ! — A.  Under  a  contract  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Q.  And  what  safeguard  is  there  against  their  manufacturing  more  of 
this  kind  of  paper  than  is  delivered  to  the  government  t — A.  The  Sec- 
retary has  an  agent  at  the  mill  with  a  corps  of  counters,  and  they  have 
these  automatic  registers  attached  to  the  machine  that  makes  the  i)aper. 
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.  How  ia  the  paper  transmittPtl  to  the  Treasury ! — A.  By  Adams 
iress  Compatiy. 

■  la  a  large  aiDotuit  of  it  kept  on  hand  at  any  given  time  ! — A.  Tes, 
a  considerable  quantity  in  the  department  here,  aecessarily. 
.  How  frequently  is  it  received  from  the  manufacturers  t — A.  I  think 
it  every  other  day. 
.  Under  guard  here  all  the  timef — A.  It  is  under  guard  here  all  the 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 
.  Is  all  the  printing  done  in  your  bureau  now  ! — A.  All  the  printing; 
sir;  except  on  the  postage  stamps  and  the  proprietary  and  docu- 
tary  stamps  for  the  internal  revenue. 

.  Where  are  they  in  part  printed  1 — A.  They  are  printed  entirely  in 
'  York  City,  by  a  bank-note  company,  by  contract 

By  the  Chairman  : 
.  1  omitted  to  ask  you  about  revenue  stamps,  whether  yon  printed 
«  and  delivered  them  perfect  in  the  same  way,  taking  the  receipt  of 
Internal  Revenue  Bureau  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in  the  same  way.  We  de- 
r  the  i)erfect  stamps  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  and 
!  bis  receipt  for  them,  and  the  imperfect  to  the  currency  branch  of 
Loan  Division. 

be  ohairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter  from  the 
Dg  chief  of  the  Warrant  Division : 

The  A  sun  V  DKrARTMKNT, 

January  31,  lc!80. 
H.  G.  Davis, 

Chairman  CoMmiltee  Iare»tigating  Treaiuri/  Booia  and  Accoaali : 
t :  Id  compliance  with  jonr  verbal  reiiueat,  I  have  tlie  honor  to  append  hereto  ft 
f  officeTSconDect^dn-ith  the  departmeut  who  Lave  (riven  bond  to  the  United  States 
le  faithful  performauce  of  their  oSicial  duties,  vitii  tlio  pemtlt;  thereto  attached 

Very  r«tpcctfullv,  your  obedient  aervant, 

W.  F.  MacLENNAN, 
Acting  Chief  of  Warrant  DirMon. 

HOiimian,  Treasurer  of  the  United  State*. $150,000  00 

Jay  Knox,  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 100,000  00 

.  Langworthy,  Deputy  Comptroller  of  the  Currency f>0,000  00 

.  Porter,  disbuming  aient,  Coast  Survey 30, 000  00 

las  J.  Hoblw,  dishursuiK  clerk 30,000  00 

rod  Birch,  disburaiuic  cleric 10.000  00 

iD»n.er.  (lisl.iirsiny  .l.ik,  Ui-isli  r.-  nirl.'.. iri.ljoa  00 

lis,  disl.iirBiiiK'.l''iii.  liiii  Au.iiturHOfliM- |n,0O0  00 

Robinson,  AsaistiiiH  .Siilicitor,  diflburnius  iigetit 10,000  00 

f»  Chaisxan  laid  b4^*«  the  committee  the  following  letter,  ad- 
"  ^  by  him  to  the-OMRuUy  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Otii  instant : 

Cffitonrnts  ox  Tfir;.»sriiv  Buuhs  anu  Altuvnts. 


idAocuunts  will  take  tc ,„ 

"1  o'clock  a.  m.,  to-niorruw,  'tho 
to  base  their  report. 


232 


INVESTIGATION    OF   THE   ACCOUNTS    OF 


The  CHAIE3IAN.  I  will  state  to  the  committee  that  I  have  had  no  offi- 
cial response  from  the  Secretary.  Yesterday  I  called  at  the  Secretary's 
office,  but  he  and  the  chief  clerk  were  both  away.  I  told  the  Assistant 
Secretary  and  the  clerk  to  the  chief  clerk  to  say  that  we  would  finish 
to-day,  and  told  them  if  they  had  anything  to  say  we  should  hear  them. 
The  Secretary,  however,  in  a  prior  conversation  with  me,  thought  he 
had  nothing  farther  to  say;  but  that  was  a  few  days  ago.  I  notified  the 
Assistant  Secretary  yesterday  that  I  thought  we  should  close  to-day  the 
taking  of  testimony. 


William  Guilford  recalled. 


March  31,  1S80. 


By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  I  presume  you  have  read  your  testimony  as  printed  on 
page  26  of  the  testimony  before  this  committee ! — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  question  was  asked  you  whether  or  not  the  three  items  making 
up  the  $0,293,827.79,  mentioned  in  your  former  statement,  were  upon 
the  books  of  the  Kegister's  office  f — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Just  explain  to  the  committee  what  you  meant  in  the  testimony 
which  you  gave  before  the  committee  previously  about  the  six  million 
and  odd  dollars  being  added  to  the  public  debt! — A.  They  were  addetl 
to  the  public  debt  in  accordance  with  the  letter  of  Mr.  Saville,  the  chief 
clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department,  to  the  Register,  in  order  to  harmo- 
nize the  debt  statements. 

Q.  Was  that  sum  taken  from  the  books  or  given  to  you  as  in  a  lump?— 
A.  It  was  given  me  in  the  three  separate  items,  as  laid  down  in  the  Fi 
nance  Report  of  1871,  in  the  note  to  page  11. 

Q.  You  refer  to  the  report  of  1871.  What  year  was  it  given  to  you  in 
to  add  to  the  debt  f  Was  it  in  1870  or  1871 ! — A.  I  cannot  recollect  now^ 
but  I  think  it  was  1871. 

Q.  Does  it  not  appear  in  1870 ! — A.  ^N'ot  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  The  Secretary's  table  of  the  debt  statement  as  you  now  have  it  is 
in  the  report  of  1870  ! — ^A.  The  Secretary's,  but  not  the  Register's.  The 
Register's,  I  think,  was  changed  in  1871.  It  did  not  appear  there  until 
1871. 

Q.  Was  not  the  Secretary's  new  table  made  up  in  1870  and  published 
in  the  report  of  1870  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  the  three  items  making  this  $G,000,000  and  upwards  upon  the 
Register's  books  or  not  ? — A.  They  are  not  5  and,  what  is  more,  none  of 
those  items  are  upon  the  books  that  go  to  make  up  the  public  debt  as 
now  stated.  The  public  debt  is  a  balance  as  now  stated.  We  take  the 
balance  for  one  year,  and  we  add  the  receipts  on  account  of  loans  and 
deduct  the  expenditures  on  that  account,  and  that  makes  another  bal- 
ance. We  have  no  continuous  account  of  the  public  debt  that  I  am 
aware  of. 

Q.  How  is  the  public  debt  statement  made  up  ? — A.  The  statement 
of  the  public  debt,  as  I  make  it  up  at  present,  is  by  first  taking  the  bal- 
ance of  the  public  debt  as  standing  the  last  year^  then  adding  to  it  all 
receipts  from  loans,  deducting  from  it  all  redemptions  of  loans,  and  that 
gives  a  balance  which  we  call  the  public  debt.  That  is  as  we  make  it 
up  now. 

Q.  How  was  it  made  up  formerly  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell  about  that  except 
from  hearsay.  It  used  to  be  made  up  from  the  books  of  issues  and  re- 
demptions. It  is  now  made  up  from  the  receipts  on  account  of  loans 
and  the  expenditures  on  account  of  loans. 
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Q.  Then  the  three  items  referred  to  are  not  upon  the  books  to  your 
knowledge? — ^A.  Two  of  them  are  not  on  the  books  of  the  Eegister.  iir: 

Q.  On  any  books! — ^A.  Not  to  my  knowledge  on  any  books,  with  the 
exception  of  that  (l^OOO^OOO  item  that  appears  upon  the  books  as  re- 
ceipts fix)m  the  sale  of  prize  vessels  to  the  Navy  pension  fund,  and  sub- 
sequently the  3  per  cent*  certificates  were  issued  for  it,  and  it  then 
l>ecaine  public  debt.  Prior  to  that  it  was  in  the  "  miscellaneous  re- 
ceipts.'' 

By  Mr.  Whyte  : 

Q.  And  credited  to  the  Navy  pension  fund! — A.  Credited  to  the  Navy 
pension  fund. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  that  a  fund  on  the  books  of  the  Eegister  or  on  the  books  of  the 
Secretary! — A.  On  both  books,  I  believe. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  se.en  it! — ^A.  Not  that  particular  item.  I  have  seen 
moneys  credited  to  the  Navy  pension  fund  year  after  year  and  year  after 
year  from  the  sale  of  prize  vessels  until  it  amounted  to  quite  a  large 
credit,  which  was  subsequently  drawn  on  Navy  pay  warrant  by  Mr. 
Bridge.  I  think  twelve  and  a  half  millions  was  drawn  by  a  warrant 
against  the  'Navj  pension  fund,  and,  as  I  understand,  it  was  covered 
into  the  public  debt  by  3  per  cent,  certificates. 

Q.  Then  you  suppose  it  is  there  from  the  fact  that  you  have  seen  en- 
tries ;  but  do  you  know  whether  it  is  there  or  not! — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Dawes: 

Q.  Eead  the  question  and  answer  which  I  now  show,  and  tell  me  what 
the  meaning  is. — A.  The  question  and  answer  here  referred  to  are  from 
my  previous  testimony,  in  these  words: 

Q.  Now  state  why  in  the  nature  of  things  these  items  woiihl  not  appear  on  the  books 
of  the  Register. — A.  They  do  appear  upon  the  books,  but  not  as  classified  in  the  public 
debt  statement.  They  all  appear  on  the  books,  but  not  as  classified  in  the  public 
debt  statement.  It  does  not  change  the  total  of  the  expenditures  or  receipts  of  the 
government  one  cent.     It  merely  changes  the  method  of  classification. 

That  was  my  idea  when  I  made  that  answer,  and  it  is  still  my  idea 
with  the  exception  of  the  items  of  discount.  That  would  not  appear 
upon  the  books,  because  it  was  not  received  at  all.  If  we  have  a  loan 
of  $50,000,000  and  we  only  receive  $40,000,000  for  it,  there  being 
$10,000,000  of  discount,  that  would  not  appear  upon  the  books. 

Q.  Then  you  still  say  that  these  three  items  are  upon  the  books  in  the 
Tii^asury  Department  f — ^A.  With  the  exception  of  matters  of  discount. 

Q.  But  they  are  not  on  the  Eegister's  books  classified  as  public  debt? 
— ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  they  are  on  books  kept  in  the  Treasury  Department. — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Under  the  same  head  or  under  a  different  head  up  to  that  time? — 
A.  Under  a  different  head,  such  as  "  miscellaneous.'' 

Q.  Under  the  "miscellaneous'' head? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  were,  by  direction  of  Mr.  Saville,  transferred  from  that  "  mis- 
cellaneous" head  to  the  classification  of  public  debt  by  you,  were  they? — 
A.  Or  vice  versa. 

Q.  Was  there  any  change  made  of  figures  upon  your  books? — A. 
Xone  upon  the  books. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  change  of  figures  made  upon 
any  other  books? — A.  In  order  to  harmonize  these  two  statements,  j on 
mean? 
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Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  No,  sir;  there  was  no  change  made. 

Q.  No  change  at  all  ? — ^A.  None. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean,  then,  by  harmonizing  the  statements!— A.  The 
new  statement!  as  I  understand  it,  was  a  classification  from  certain 
books.  That  classification  may  be  changed  by  taking  items  from  ^^mis* 
cellaneous"  and  putting  them  in  the  "public  debt,"  or  vice  vena.  It 
would  not  necessarily  change  the  books ;  it  would  merely  change  Ae 
statement. 

Q.  You  say  it  would  not  necessarily  change  the  books.  Did  it  in  fact 
change  the  books  f — ^A.  It  did  not  in  fact,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  have  never  known  of  any  change  of  figures  upon  the  books 
on  account  of  this  change  in  classification  of  the  statement  of  the  public 
debt  I — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  never  known  any. 

Q.  Y''ou  have  never  known  of  a  change  of  figures  on  the  books!-A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  the  books,  so  &r  as  you  know,  stand  precisely  the  same  now 
as  they  did  before  this  change  in  the  classification  of  items  in  the  stat« 
ment  of  the  public  debt  was  made? — ^A.  They  do,  so  far  as  I  know. 

By  Mr.  Whyte  : 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  that  the  tabulated  statement  which  ema 
nates  from  the  Register's  office  is  not  actually  made  up  firom  the  books 
in  the  Register's  office! — A.  As  it  appears  now  ? 

Q.  Yes. — A.  It  is  made  up  as  it  appears  now  from  the  books  m  the 
Register's  office. 

.  Q.  But  when  it  was  made  up  at  the  time  referred  to,  when  the 
86,000,000  was  entered,  was  it  made  up  from  the  books  of  the  Registers 
office? — ^A.  No,  sir;  it  was  made  up  from  a  consolidation  of  the  books 
of  the  Register's  and  the  Secretary's  office  in  the  two  loan  divisions. 

Q.  It  was  made  up  by  running  the  two  sets  of  books  together!— A. 
Y'es,  sir. 

Q.  Instead  of  taking  the  Register's  books  as  a  check  upon  the  Seci^ 
tary's  books  f — A.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Q.  I  am  putting  the  question ;  that  is  the  way  I  put  it — A.  WeD, 
yes,  sir;  they  were  made  up  from  the  books  of  issues  and  redemptions 
before.  Now  they  are  made  up  from  the  receipts  as  they  actually  ap- 
l>ear  from  the  Register's  books,  minus  the  redemptions  as  they  act^y 
appear  upon  the  Register's  books,  taking  for  granted  the  balance  of  the 
year  before  as  being  correct,  and  so  on  backwards. 

Q.  Therefore,  you  start  from  the  alteration  made  in  1870 ;  that  is  the 
original  starting  point  where  you  agreed  with  the  Secretary  f — ^A.  In 
the  statements. 

Q.  I  mean  that — ^the  alteration  in  the  statements.  You  take  that 
sum  total  which  you  put  in  the  Register's  tabulated  statement  in  1871  as 
your  starting  point  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Since  then  you  have  gone  down  taking  year  after  year  the  last 
statement? — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  To  give  an  instance.  I  think  it  was  last  year 
I  made  up  the  public-debt  statement  from  our  books ;  we  had  previously 
disagreed  with  the  Secretary  $250,  and  in  making  it  uj) — I  thiuk  it  was 
last  year  or  the  year  before,  one  of  those  years,  it  is  immaterial  which— 
this  $250  had  increased  to  four  hundred  and  odd  dollars  discrepancy.  1 
went  up  to  the  warrant-room  to  see  what  the  trouble  was,  and  tiey 
told  me  there  were  certain  items  of  interest  which  really  ought  to  have 
been  principal,  and  they  had  incorporated  them  in  their  public-debt 
statement,  and,  as  I  did  not  have  those  items,  of  course  I  disagreed  foui 
hundred  and  odd  doW^T^,    But  they  said  it  would  be  all  right  in  the 


THE  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT.  235 

ext  year,  and  so  this  year  it  has  disappeared  and  the  two  exactly 
gree. 

BvMr.  Beck: 

Q.  In  yonr  note  to  page  11  of  the  Finance  Report  of  1871  you  say 
hat  this  statement  is  all  made  up  ^'  except  the  following  items"! — ^A. 
!hose  "following  items"  are  included  in  that  statement. 

Q.  You  say  they  all  appear  in  your  books  except  these  ? — A.  In  our 
K)oks  in  1871. 

Q.  So  I  understand  it,  "  this  statement  is  from  warrants  except  the 
dditions  noted"?— A.  Yes,  in  1871. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  these  additions  which  you  have  noted  ? — A. 
liese  additions  are  the  results  of  Mr.  Ross  Fish's  investigation  in  regard 
0  the  public  debt. 

Q..  Who  furnished  them  to  you! — A.  I  got  them  from  this  book. 

Q.  Which  book!— A.  The  1871  report. 

Q.  How  did  they  get  into  that  report ! — A.  I  do  not  understand  you. 

Q.  They  are  part  of  this  report  now,  and  noted  in  the  report  of  1871. 
-A.  I  had  to  take  the  public-debt  statement  of  1870,  by  order  of  the 
3tter  of  Mr.  Saville,  as  being  correct. 

Q.  Did  that  letter  of  Mr.  Saville  order  you  to  put  in  each  of  these 
:ems  ! — A.  !No,  sir ;  it  ordered  me  to  make  the  statements  harmonize, 
nd  I  had  to  take  that  as  being  correct  for  1870.  Taking  that  amount 
yr  1870,  my  books  showed  that  we  had  received  this  amount  (indicat- 
ig)  and  that  we  had  expended  that  amount  (indicating).  Then  by  add- 
ig  this  net  amount  to  the  other  I  reached  this  amount  of  the  debt  for 
871. 

Q.  So  that  in  1871  you  added  again,  by  a  second  order,  this? — A.  I 
dded  that  in  1871.  In  1870  we  did  not  harmonize;  we  did  not  agree 
ntil  1871. 

Q.  I  know  that  then  the  $6,000,000  was  given  you  in  1871,  to  be  in- 
erted  in  order  to  harmonize,  by  Mr.  Saville. — A.  I  did  not  get  any  de- 
ail  at  all  in  1870.    I  took  the  figures  as  being  correct  in  1870. 

Q.  As  furnished  you  by  the  chief  clerk! — A.  Y'es,  sir;  as  being  cor- 
Bct.    Then  I  added  the  receipts  and  deducted  the  expenditures. 

Q.  And  they  came  within  $3,274,051.69  of  making  a  balance! — ^A. 
Tes,  sir;  which  I  added  on. 

Q.  You  added  that  on  to  make  it  balance,  by  whose  order! — A.  By 
tie  order  of  Mr.  Saville. 

Q.  And  then  you  made  this  note  about  the  $3,274,051.69! — A.  This 
ote  is  from  the  Secretary's  office,  not  our  office. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  note  corresponding  with  it  to  show  the  fact! — 
L.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  just  added  it  as  though  it  had  appeared  on  your  books! — A. 
just  added  it ;  yes,  sir :  as  if  it  appeared  on  the  books. 

Q.  Without  any  explanation  ! — ^A.  Without  any  explanation. 

Q.  AYould  you  not  cJtll  that  forcing  a  balance !  If  you  kept  the  offi- 
ial  register,  implying  verity,  was  it  telling  the  truth  or  was  it  not  to 
ut  down  $3,274,051.69  on  the  word  of  somebody  else  without  any  ex- 
lanation ! — A.  Y''ou  can  call  it  what  you  please ;  we  clerks  in  the  office 
bey  orders. 

Q.  And  the  Register's  books  are  made  up,  you  think,  properly  when 
lade  up  from  orders  from  the  Secretary! — A.  This  was  not  on  the 
ooks  at  all.    This  was  a  statement. 

Q.  The  statement  that  would  have  appeared  from  your  own  books 
aried  from  the  statement  as  actually  made  by  $3,274,051.69  ! 
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Mr.  Daaves.  This  does  not  purport  to  be  from  the  books. 

Mr.  Beck.  This  does  not,  but  that  does  (referring  to  a  table  in  the 
Finance  Report  of  1871). 

Mr.  Dawes.  It  is  a  statement  of  the  public  debt,  and  it  does  not  state 
where  he  got  it.  It  gets  the  public  debt  from  three  or  four  places,  it 
seems,  and  puts  it  altogether  in  the  statement.  Whether  they  told  the 
truth  or  not  depends  on  the  character  of  the  items  that  they  used. 

Mr.  Beck.  I  think  I  can  get  at  it.  (To  the  witness.)  Speaking  in 
round  numbers,  without  regard  to  fractions,  the  sum  you  started  with 
was  $2,480,000,000!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  And  you  received  during  that  year  $285,000,000! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  paid  out  during  that  year  $393,000,000 !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  your  receipts  and  your  payments  would  not  have  brought 
about  the  result  you  now  have,  by  $3,274,000! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  in  order  to  make  your  statement  correspond  with  the  Secre- 
tary's statement,  you  had  to  add,  on  the  say-so  of  somebody  else,  $3,274,- 
051.69  that  your  own  receipts  and  expenditures  did  not  show  ? — A.  Did 
not  show  because  it  existed  in  that  previous  balance.  This  $3,274,051.69 
is  not  the  product  of  one  year;  it  is  the  product  of  a  series  of  years, 
bringing  that  balance;  and  as  we  were  ordered  to  harmonize  our  state- 
ment, and  they  had  made  up  the  public-debt  statement  from  a  different 
basis  altogether,  we  had  to  put  that  in  to  give  us  the  correct  balance 
for  the  year  1870. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  What  does  that  $3,274,051.09  discrepancy  represent  ? — A.  It  repre- 
sents, as  I  understand,  in  the  first  place  a  difference  of  classification, 
and  in  the  second  place  the  difference  in  statement  between  issues  and 
redemptions  and  receipts  and  expenditures. 

Q.  You  do  not  quite  get  my  question.  Y'ou  say  it  is  the  aggregate  of 
discrepancies  running  through  a  long  series  of  years! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  appearing  in  this  statement  in  the  sum  of  $3,274,051.69.  Now, 
what  I  want  you  to  state  clearly,  if  you  can,  is,  what  does  that  discrep- 
ancy represent,  running  through  that  long  series  of  years  ! — A.  The  bulk 
of  it  represents  the  difference  between  stating  the  debt  by  issues  and 
redemptions  and  by  receipts  and  expenditures. 

Q.  Does  it  involve  necessarily,  or  as  a  matter  of  fact,  any  improi>er 
use  of  the  public  funds  by  any  officer  of  the  government! — A.  It  does 
not. 

Q.  Does  it  in  any  way  increase  or  diminish  the  liabilities  or  obligations 
of  the  government! — A.  It  does  not. 

Q.  Did  it  result  from  errors  or  omissions  or  miscalculations  on  the 
part  of  any  of  the  officers  intrusted  with  the  keeping  of  the  accounts?— 
A.  Partly  so,  as  I  understand. 

Q.  In  what  part ! — ^A.  In  charging  a  thing  to  ^  loan  which  ought  not 
to  have  been  charged,  or  in  not  charging  to  the  bonded  debt  things  which 
should  have  been  charged. 

Q.  I  wash  you  to  explain  that  a  little  more  clearly ! — A.  For  instance, 
take  the  Texan  indemnity  fund.  It  was  not  formerly  considered  a  por- 
tion of  the  public  debt. 

Q.  Who  had  the  dicision  of  the  question,  whether  it  was  or  was  not  a 
part  of  the  public  debt ! — A.  Mr.  lioss  Fish  had  the  ultimate  decision 
which  affected  this  table. 

Q.  How  was  that  authority  vested  in  him  ! — A.  By  the  Secretary. 
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Bv  Mr.  Beck  : 
Q.  Which  Secretary!— A.  Mr.  George  S.  Boutwell. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  You  have  mentioned  about  the  Texas  indemnity.  You  say  there 
xvas  a  diflference  of  opinion  between  Mr.  Fish  and  some  other  officer  of 
t:he  government  as  to  whether  that  should  or  should  not  be  stated  as  an 
element  of  the  public  debt ! — A.  Kot  some  present  officer,  but  some  of 
the  predecessors  who  had  not  incorporated  it  in  the  public  debt. 

Q.  The  decision  of  that  question  involved  no  turpitude  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  involved  no  misappropriation  or  wrongful  expenditure  of  the 
public  funds  ! — A.  Ko,  sir ;  not  a  cent. 

Q.  It  was  merely  a  question  of  judgment ! — A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  Judgment  as  to  whether  this  particular  item  should  or  should  not 
be  stated  as  a  part  of  the  public  debt  of  the  United  States  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir ',  that  is  it. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Allow  me  to  inquire  whether  the  question  involved  anything  more 
than  what  name  should  be  given  to  this  particular  transaction,  whether 
it  should  be  called  a  part  of  the  public  debt  or  called  something  else. 
Did  it  involve  anything  more  than  that  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  it  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  Then  if  any  subsequent  Secretary  should  come  to  a  different  con- 
clusion from  an  examination  of  the  law,  and  should  decide  to  state  these 
items  in  some  other  way  than  that  in  which  they  had  previously  ap- 
peared, it  would  merely  be  a  question  of  judgment  and  not  of  official 
misconduct,  would  it  not  ? — A.  That  is  my  opinion. 

Q.  That  is  your  understanding  of  it  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  given  us  an  item  in  reference  to  the  Texan  indemnity 
bonds.  What  other  items  were  included  in  the  aggregate  that  appeared 
in  the  statement  of  1871  f — A.  I  am  not  perfectly  familiar  with  this  state- 
ment. I  merely  spoke  from  general  knowledge.  There  are  a  few  other 
items.  I  think  the  Oregon  war  debt  was  one.  I  think  the  bounty  land 
scrip  was  another,  that  was  either  excluded  or  included,  but  that  was 
stated  diflferently  from  what  it  had  been  previously  stated.  But  those 
items  did  not  amount  to  a  great  deal  either  one  way  or  the  other,  taking 
them  or  leaving  them.  They  were  not  very  heavy  items  either  of  them. 
I  merely  mention  them  as  they  were  some  of  the  causes  of  the  change. 
The  principal  cause  of  the  change  was  the  diflference  of  statement  be- 
tween Issues  and  Redemptions  and  Receipts  and  Expenditiu'es,  with  the 
exception  of  the  8200,000,000  blunder,  which  I  believe  you  understand. 

Q.  That  has  been  fully  explained,  I  think t — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe 
there  was  another  thing  which  was  incorporated  in,  if  I  remember  aright, 
and  that  was  the  Pacific  Railway  debt,  which  made  some  fifty  odd  mil- 
lion dollars  diflference. 

Q.  Was  there  not  also  an  item  of  a  thousand  dollars  contributed  by 
some  patriotic  gentleman  for  the  purpose  of  extinguishing  the  public 
debt  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  which  had  been  classified  as  "  Miscellaneous." 

Q.  Did  not  that  return  like  Banquo's  ghost,  in  a  good  many  different 
ways,  to  bother  the  souls  of  the  officials  having  the  matter  in  charge? — 
A.  Tne  classifiers,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  question  was  whether  it  should  be  placed  in  one  account 
or  in  another  account? — A.  One  column  or  another. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Ought  the  changes  that  you  have  spoken  of,  no  matter  what  they 
referred  to,  to  have  changed  the  total  of  the  public  debt  I  I  do  not  re- 
fer to  the  items  now,  but  the  total  of  the  public  debt. 

Mr.  Dawes.  Do  you  mean  the  total  of  the  public  debt  or  the  total  of 
the  statement ! 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  the  total  of  any  particular  year  as  made  up 
in  the  statement. 

Mr.  Dawes  You  mean  the  total  of  the  statement  of  the  public  debt? 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  just  what  I  say. 

The  Wifi^ss.  Of  course  it  ought  not  to  have  changed  the  total  of 
the  public  debt.  As  I  understand  the  public  debt,  it  is  everything  the 
government  owes.  The  government  may  owe  $100,000,000  of  bonded 
debt  and  $100,000,000  of  miscellaneous  debt.  Now  if  you  say  that 
$50,000,000  of  the  miscellaneous  debt  is  bonded  debt  and  ought  to  go 
into  the  bonded  debt,  of  course  it  would  change  the  amount  of  the  pub- 
lic debt,  but  still  it  w  oiUd  not  increase  the  total  amount  of  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  government. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  The  statement  I  hand  you  was  made  up  by 
you  in  your  office,  I  believe?  (Exhibiting  to  the  witness  the  tabidar 
wStatement  on  page  28  of  the  testimony.) — A.  (Examining.)  Yes,  sir;  it 
was. 

Q.  You  have  in  a  column  headed  "Amounts  to  be  added  to  receipts ** 
three  items  aggregating  $6,293,827.79 1— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  those  taken  from  your  books,  or  were  they  added  by  order 
of  the  chief  clerk  or  Secretary! — A.  They  were  added  in  accordance 
with  the  order  of  the  chief  clerk,  to  make  our  statement  harmonize  with 
that  of  the  Secretary.    They  do  not  appear  upon  our  books. 

Q.  Do  those  amounts  appear  upon  the  books  to  your  knowledge  !— 
A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Dawes  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  they  do  not  appear  on  other  books  f— 
A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  When  you  say  not  to  your  knowledge,  do  you  mean  to  say  you  do 
not  know  whether  they  do  or  not  f — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  do 
or  not. 

By  Mr.  Ingalls  : 

Q.  In  the  statements  of  the  amounts  received  from  loans  and  paid  on 
account  of  loans  during  the  year  18G1,  there  appears  in  the  column  of 
'^Amounts  to  be  added  to  receipts''  the  sum  of  $2,019,776.10,  which  ap- 
pears by  note  6,  at  the  foot  of  page  28  of  the  printed  testimony,  to  be 
"  discount  on  bonds,  act  February  8, 1861."  Do  you  know,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  whether  or  not  that  item  had  an  actual  existence  on  the  books 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  that  that  was  discount  on  those 
loans  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  that  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  same  statement  for  the  year  1868  appears,  in  the  column  of 
"Amount  sto  be  added  to  receipts,"  an  item  of  $1,000,000,  which  appears 
by  note  c,  at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  to  be  the  "  Navy  pension  ftind."' 
Do  you  know  anything  about  whether  that  appears  on  the  books  of  the 
department  anywhere? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  In  the  same  statement  for  the  year  1871,  in  the  column  of  "Amounts 
to  be  added  to  receipts,"  appears  an  item  of  ;!^3,274,051.69,  which  is  ex- 
plained in  note  d  to  be  a  "  difference."    (See  Finance  lieport  1871,  p.  11.). 
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I>o  you  know  anything  abont  whether  those  items  appear  on  the  books 
rf  the  Treasury  in  any  place  or  not  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  it  one  way  or  the  other  ! — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  examined  to  see  whether  they  do  stand  or  appear 
>n  any  of  the  books  of  the  Treasury  ? — A.  Ko,  sir,  I  have  not.  It  was 
:iot  part  of  my  duty. 

Mr.  iNGALLS.  So  I  understand. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  only  existence  that  those  three  amounts  have  to  your  knowl- 
edge IS  that  you  were  ordered  to  put  them  there  to  make  the  accounts 
harmonize  ? — ^A.  That  is  so. 
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'i^  Tbe  custody  was  where  ? — A.  In  the  Secretary's  office  with  this 
^r  clerk. 

*^.  How  did  you  get  it  from  the  Secretary's  office  ! — A.  By  requisition 
^t  as  we  do  now. 

^.  Did  the  paper-mill  ever  deliver  direct  to  your  Bureau ! — A.  Xot 
ice  my  connection  with  the  Bureau. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  of  the  checks  at  the  mill  to  prevent  more  than 
ordered,  being  manufactured,  do  you  ! — A.  Nothing  definite  at  all.  I 
ew  that  they  had  these  automatic  registers  placed  on  the  paper  ma- 
nes  at  the  mill  as  a  protection  against  the  over-making  of  the  paper, 
i  I  think  that  was  successful. 

I.  Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge,  or  did  you  hear  it  ? — 
Merely  from  my  contact  with  the  business  of  the  bureau.    I  under- 
od  that  it  was  working  correctly  and  registering  accurately.    It  was 
understanding. 

}.  You  stated  that  about  five  per  cent,  of  the  paper  received  for 
nting  was  returned  as  imperfect,  and  was  delivered  to  the  currency 
tncli  of  the  Loan  Division  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
J.  Imperfect  sheets  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

J.  Why  are  they  delivered  there  for  that  purpose  f — A.  That  is  the 
ce  designated  by  the  Secretary  to  receive  from  us  the  imperfect  im- 
^ssions  and  to  balance  our  accounts. 

J.  Is  that  the  office  from  which  you  receive  your  paper! — A.  Practi- 
ly  it  is,  although  it  is  located  in  a  ditt'erent  part  of  the  building  and, 
a  measure,  outside  the  division. 

^.  What  do  you  mean  by  a  difi'erent  part  of  the  building  ? — A.  The 
Tency  branch  of  the  Loan  Division  is  on  this  floor  where  your  com- 
ttee  sits,  near  the  west  entrance,  and  is  under  the  charge  of  Mr. 
H.  Brown.  In  that  division  they  receive  the  parts  of  the  notes  that 
re  been  redeemed  and  sent  to  the  Secretary's  office  for  destruction  by 
ceration,  and  they  also  receive  from  us  this  imperfect  work,  whereas 
5  clerk  of  that  branch,  who  has  particular  charge  of  the  paper,  is 
at€d  in  the  cellar  near  the  northeast  comer. 
i.  But  both  belong  to  the  Loan  Division,  as  I  understand? — A.  Yes, 

i.  Which  comes  under  Mr.  Fletcher  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
i.  How  near  ready  for  circulation  is  the  note  when  you  deliver  it  to 
5  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  ? — A.  It  lacks  only  the  signature  of  the 
ak  officers. 

}.  How  is  it  with  legal-tenders  ?  Do  the  legal-tenders  go  through 
>  same  process  you  have  described  as  to  bank-notes;  and  do  the 
ads  also? — A.  Substantially  the  same;  there  are  differences  of  detail, 
i  perfect  legal  tenders  are  delivered  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
ites. 

3.  I  understand  that  the  legal  tender-note,  the  greenback  as  it  is 
nmonly  called,  is  perfect  and  ready  for  circulation  when  you  deliver 
:o  the  Treasurer  and  take  a  receipt  for  it? — A.  Yes,  sir;  just  as  you 
Qdle  the  legal-tender  notes  when  they  are  in  circulation. 
3.  Who  makes  the  demand  on  your  office  for  the  amount  that  is 
nted  of  legal-tender  notes? — A.  The  Treasurer  of  the  United  States. 
3.  The  Treasurer  orders,  and  you  fill  his  order  and  take  his  receipt  ? — 
YeHj  sir. 

^.  The  Register's  name  is  on  them,  is  it  not? — A.  Y^es,  sir ;  it  is. 
3.  Do  the  notes  go  through  the  Register's  office  before  being  delivered 
the  Treasurer  ?-— A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  How  is  the  paper  transmitted  to  the  Treasury  f — A.  By  Adams 
ixpress  Company. 

Q.  Is  a  large  amount  of  it  kept  on  hand  at  any  given  time  ! — A.  Yes, 
ir ;  a  considerable  quantity  in  the  department  here,  necessarily. 

Q.  How  frequently  is  it  received  from  the  manufacturers  f — ^A.  I  think 
bout  every  other  day. 

Q.  Under  guard  here  all  the  time  ? — A.  It  is  under  guard  here  all  the 
ime. 

By  Mr.  Beck: 

Q.  Is  all  the  printing  done  in  your  bureau  now  I — A.  All  the  printing ; 
es,  sir ;  except  on  the  postage  stamps  and  the  proprietary  and  docu- 
lentary  stamps  for  the  internal  revenue. 

Q.  Where  are  they  in  part  printed  ! — A.  They  are  printed  entirely  in 
^ew  York  City,  by  a  bank-note  company,  by  contract. 

By  the  Chair^ian  : 

Q.  I  omitted  to  ask  you  about  revenue  stami)s,  whether  you  printed 
hose  and  delivered  them  perfect  in  the  same  way,  taking  the  receipt  of 
he  Internal  Kevenue  Bureau  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in  the  same  way.  We  de- 
iver  the  perfect  stamps  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  and 
ake  his  receipt  for  them,  and  the  imperfect  to  the  currency  branch  of 
he  Loan  Division. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter  from  the 
icting  chief  of  the  WaiTant  Division : 

Treasury  Department, 

January  31, 1880. 
iou.  H.  G.  Davis, 

Chuirman  Committee  Investigating  Treasury  Books  and  Accounts : 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  verbal  request,  I  have  the  honor  to  append  hereto  a 
iat  of  officers  connected  with  the  department  who  have  ffiven  bond  to  the  United  States 
or  the  faithful  performance  of  their  official  duties,  with  the  penalty  thereto  attached 
n  each  case. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  F.  MacLENNAN, 
Acting  Chief  of  Warrant  Division, 

fames  Gilfillan,  Treasurer  of  the  United  States $150, 000  00 

Fohn  Jay  Knox,  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 100,000  00 

L  W.  Langworthy,  Deputy  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 50, 000  00 

L  W.  Porter,  disbursing  agent,  Coast  Survey 30,000  00 

rhomas  J.  Hobbs,  disbursing  clerk 30, 000  00 

Bushrod  Birch,  disbursing  clerk 10,000  00 

E.  Collamer,  disbursing  clerk,  Register's  Office 10, 000  00 

Z.  EUis,  disbursing  clerk,  6th  Auditor's  Office 10,000  00 

J.  H.  Robinson,  Assistant  Solicitor,  disbursing  agent 10, 000  00 

'  The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter,  ad- 
Iressed  by  him  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  9th  instant : 

Committee  ox  Treasury  Books  and  Accounts, 

January  9,  18S0. 
aon.  John  Sherman, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  : 

Sir:  The  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Books  and  Accounts  will  take  testimony  at 
heir  room,  No.  65,  in  the  Treasury  building,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.,  to-morrow,  the 
Oth  instant,  and  hope  to  close  the  evidence  on  which  to  base  their  report. 
I  thought  it  proper  to  advise  you  of  this  fact,  and  invite  you  to  be  present,  if  you 
esire  it.  We  have  furnished  you  with  all  the  evidence  and  exhibit*  heretofore  taken. 
Ve  will  take,  before  we  close,  such  evidence  as  you  may  think  necessary  to  offer,  our 
esire  being  to  present  all  the  facts  fully  to  the  Senate. 
Verv  respectfully, 

H.  G.  DAVIS, 

Chairman, 
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i.  How  is  the  paper  transmitted  to  tlie  Treasury  I — A.  By  Adams 

X>ress  Company. 

^.  Is  a  large  amount  of  it  kept  on  liand  at  any  given  time  ! — A.  Yes, 

^  a  considerable  quantity  in  the  department  here,  necessarily. 

^.  How  frequently  is  it  received  from  the  manufacturers  ! — A.  I  think 

out  every  other  day. 

Q.  Under  guard  here  all  the  time  ? — A.  It  is  under  guard  here  all  the 

Qe. 

By  Mr.  Beck  : 

Q.  Is  all  the  printing  done  in  your  bureau  now  ! — A.  All  the  printing; 
s,  sir ;  except  on  the  postage  stamps  and  the  proprietary  and  docu- 
entary  stamps  for  the  internal  revenue. 

Q.  Where  are  they  in  part  printed  I — A.  They  are  printed  entirely  in 
ew  York  City,  by  a  bank-note  company,  by  contract. 

By  the  Chaib^ian  : 

Q.  I  omitted  to  ask  you  about  revenue  stamps,  whether  you  printed 
ose  and  delivered  them  perfect  in  the  same  way.  taking  the  receipt  of 
e  Internal  Eevenue  Bureau  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in  tne  same  way.  We  de- 
rer  the  perfect  stamps  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Eevenue,  and 
ke  his  receipt  for  them,  and  the  imi^erfect  to  the  currency  branch  of 
e  Loan  Division. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter  from  the 
ting  chief  of  the  Warrant  Division : 

Treasury  Department, 

January  31, 1880. 
►n.  H.  G.  Davi5, 

Chairman  Committee  Investigating  Treasury  Books  aiid  Accounts : 

iiR :  In  compliance  with  your  verbal  request,  I  have  the  honor  to  append  hereto  a 
t  of  officers  connected  with  the  department  who  have  ^iven  bond  to  the  United  States 
'  the  faithful  performance  of  their  official  duties,  witn  the  penalty  thereto  attachcnl 
each  case. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  serv'ant, 

W.  F.  MacLENNAN, 
Acting  Chief  of  Warrant  Division. 

mes  GilfiUan,  Treasurer  of  the  United  States $150,000  00 

hn  Jay  Knox,  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 100,000  00 

W.  Langworthy,  Deputy  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 50, 000  00 

W.  Porter,  disbursing  agent,  Coast  Survey 30,000  00 

tomas  J.  Hobbs,  disbursing  clerk 30,000  00 

ishrocl  Birch,  disbursing  clerk 10,000  00 

Collamer,  disbursing  clerk.  Register's  Office 10, 000  00 

Ellis,  disbursing  clerk,  6th  Auditor's  Office 10,000  00 

H.  Robinson,  Assistant  Solicitor,  disbursing  agent 10, 000  00 

The  Chairman  laid  befoi*e  the  committee  the  following  letter,  ad- 
essed  by  him  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  9th  instant : 

Committee  ox  Treasury  Books  and  Accounts, 

January  9,  18S0. 
•n.  John  Sherman, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  : 

5iR:  The  Senate  Committee  on  Treasury  Books  and  Accounts  wiU  take  testimony  at 
^ir  room.  No.  65,  in  the  Treasury  building,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.,  to-morrow,  the 
h  instant,  and  hope  to  close  the  evidence  on  which  to  base  their  rep>ort. 
thought  it  proper  to  advise  you  of  this  fact,  and  invite  you  to  be  present,  if  you 
lire  it.  We  have  furnished  you  with  all  the  evidence  and  exhibits  heretofore  taken. 
;  will  take,  before  we  close,  such  evidence  as  you  may  think  necessary  to  offer,  our 
ire  being  to  present  all  the  facts  fully  to  the  Senate.* 
Verv  respectfully, 

H.  G.  DAVIS, 

Chairman, 
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46th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

2d  Session.        }  ( No.  542. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  28, 18H0.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  2853.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  tchom  was  referred  the  hill  {R,  R.  2853) 
granting  a^yension  to  Elizabeth  Aults^  submit  the  following  report : 

They  find  the  facts  in  this  case  substantially  set  forth  in  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives 
(Forty-sixth  Congress,  second  session),  No.  34. 

They  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  the  following  amend- 
ment :  Strike  out  all  after  "  pension,"  in  line  9  down  to  and  including 
"rebellion"  in  line  14,  and  insert  "  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this 
act." 

[H.  Report  No.  34,  46th  Congress,  2d  session.] 

Ambrose  M.  Aults,  the  late  husband  of  the  claimant^  was  first  mustered  into  the 
military  service  of  the  United  States  in  Company  D,  One  hundred  and  thirty-first 
Regiment  of  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  on  the  9th  day  of  August,  1862,  and  was  hon- 
orably discharged  from  said  company  in  May,  1863.  On  the  2d  of  September,  1864,  he 
again  entered  the  military  service  as  First  Lieutenant  in  Company  G,  Two  hundred 
and  fifth  Regiment  of  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  and  was  promoted  to  the  captaincy 
of  said  company'  on  the  14th  of  May,  1865,  and  was  honorably  discharged  from  the 
Army  of  the  United  States  on  the  2d  of  June,  1865.  He  applied  for  a  pension  on  the 
30th  of  April,  1874,  alleging  that  he  contracted,  in  Apnl,  1865,  tuberculosis,  while 
being  conveyed  in  a  steamer  from  City  Point,  Va.,  to  Annapolis,  Aid.,  being  wounded 
at  the  time.  He  died  on  the  17th  of  February,  1875,  and  before  any  decision  was  made 
on  his  application  by  the  Pension  Department.  The  claimant,  on  the  14th  of  July, 
1875,  filed  her  application  as  widow  for  pension  for  herself  and  two  children.  This 
pension  application  was  "  rejected  on  the  ground  that  the  disease  of  which  the  soldier 
died  was  not  charageable  to  his  military  service." 

Ambrose  M.  Aults  left  a  widow,  Elizabeth  Aults,  and  two  children,  namely :  Mary 
Louisa  Aults,  born  June  3, 1870,  and  Ambrose  M.  Aults,  bom  July  19,  1873. 

Alexander  Bobb,  who  was  ma^jor  of  the  Two  hundred  and  eighth  Regiment  of  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers,  on  the  21st  of  April,  1874,  testifies  that  **at  the  charge  on  the 
rebel  works  before  Petersburgh,  Va.,  on  the  2d  day  of  April,  1865,  Captain  Aults  was 
wounded  by  a  gunshot  in  left  hip,  and  went  to  a  hospital  at  City  Point,  and  while 
there  he  saw  said  Captain  Aults ;  and  that  the  said  Aults  was  then  sent  by  steamer 
to  Annapolis,  Md.,  and  while  absent  he  took  severe  cold,  and  coughed  and  complained 
of  lung  affection.  That  he  saw  him  in  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  about  the  1st  of  June,  1865, 
and  he  was  then  coughing  and  looking  haggard,  and  complained  of  lung  disease  ;  and 
that  he  was  sonnd  and  free  from  disease  of  lungs  at  the  time  he  was  lying  in  City 
Point  hospital,  Va.,  and  before  that ;  and  that  after  coming  from  Annapolis  was  ever 
sickly,  and  that  he  got  this  disability  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  and  in  line 
of  duty." 

Captain  Aults,  in  January,  1875,  testified  that  he  was  unable  to  get  the  regiment 
surgeon's  certificate,  from  the  fact  that  on  the  2d  of  April,  1865,  he  was  wounded  and 
left  the  regiment,  and  while  away  from  it  he  took  sicK  and  did  not  get  back  to  the 
regiment  until  it  was  ready  to  be  mustered  out,  in  June,  1865,  and  then  he  did  not  seo 
the  surgeon  ;  and  that  he  was  unable  to  give  the  name  of  the  surgeon  on  the  boat,  be- 
cause he  was  on  the  boat  but  a  short  time,  and  there  were  a  large  number  of  wounded 
to  be  treated  by  the  surgeon,  and  that  he  was  given  **  leave  of  absence"  at  the  hos- 
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2  ELIZABETH   AUIiTS. 

pital  and  ho  went  home.  In  a  deposition  filed  on  12th  of  Septemlier  he  swears :  *'  I 
claim  on  account  of  tuberculosis  contracted  in  April,  1865,  while  being  conveyed  in  s 
steamer  from  City  Point,  Va.,  to  Annapolis,  Md.,  being  wounded  at  the  time." 

Dr.  David  D.  Mahan,  in  August,  1874,  testified  that  ne  well  knew  Ambrose  M.  Aalts 
for  fifteen  years  prior  to  enlistment  in  the  Army,  and  was  his  family  physician  three 
years  prior  thereto,  and  was  at  the  time  of  his  enlistment,  and  knows  that  said  soldier 
was  a  sound  and  hearty  man,  and  free  from  tuberculosis  or  any  disease  of  the  lungs. 

Dr.  J.  F.  Wilson,  on  the  10th  of  August,  1874,  testified  that  "he  well  knew  Capt 
Ambrose  M.  Aults  at  the  time  of  his  discharge  ;  that  he  was  his  family  physician  to 
and  for  him  from  the  date  of  his  discharge,  June  2,  1865,  to  the  year  1873,  and  that  he 
treated  him  during  this  time  for  incipient  tuberculosis.'' 

Dr.  Kowan  Clark,  on  the  10th  of  August,  1877,  testifie<l  that  he  was  the  family  phy- 
sician to  Capt.  Ambrose  M.  Aults  from  October.  1871,  to  August,  1874,  that  he  treated 
him  all  that  time  for  tuberculosis,  or  disease  or  the  lungs. 

Dr.  J.  M.  Smith,  attending  physician  at  the  time  of  Captain  Aults^s  death,  on  the 
17th  of  September,  1875,  testined  that  the  "physical  condition  of  Ambrose  M.  Aults 
from  August,  1874,  to  date  of  death  :  Disorganization  of  greater  portion  of  left  lung, 
with  perceptible  flattening  of  chest-wall  in  infra  and  supra  clavicular  region  ;  tuber- 
cular deposit  in  right  lung  ;  cough^  with  copious  muco-pumlent  expectoration ;  md- 
ual  exhaustion  and  extreme  emaciation,  evidenced  by  hectic  symptoms  ;  active  hem- 
orrhage from  lun^s  February  4, 7,  and  15,  caused  by  breaking  down  of  lung  tissue. 
Died  from  exhaustion  February  17,  1875,  at  1  o'clock  a.  m. 

From  this  mass  of  medical  evidence,  given  by  reputable  and  distinguished  members 
of  the  medical  profession,  the  committee  readily  came  to  the  conclusion  that  Captain 
Avlts  contracted  tuberculosis  whilst  in  the  Army,  and  which  was  the  cause  of  his 
death.  As  the  tuberculosis  was  contracted  whilst  Ambrose  M.  Aults  was  a  first  lieu- 
tenant, his  pension  should  be  at  that  rate. 

The  committee  do  not  hesitate  to  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


sftTH  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

U  Session.       ]  \  No.  543. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30, 1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


f  r.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3077.  ] 

Tie  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (R,  B.  3077) 
granting  a  pension  to  John  L.  Williams^  submit  the  following  report : 

John  L.  Williams  served  as  a  private  in  Company  H,  One  hundred 
nd  ninety-second  Eegiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  from  February 
7,  1865,  to  August  24, 1865. 

He  is  suffering  with  "  scrofula  or  white  swelling,"  according  to  the 
estimony  of  Dr.  Allison,  who  adds,  in  guarded  language,  ^^  and  taking 
lis  oun  statement  and  my  oun  judgment  I  could  not  nor  would  not  say 
•ut  what  he  inherited  the  disease  in  the  Army."  The  doctor  further 
ays  that  when  Williams  came  under  his  treatment  "  his  systim  was  in 

low  Langrued  condition,"  and  the  first  time  he  lanced  his  leg  it  dis- 
harged  over  one  "  haflf  gallon,"  &c.  He  concludes — "  his  constitution  is 
»rokn  doun."  • 

Under  the  care  of  such  a  physician,  the  wonder  is  that  he  escaped 
rith  his  life. 

In  the  absence  of  corroborative  evidence,  the  committee  are  unwill- 
ng  to  say  that  the  scrofula  of  Williams  was  "inherited  in  the  Army," 
md  they  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 
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3th  CONaBESS,  )  SENATE.  i  EEPOBir 

2d  Session.       J  \  No.  544. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


tr.  Ingalls,  troDi  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

^he  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  loas  referred  the  petition  of  Ann 

Fletcher^  submit  the  following  report: 

This  application  was  rejected  at  the  Pension  Office  on  the  ground  that 
he  dependence  of  the  mother  on  her  son  for  support  was  not  satisfac- 
orily  established. 

The  husband  of  claimant  is  still  living,  and  the  family  have  a  com- 
ortable  home  in  Utica,  N.  Y.,  said  to  be  worth  $1,200.  They  are  in 
lumble  circumstances,  and  Mr.  Fletcher  is  in  feeble  health. 

The  soldier  died  in  Andersonville  prison,  and  his  pay  and  bounty 
irere  received  by  his  father. 

The  fact  that  application  for  pension  by  the  mother  was  not  filed  till 
iLpril  12, 1878,  fourteen  years  after  the  death  of  her  son,  seems,  in  the 
fcbsence  of  more  direct  evidence,  to  negative  the  presumption  of  depend- 
tnce. 

The  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  the 
petition. 


{ 


a  Congress,  )  SEi^ATE.  (  Eepobt 

U  Session.       f  <  No.  545. 


IX  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30, 1?S80. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

KEPORT: 

Committee  on  Pensiom^  to  ichom  was  re/erred  the  petition  of  Charles 
W.  Tibbetts,  submit  the  folloiving  report: 

m 

lie  applicant  was  employed  as  a  carpenter  in  tlie  Quartermaster's 
artment.  He  was  injured  at  Giesborougli,  D.  C,  while  constructing 
ading  for  loading  cavalry  horses,  by  the  falling  of  a  stick  of  timber 
is  neck.  His  application  was  rejected  April  16, 1874,  at  the  Pension 
36,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  not  in  the  military  or  naval  service  of 
United  States,  and  consequently  not  pensionable.  The  committee 
;ur  in  this  conclusion,  and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consid- 
ion  of  the  petition. 


Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepoet 

Session.       f  \  No.  545, 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30, 1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


GALLS,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

jmmittee  on  Pensions^  to  ichom  was  re/erred  the  2>etitw7i  of  Charles 
ir.  Tibhetts,  submit  the  following  report: 

applicant  was  employed  as  a  cari>enter  in  tlie  Quartermaster's 
tment.  He  was  injured  at  Giesborough,  D.  C,  while  constructing 
ing  for  loading  cavalry  horses,  by  the  falling  of  a  stick  of  timber 
neck.    His  application  was  rejected  April  16, 1874,  at  the  Pension 

on  the  ground  that  he  was  not  in  the  military  or  naval  service  of 
lited  States,  and  consequently  not  pensionable.  The  committee 
*  in  this  conclusion,  and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consid- 
a  of  the  petition. 
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*H  CoNaEEss,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

2d  Session.       )  \  No.  546. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1557.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions  submit  the  following  report : 

Che  claim  of  Dennis  Smith  was  rejected  at  the  Pension  Ofl&ce  because 
medical  evidence  was  furnished  showing  treatment  while  in  the 
vice  nor  after  his  discharge. 

fo  additional  testimony  has  been  filed  in  support  of  this  application. 
L  inspection  of  the  record  shows  that  he  was  not  treated  in  hospital^ 
1  that  he  was  mustered  out  by  reason,  of  expiration  of  his  term. 
Dhe  committee  can  find  no  ground  for  reversing  the  action  of  the 
mmissioner  and  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 
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PH  CONGEESS,  >  SENATE.  (  EEPOEr 

Zd  Session.       j  )  Ko.  547. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


r.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

he  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Sarah  A. 

Alexander,  submit  the  following  report : 

•  This  case  is  pending  before  the  Pension  Office  waiting  evidence  that 
as  been  asked  and  not  furnished  relative  to  the  petitioner's  dependence 
n  her  son  for  support. 
The  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  its  further  consideration. 
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5th  Congress,  I  SEI^^ATE.  (  Report 

2d  Session.       )  \   No.  548. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Sr.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1323.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions  submit  the  following  report : 

Gano  was  pensioned  October  17,  1871,  from  July  19,  1865,  at  $4  per 
month,  for  chronic  rheumatism.  Subsequently  his  pension  was  increased 
to  $6  per  month  from  September  3,  1872.  He  asks  for  further  increase, 
t)ut  submits  no  additional  evidence.  If  the  rate  now  allowed  him  is  less 
than  that  to  which  he  is  entitled  he  should  apply  to  the  Pension  Office, 
which  has  power  to  flx  a  higher  rate  upon  satisfactory  evidence  of  the 
claimant's  condition.  The  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 
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Vrn  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

2d  Session.       i  .         *  |  No.  549. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Cj*.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  14(>1.] 

The  Gommitiee  on  Pensions  submit  the  following  report: 

George  W.  Staplin  was  granted  a  pension  in  March,  1879,  by  special 
t.  He  asks  arrears  from  June  21,  1865.  Without  denying  the  merit 
the  claim,  the  committee  think  that  justice  to  the  class  of  pensioners 
which  Staplin  belongs  requires  general  legislation  of  some  character 
tecting  all  equally,  and  that,  meantime,  individual  applications  should 
^  postponed. 
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XH  CONGEESS,  )  SENATE.  (  RePOET 

2d  Session.       i  \  No.  550. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880. ^Ordered  to  be  printed. 


^T.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2407.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions  submit  thefolloicing  report : 

Belinda  Curtis,  widow  of  Maj.  Gen.  S.  R.  Curtis,  has  made  no  applica- 

>ti  under  the  general  law  for  the  pension  to  which,  if  the  facts  stated 
the  petition  are  true,  she  would  probably  be  entitled.  No  evidence 
any  description  accompanies  the  case. .  The  petition  is  not  verified. 

Ihe  rule  of  the  committee,  based  upK)n  considerations  of  sound  public. 

>licy,  has  been  not  to  exercise  original  jurisdiction  in  pension  cases, 

^ving  all  parties  to  go  to  the  office  provided  by  law  for  the  determina- 

c^n  of  such  claims. 

The  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 
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Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

2d  Session.        )  \  No.  551. 


IX  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Apkil  30,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


1".  Pendleton,  from  the  Committee  on  ludiau  Aftairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1254.] 

^^he  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  (8.  1254) 
Jor  the  relief  of  Henry  Warren,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration, 
and  submit  the  following  report : 

Under  a  contract  awarded  in  June,  1870,  by  the  proper  authority, 

Jlenry  Warren  was  engaged  in  furnishing  corn  to  the  quartermaster's 

<lepartment  at  Fort  Griffin,  Texas.     Having  to  pass  over  a  stretch  of 

iiiuety  miles  of  wild,  uninhabited  country,  which  was  frequently  raided 

l>y  marauding  Indians,  it  was  difficult  for  him  to  procure  transportation, 

as  men  would  not  risk  their  liv^es  and  property  in  such  service  except  at 

very  high  wages.    To  avoid  paying  tliese  heavy  rates,  and  make  sure 

of  promptly  tilling  his  contract,  the  claimant  i>urchased  his  own  wagon 

and  mules  in  Saint  Louis,  and  was  proceeding  in  the  execution  of  his 

contract  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  government. 

Kumors  of  Indian  raids  having  reached  him,  he  applied  to  the  com- 
mander at  Fort  Griffin  for  an  infantry  escort,  for  which  he  ottered  to 
furnish  transportation,  but  soldiers  could  not  be  spared  for  such  service. 
The  commander,  however,  supplied  arms  sufficient  to  arm  each  teamster. 
On  the  18th  day  of  May,  1871,  while  on  the  road  to  Fort  Griffin  in 
execution  of  his  contract,  his  train  was  suddenly  attacked  in  the  open 
prairie  by  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  Indians  of  the  Kiowa  tribe,  under 
San-tanta,  their  principal  chief;  the  wagon-master  and  six  of  the  team- 
sters were  murdered.  One  of  them,  falling  alive  into  the  hands  of  his 
Bavage  captors,  was  barbarously  tied  to  a  wagon  wheel  and  burnt ;  the 
train  was  pillaged,  the  animals  killed  or  driven  off,  to  the  number  of 
thirty-six,  the  corn  scattered  over  the  ground,  where  it  was  so  injured  by 
a  heavy  rain  that  it  was  sold  for  twenty  dollars,  and  the  harness  and 
wagon  furniture  carried  away  or  so  damaged  that,  with  the  broken  and 
disabled  wagons,  the  whole  was  sold  for  $500. 

His  wagons  being  thus  left  in  a  disabled  condition  sixty-five  miles 
from  Fort  Griffin,  the  claimant  alleges  that  he  was  put  to  great  expense 
in  replacing  his  teams  and  obtaining  corn  to  fill  his  contract,  and  heavy 
consequential  damages  were  sustained  by  him  on  account  of  the  inter- 
ruption of  his  business  and  the  heavy  rates  he  was  compelled  to  pay 
for  transportation. 

The  marauding  Indians  went  with  their  pillaged  property  directly  to 
Fort  Sill,  and  openly  boasted  of  their  deed  in  the  presence  of  General 
Sherman,  who  happened  to  be  there,  and  of  their  agent.  By  Sherman's 
orders  three  of  the  ringleaders,  including  San-tanta,  were  arrested. 
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They  were  subsequeutly  delivered  to  the  civil  authorities  of  Texas,  and 
two  of  them  were  indicted  for  murder,  convicted,  and  sentenced  to  be 
hung,  which  sentence  was  subsequently  commuted  to  imprisonment  for 
life.  On  the  25th  day  of  August,  1871,  within  ten  miles  of  the  scene  of 
his  former  disaster,  the  train  of  Henry  Warren  was  attacked  by  a  band 
of  Cheyenne  Indians,  who  drove  oft'  twenty-one  mules  and  one  hoi se, 
seriously  damaging  him,  aside  from  the  loss  of  his  stock,  by  the  injury 
sustained  by  the  corn  and  detention  of  the  train.  By  reason  of  these 
losses  Mr.  Warren  was  reduced  from  a  condition  of  independence,  bis 
profitable  business  was  broken  up,  and  he  was  forced  to  take  service  at 
a  small  salary. 

The  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  the  Kiowa  and  Comanche 
tribes  of  Indians,  proclaimed  August  25,  1868,  declared  that — 

If  bad  men  amoiiij;  the  Indiann  shall  commit  a  Nvrong  or  depredatiou  npon  the 
person  or  property  of  any  one,  white,  black,  or  Indians,  snbject  to  the  anthority  of 
the  United  States  and  at  peace  therewith,  the  tribes  herein  named  solemnly  agiw* 
that  they  will,  on  proof  made  to  their  agent  and  notice  by  him,  deliver  up  the  wrong- 
doer to  the  United  States,  to  be  tried  and  punished  according  to  \ts  laws,  and  in  ca.se 
they  willfully  refuse  so  to  do,  the  person  injured  shall  be  reimbursed  for  his  loss  from 
the  annuities  or  other  moneysdue  or  to  become  due  to  them  under  this  or  other  treaties 
made  with  the  United  States.  And  the  President,  on  advising  with  the  CommissioDer 
of  Indian  Affairs,  shall  prescribe  such  rules  and  regulations  for  ascertainiug  damages 
under  the  provisions  of  this  article  as  in  his  judgment  may  be  proper;  but  no  such 
damages  shall  be  adjusted  and  paid  until  thoroughly  examined  and  passed  upon  by 
the  Commissioner  ol  Indian  Affairs  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior;  and  no  one  sus- 
taining loss  while  violating,  or  because  of  his  violating,  the  provisions  of  this  treaty 
or  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  reimbursed  therefor. 

Precisely  the  same  provision  is  contained  in  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Cheyenne  and  Arapahoe  tribes  of  Indians,  con- 
cluded October  28,  18G7. 

The  proof  of  Mr.  Warren's  claim  under  the  rules  and  regulations  pre- 
scribed is  of  the  most  complete  and  ample  description,  and  after  exam- 
ination the  Secret^/ry  of  the  Interior  allowed  it  to  an  amount,  with  sab- 
sequent  accrued  interest,  corresponding  to  that  named  in  this  bill,  anil 
recommended  its  payment.  The  Indians  charged  with  the  robberies 
admitted  them  fully,  and  made  partial  restitution  by  returning  a  num- 
ber of  the  animals  taken,  but  in  a  broken-down  condition,  and  a  few 
others  stolen  from  other  sources  and  subsequently  reclaimed  fi-om  War- 
ren by  their  true  owners.  Allowance  for  their  value  was  duly  made  in 
the  examination  of  the  claim  by  the  Interior  Department.  Beside  the 
punishment  of  Kiowas  as  above  cited,  twenty  of  the  Cheyennes^or  com- 
plicity in  that  and  other  crimes,  were  arrested  and  confined  at  Fort  Ma- 
rion, Fla.,  until  1878.  Xone  of  these  captives  were  voluntarily  surren- 
dered by  their  tribes  under  the  treaties,  nor  were  any  others  either  cajv 
tur^d  or  surrendered,  nor  was  any  further  restitution  made  for  the  loss. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


STATEMENT. 

Weatherford,  Parker  County,  Texas, 

October  2,  ICT'2. 
To  the  Hon.  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs, 

WasliUujton  City^  D.  C, : 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  certain  additional  affidavits  relative  to 
my  claim  for  damages  on  account  of  Indian  <lei)redations  in  Texas,  by  which  certain 
of  my  property  was  <*aptured  and  destroyed.  These  claims  of  mine — the  Indians  com- 
mitting the  depreilation.s,  and  the  animals  stolen  being  clearly  and  without  doubt 
traced  directly  to  the  reservations  set  apart  by  the  United  States  for  these  Indian*— 
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assume  a  clearness  of  proof,  coupled  with  the  undoubted  responsibility  of  these  Indians 
under  treaty  obligations  to  make  i^ood  to  me  my  loss  and  damage  inflicted  by  them, 
that.  I  feel  at  liberty  to  address  this  statement  to  vou  in  order  to  endeavor  to  clearly 
set  forth  my  view  of  the  case,  recapitulate  the  evidence,  and  sustain  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  amounts  claimed  by  me  against  the  United  States  on  account  of 
the  Kiowa  and  Cheyenne  tribes  of  reserve  Indians. 

First.  In  order  to  give  you  a  fair  understanding  of  the  country'  in  which  these  cap- 
tures and  murders  took  place,  I  will  endeavor  to  give  you  an  idea  of  its  desolateuess, 
and  the  utter  impossibility  of  repairing  any  such  damages  as  I  sustained,  without 
great  loss  of  time  and  money. 

Weatherford  (my  place  of  residence)  is  the  last  town  of  any  importance  upon  this 
northwest  frontier  of  Texas.  The  country  between  this  place  and  the  military  post  of 
Fort  Griftin,  in  Shackelford  County,  is  a  wild,  uninhabited  district,  consisting  of  wide- 
spreading,  high  prairie  land,  with  here  and  there  a  belt  of  timber  on  the  few  water 
courses.  For  thirty  or  forty  miles  west  of  hero  a  few  scattered  cattle-ranches  are  to  be 
found,  but  beyond  these  lies  a  waste  given  over  to  large  herds  of  Texas  cattle  as  a 
pawtiire,  and  only  ventured  into  by  Indians  or  such  white  men  as  have  cattle  to  hunt 
up,  or  those  having  business  with  the  government  at  the  military  posts.  All  such 
persons  venture  iuto  this  section  only  when  heavily  armed  and  in  large  parties.  In 
June,  1870,  I  wjw  awarded  the  contract  of  furnishing  com  to  the  quartermaster's  de- 
partment at  Fort  Griftin.  I  soon  found,  after  commencing  to  buy  and  ship  corn  to  this 
post,  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  keej>  up  the  supply  of  grain  at  the  post  if 
I  depended  upon  the  local  transportation  here.  Every  pound  of  corn  had  to  be  hauled 
in  mule  or  ox  wagons,  distances  from  120  to  200  miles,  90  miles  of  which  distance, 
between  Forts  Richardson  and  Griftin,  is  known  as  the  most  dangerous  road  to  travel 
over  which  exists  in  the  United  States,  on  account  of  the  continued  raids  of  the 
Comanche,  Kiowa,  and  Cheyenne  Indians  from  Fort  Sill  and  Cheyenne  Reservations, 
located  in  the  Indian  Territory,  just  north  of  Red  River,  on  the  borders  of  this  State, 
there  absolutely  being  a  portion  of  the  road  thirteen  miles  in  length  where  the  graxes 
of  twenty-two  men,  wantonly  murdered  by  these  Indians,  can  be  counted  by  the  way- 
side. Over  this  country,  I  found  I  could  not  get  men  to  go  without  protection  of  some 
kind,  and  even  then  they  did  not  care  to  risk  their  property  and  lives,  and  conse<iuently 
charged  exorbitant  rates  of  freight,  to  pay  which  was  ruinous  to  me,  and  on  the  other 
hand,  to  fail  in  my  contract,  being  under  bond  to  the  United  States,  was  also  ruin.  In 
this  dilemma  I  sent  to  Missouri  and  purchased  my  own  transportation,  of  good  mule 
wagons  thoroughlj'  eciuipped,  and  large,  tine  American  mules,  expressly  for  use  in  my 
contracting  business.  This  transportation  did  not  arrive  in  Texas  until  December, 
1870,  and  were  immediately  put  on  the  road. 

In  February,  1871,  rumors  of  Indians  having  been  seen  in  the  country,  and  large 
quantities  of  stock  being  stolen,  I  applied  to  the  commanding  othcer  at  Fort  Gritfin  tor 
an  infantry  escort  to  be  hauled  in  my  wagons  for  protection.  Not  having  any  men  to 
spare,  he  furnished  me  a  sutUcient  number  of  carbines  to  arm  each  teamster.  The 
train  went  on  with  its  regular  trips  between  Weatherford  and  Fort  Griftin,  never 
being  molested  until  the  unfortunate  18th  day  of  May,  1871,  when  suddenly,  while 
peacefully  traveling  on  the  main  roa<l,  about  sixty-tive  miles  from  Weatherford,  and 
■when  they  were  just  entering  upon  the  terrible  thirteen  miles  of  road  before  referred 
to,  they  were  rushed  upon,  on  the  open  prairie,  by  a  band  of  150  Kiowa  Indians,  com- 
manded by  San*tan-ta,  a  chief  who  signed  the  very  treaty  of  peace  between  his  tribe 
and  the  United  States  under  which  he  was  being  fed  and  protected  at  the  Fort  Sill 
Reservation.  Before  the  train  had  time  to  properly  corral  for  protection  they  were 
surrounded  and  the  wagon-master  almost  instantly  killed.  In  the  ensuing  fight  for 
their  lives,  seven  of  the  teamsters  were  killed,  the  rest  abandoning  the  train  and 
escaping  to  the  protection  of  the  timber,  when  the  Indians  relaxed  their  pursuit,  and 
returned  to  sack  and  pillage  the  wagons  and  to  drive  oft*  the  mules.  The  men  escaping 
being  on  foot  in  a  wild,  uninhabited  country,  news  of  the  disaster  did  not  reach  me 
until  the  night  of  the  19th  May,  1871.  I  was  obliged  to  fit  out  and  obtain  an  escort 
for  another  of  my  trains  of  eight  wagons  and  dispatch  them  to  the  place  of  murder,  in 
order  to  haul  in  what  the  savages  had  left  of  my  pro])erty ,  standing  in  a  desert  country 
sixty-five  miles  distant  from  any  help,  the  condirion  of  which  property  is  plainly  set 
forth  in  afiidavits  furnished,  of  particH  who  were  on  the  spot,  and  had  examined  the  property 
elonelyj  with  the  view  of  swearing  to  its  condition.  Immediately  after  this  heavy  blow  to 
my  business,  I  was  obliged  to  raise  money  at  a  ruinous  sacrifice  of  property  in  order 
to  meet  my  most  pressing  needs  in  being  obliged  to  hire  local  transportation  at  exor- 
bitant rates,  and  to  purchase  more  com  to  replace  that  lost,  in  order  to  go  on  with 
and  complete  my  contract  with  the  government.  Hardly  had  I  recovered  from  this 
disaster  when,  in  August,  1871,  another  of  my  trains  similarly  loaded  with  corn  for 
Fort  Grittin,  and  traveling  the  same  road,  was  set  up'^n  by  a  band  of  Cheyenne  Indians, 
at  a  point  about  ten  miles  distant  from  the  scene  of  the  former  disaster;  said  Indians 
running  oft*  twenty-one  of  the  best  mules,  and  one  horse  I  had  in  the  train. 

Thus  my  loaded  wagons  were  left  on  a  desert  road,  crippled  and  unable  to  proceed, 
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when  every  day's  delay  was  costing  nie  in  expense  of  train  at  least  fifty  dollarH.  Part 
of  the  loading  the  wagon-master  was  obliged  to  abandon  in  order  to  lighten  bis  wagons, 
so  that  he  could  push  on  to  Fort  Griffin,  and  all  of  the  com  wa«  more  or  leas  injoiud 
by  its  delay  on  the  road,  becoming  damp  and  musty,  and  a  great  deal  of  it  being  re- 
jected by  the  goverment.  In  this  second  disaster  I  suftered  an  ahaolute  motirif  ?ow  for 
property  abandoned  and  delay  of  train  of  nearly  $3,000,  besides  the  loss  of  the  mules. 
This,  coupled  with  my  former  loss,  so  crippled  me  in  business  that  I  was  obliged  to 
discontinue  and  seek  some  new  channel  in  which  to  start  life  anew.  Not  until  Octo- 
ber, 1871,  did  I  become  aware  that  I  could  recover  any  of  my  lost  mnles,  at  which  time 
I  was  in  Washington  City.  In  November  I  sent  my  agent,  Mr.  I.  C.  DuBose,  to  Fort 
Sill,  to  receive  wliat  mules  of  my  brand  he  could  find,  which  had  been  recovered  from 
the  Indians,  who  had  already  had  the  use  of  the  mules  some  seven  or  eight  monthii. 
Mr.  DuBose  received  from  Mr.  Tatum  thirty-five  mules  and  one  horse,  and  from 
Mr.  Darlington  twelve  animals.  Attached  to  the  inclosed  affidavit  of  I.  C.  DuBoae  are 
the  duplicates  of  the  receipts  given  to  the  above-named  agents  by  Mr.  DoBose.  in 
which  he  has  clearly  set  forth  the  condition  and  cla^  of  tlie  animals  received  by  him, 
only  ten  of  which  he  recognized  as  being  of  my  brand.  To  those  receipts  I  respect- 
fully call  your  attention.  Those  mentioned  as  small  an<l  inferior  were  Mexican  or  In- 
dian mules,  such  as  sell  in  Texas  at  from  .^*25  to  ^30  a  head,  and  those  branded  U.  S. 
were  old  broken  down  Government  mules,  worn  out  by  many  years  of  hanl  service. 
Thus  the  mules  returned  to  me  in  the  dead  of  winter  at  an  Indian  ix»8ervation  (20<) 
miles  from  my  home),  in  the  midst  of  an  nnhabited  country  infested  by  hostile  triljes 
of  Indians,  were  far  from  being  of  the  same  quality  or  in  the  same  condition  as  those 
fine  mules  which  had  cost  in  Saint  Louis  from  $150  t<»  $165  per  head,  and  which  the 
Indians  had  stolen  from  me  eight  months  before.  Upon  the  arrival  of  this  herd  ot* 
animals  at  Weatherford,  a  valuation  (by  disinterested  parties)  was  made  of  them  of 
$60  per  head,  at  which  price  I  was  obliged  to  dispose  of  them.  Several  of  these  mnle!^ 
were  of  course  worth  more  than  this  amount ;  for  instance,  some  being  valueil  at  $150 
each,  but  the  mixture  of  the  almost  worthless  Mexican  and  old  Government  muleti 
brought  down  the  average  of  the  entire  herd  to  the  figure  of  $80  per  head,  which,  a»  the 
affidavits  furiiished  show,  was  considered  a  fair  and  just  valuation  for  all  parties  con- 
cerned. This  is  all  the  return  which  1  have  ever  received  for  my  entire  loss  and  damage 
sustained.  What  was  left  of  my  wagons  an<l  com  I  sold  Hot  a  nominal  sum  of  money  at 
Weatherford  (see  affidavit  I.  C.  DuBose),  besides  incurring  the  expense  of  sending 
after  the  destroyed  train,  and  afterwards  in  sending  an  agent  and  supplying  henlere 
to  bring  the  retunied  mules  from  Ftirt  Sill  to  Weatlierford.  In  the  affidavit  of  I.  C. 
DuBose  it  will  be  seen  that  two  of  these  mules  returned,  of  those  branded  V.  S.,  were 
seized  and  taken  from  liiui  by  a  government  officer  as  government  pix>j>erty,  and  that 
one  was  claimed  and  taken  from  him  by  the  El  Paso  mail  company  as  being  one  of 
their  animals  formerly  stolen  by  these  reservation  Indians.  Therefore  my  account  of 
animals  stolen  and  returned  stands  thus: 

Stolen  Mav  18,1871 1  41 

Stolen  August*25,  1871 1  il 

Reclaimed  by  owners  in  Texa^s 3 

Total 2  €o 

Returned  by  Agent  Tatum  to  DuBose '2  46 

Making  a  balance  due  me  of 19 

of  the  finality  and  condition  of  my  own  mules  stolen  by  the  Indians. 

As  for  the  amount  of  consequential  damages,  I  hold  that  they  are  exceedingly  reji- 
sonable  and  just,  and  only  in  accordance  with  the  fairness  and  justness  of  my  entire 
claim.  Nearly  three  years  will  probably  elapse  from  the  time  of  the  depredation  l>e- 
fore  I  shall  be  able  to  recover  any  portion  of  my  claim,  during  all  of  which  time  I  am 
deprived  of  the  use  of  my  capital,  and  have  been  obliged  to  visit  Washington  City 
three  or  four  times.  I  hold  that  the  government  is  most  <lirectly  interested  in  recov- 
ering this  «lamage  of  mine  from  the  Indians  and  paying  for  the  spuie,  as  the  robbery 
and  attending  murders  were  committed  by  the  very  chiefs  of  the  tribes  who  were  sup- 
posed to  be  living  at  peace  with  the  people  of  the  United  States.  The  signatures  of 
the  very  chiefs  concerned,  Satanta  and  Big  Tree,  being  actually  appended  to  the 
treaties."  As  to  the  provisions  of  those  tpeaties  and  the  agreements  therein  I  need  not 
speak ;  to  you  they  arc  well  known.  The  attack  upon  antl  the  capture  of  my  pro|>ertT 
was  entirely  unprovoked,  and  the  place  far  remote  from  the  reservation  and  home  of 
these  Indians,  which  clearly  proves  that  this  attack  and  the  attending  munler  of  eight 
innocent  men  was  the  result  of  a  cold-blooded  and  deliberate  premeditation,  deaigne<l 
against  a  people  of  a  section  of  country  who  had  never  injured  them,  and  who  trusted 
to  the  strong  arm  of  the  government  and  the  faith  of  treaties  for  protection  to  lives 
and  property,  and  doubly  so  in  my  own  particular  case,  from  the  fact  of  my  property 
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lieing  actually  engaged  iu  the  service  of  the  government  at  tiie  time  of  its  destruction^ 
and  that  I  h«ad  been  actually  compelled  on  account  of  my  obligations  and  contract 
with  the  United  States  Quartermiister's  Department  to  purchase  this  particular  class 
of  prox>erty,  and  risk  it  in  such  a  dangerous  and  hostile  country  as  our  Indian  frontier. 
Had  I  done  aught  to  excite  the  revenge  of  these  Indians  then  I  should  not  so  strongly 
feel  the  justness  of  my  claim,  but  such  a  cold-blooded,  brutal  a^ault,  with  such  de- 
struction of  life  and  property,  as  I  have  been  called  upon  to  bear,  calls  loudly  for 
reparation  at  the  hands  of  these  Kiowa  and  Chevenne  Indians,  deprived  a«  I  have 
been  at  one  blow  of  means  of  making  a  livelihood  and  of  property  onlj'  accumulated 
after  several  yeara  of  hard  and  rough  work  on  the  frontier.  Had  the  entire  amount 
of  my  claims  been  [»aid  to  me  on  presentation  it  would  no  more  than  have  compen- 
sated ine  for  my  loss  and  distress  in  closing  out  my  business. 

For  a  statement  of  my  claims  as  they  now  stand  I  would  respectfully  call  attentiou 
to  the  following : 

Amount  of  claim  May  18,  1871,  Kiowa $29,732  5a 

Thirty-six  animals  returned,  at  §80  each,  $2,880,  less  three  animals  re- 
claimed in  Texas,  1240 '. 2,640  00 

Balance  ilue  from  Kiowas 27, 092  50 

Amount  of  claim  August  24,  1871,  Cheyenne 19,352  50 

Twelve  animals  returned,  :^0  per  head 960  09 

Balance  due  from  Cheyennes 9, 392  50 

These  amounts  I  hold  to  be  not  only  just  but  extremely  reasonable  and  eminently 
due  to  me  as  compensation,  my  ease  being  such  a  hard  one  and  my  loss  so  complete^ 
and  the  Indians  coming  directly  from  a  reservation  set  apart  as  their  home  by  the 
government,  and  withoul  provocation  of  any  kind  wantonly  robbing  me  of  the  bulk 
of  my  entire  property,  and  then  deliberately  returning  to  their  reservation  for  pro- 
tection from  the  expected  pursuit  from  Texas,  and  boasting  of  their  bloody  deed  as- 
l»eing  worthy  of  comniendalion.  It  cannot  be  pleaded  in  excuse  or  palliation  of  their 
crime  and  Iheft  that  this  deed  of  violence  was  an  act  of  retaliation  in  savage  warfare 
by  a  tribe  of  Indians  beyond  the  control  of  the  government.  Our  people  are  not  at 
war  with  the  Kiowas,  nor  do  we  ever  seek  to  injure  or  disturb  them. 

The  copy  of  the  extracted  report  of  Colonel  McKenzie,  Fourth  Cavalry  (tiled  with 
my  claim),  who  followed  with  his  command  the  trail  of  these  savages  from  the  scene 
of  disaster  directly  to  their  reservation  clearly  proves  the  responsibility  of  these  re- 
serve Indians  for  the  deed,  and  the  treaty  duly  drawn  up  and  signed  by  tVie  very  chiefs 
concerned  in  the  outrage,  makes  them  and  their  tribes  fully  accountable  to  me  for  all 
my  loss  and  damage  due  to  their  depredations. 

I  have  been  very  careful  and  considerate  in  drawing  up  my  claims,  nor  do  I  claim 
one  cent  in  excess  of  what  I  think  I. am  justly  entitled  to,  and  what  the  evidence  in 
the  cases  fully  sustains.  I  have  taken  the  liberty  of  addressing  this  strong  personal 
statement  of  my  case  to  you,  with  the  renuest  that  it  be  filed  with  the  other  papers 
pertaining  to  my  case,  in  order  to  set  forth  a  recapitulation  of  the  evidence  and  cir- 
cumstances of  mv  claim.  I  trust  1  have  made  no  statement  in  this  letter  which  the 
sworn  evidence  of  the  atHdavits  tiled  does  not  fully  sustain  and  prove. 

With  the  greatest  respect,  allow  me  to  subscribe  mvself  vour  most  obedient  servant, 

HENRY  WARREN. 


The  Unitki>  States  to  Henry  Warren,  Dr. 

For  amount  of  depredations  committed  by  the  Comanche  and  Kiowa  Indians,  in  the 
county  of  Young,  in  the  State  of  Texas,  to  wit,  the  stealing,  carrying  off,  and  destruc- 
tion, on  the  18th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1871,  of  the  following-descrrbed  property,  viz: 

Forty-one  large  American  mules,  valued  at  ^200  each $8, 200  00 

One  saddle-hoi-se,  valued  at  S175 175  00 

Forty  sets  mule-harness,  valued  at  $45  per  set 1 ,  800  00 

Ten  four-mule  freight- wagons,  valued  at  $200  each 2, 000  00 

Ten  heavy  duck  wagon-sheets,  valued  at  $.*)5  each 350  00 

Ten  wagon-saddles,  valued  at  $20  each 200  00 

Ten  saddle-blankets,  valued  at  $3  each 30  00 

Ten  wagon- whips,  valued  at  $5  each 50  00 

One  riding-saddle,  bridle,  and  blanket,  valued  at  $40 40  00 

Five  hundred  and  fifty  bushels  corn,  shelled  and  sacked,  at  $2.25  per  bushel.  1,  %X7  50 

Five  Spencer  carbines,  valued  at  $30  each 150  OO 
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Neck-halters,  blacksmith  tools,  mess-kits,  ammunition,  water-bucket*,  extra 

collars,  axes,  hatchets,  &c.,  say $o03  00 

Also  for  the  amount  of  actual  damage  and  loss  in  business  sustained  by  me 
in  the  capture  of  the  aforesaid  train  loaded  with  corn,  caused  by  inter- 
ruption and  stoppage  of  my  entire  business  for  above  a  month ;  having  to 
hire  transportation  at  a  heavy  rate  of  freight  to  take  corn  to  Fort  Griffin, 
Texas,  to  comply  with  my  contract  for  furnishing  corn  to  the  quarter- 
master's department  at  that  post;  my  credit  being  shaken  by  so  great  a 
pecuniarj^  loss,  and  the  consequent  lessening  of  my  capital,  and  being 
forced  to  raise  money  to  pay  off  creditors,  and  beside  all  the  loss  of  the 
use  of  my  train,  which  yielded  me  an  income  of  about  one  thousand  dol- 
lars per  mouth,  and  other  causes  too  numerous  to  mention,  say 15.000  00 


Total 29,732  50 

Making  an  aggregate  of  :^29,732.50,  none  of  which  has  been  regained  by  me  except 
the  remains  of  the  wagons  (which  were  so  badly  cut  up  and  burnt  as  to  be"  worthless) 
and  about  five  thousand  pounds  of  musty,  damp  corn,  hauled  to  Fort  Griffin,  Texas, 
l>y  a  government  train,  by  order  of  General  W.  T.  Sherman,  United  States  Army. 

Witness  my  hand,  at  Weatherford,  Parker  Countv,  Texa«,  this  *28th  day  of  Mav, 
A.  D.  1871. 

HENRY  WARREN. 
State  of  Texas,  County  of  Parker,  88 : 

This  day  personally  appeared  before  me,  in  said  county  of  Parker,  Henry  Warren, 
to  me  personally  known,  who  ma<le  oath  that  the  corn-train  rcferrexl  to  in  the  fore- 
going account  by  him  signed  was  actually  taken  and  destroyed  by  the  Comanche 
and  Kiowa  Indians,  and  have  never  been  regained  by  him,  and  that  he  verily  l>elieve» 
the  valuation  and  damage  as  set  forth  in  said  account  to  be  just  and  correct.  And  1 
furthermore  certify  that  the  said  Heury  Warren  is  a  man  of  respectability,  whoee 
statements  are  entitled  to  full  credit  and  belief. 

Given  under  mv  hand  and  seal  of  office,  at  Weatherford,  Parker  Countv,  Texas,  this 
davof  A.  b.  1871. 

[L.  s.]"^  SAM.  H.  MILLIKEN, 

(lei-k  District  Court y  Parker  County ,  TtxM. 


The  United  States  to  Henry  Warren,  Dr. 

To  amount  of  depredations  committed  by  the  Indians  in  the  county  of  Jack,  in  th^ 
State  of  Texas,  to  wit,  the  stealing  and  carrying  oflf  in  the  year  1871  from  me  the  fol- 
lowing property,  to  wit: 

Twenty-one  large  American  mules,  at  $200  each f  4, 200  00 

One  mare,  valued  at  $175 175  00 

Making  an  aggregate  of  $4,375,  and  the  said  animals  or  x)ayment  therefor 

has  never  been  regained  by  me. 

Also  for  damages  accruing  for  three  weeks'  detention  of  a  train  of  eight  six- 
mule  teams,  at  $40  per  day 840  OO 

For  one  hundred  and  fifty  bushels  of  corn  abandoned  and  destroyed  in  order 
to  lighten  train,  at  $2.25  per  bushel .* 337  50 

For  damage  to  wagons,  breakage,  &c.,  on  road ,         300  00 

And  for  general  damage  in  loss  of  capital  and  use  of  the  animals,  say 4,500  W 

Total 10,352  50 

Making  an  aggregate  of  $10, 352.50,  none  of  which  has  ever  been  regained  by  me. 
Witness  mv  hand  at  Jacksborough,  Tex.,  this  18th  dav  of  September,  A.  D.  1771. 

HENRY  WARREN. 
State  of  Texas,  County  of  Jack,  M.- 
Person ally  appeared  before  me,  in  said  county  of  Jack,  Henry  Warren,  who  made 
oath  that  the  mules  and  mare  referred  to  in  the  foregoing  account  by  him  signed  were 
actually  taken  and  carried  off  by  Indians,  and  have  never  been  regained  by  him,  and 
that  he  verily  believes  the  valuation  of  said  mules  and  mare  set  forth  in  said  account 
to  be  correct  and  just.  And  I  furthermore  certify  that  the  said  Henry  Warren  is  a  man 
of  respectability  and  entitled  to  credit  in  his  statement*. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  this  18th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1871,  at 
Jaeksborough,  Jack  Countv,  Texas. 

[L.  8.]  '  JAS.  R.  ROBINSON, 

Clerk  District  Court,  Jack  County,  teiat. 
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We,  the  imdersigned,  Wilbnni  Brnmniett  and  D.  C.  Brown,  citizens  of  Jack  County, 
Texas,  do  hereby  certify  that,  to  our  knowle<lge,  twenty-one  mules  and  one  mare,  be- 
longing to  Henry  Warren,  of  Weatherford,  Tex.,  were  captured  and  carried  off  by  the 
Comanche  Indians  in  the  month  of  August,  A.  D.  J"^!,  in  the  county  of  Jack,  State  of 
Texas,  and  that  we  have  examined  the  foregoing  account  of  the  said  Henry  Warren, 
amounting  to  $10,:^2.r)0,  and  tind  the  animals  put  at  the  market  price  in  this  section 
of  country,  and  consiiler  his  claim  for  damages  just  and  reasonable.  And  we  further 
state  that  we  have  no  interest  whatever  in  said  claim,  neither  direct  or  contingent. 

Witness  our  hands  this  IHth  day  of  Si»ptember,  A.  D.  l-^Tl. 

WILBURX  BRUMMETT. 
D.  C.  BROWN. 
State  of  Texas,  County  of  Jack^  ss: 

This  day  personally  appeared  before  me  Wilbum  Brunimett  and  D.  C.  Brown,  to  mo 
personally  known,  who  signed  and  made  oath  to  the  foregoing  statement.  And  I  fur- 
ther certify  that  the  said  Wilbum  Brummett  and  D.  C.  Brown  are  persons  of  respect- 
ability AuA  entitled  to  credit  in  their  statements. 

Given  under  mv  hand  and  seal  of  office,  at  Jacksborough,  Jack  Countv,  Texas,  this 
18th  dav  of  September,  A.  D,  1871. 

[L.  s.*]  JAS.  R.  ROBINSON, 

Clerk  Disirict  Courts  Jack  County ^  Texas. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington  J  March  25,  1880. 
Hon.  George  H.  Pendleton, 

United  States  Senate: 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  4th  instant, 
incloAing  S.  1254,  entitled  *'A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Warren,"  which  provides  for 
the  payment  of  the  sum  of  i|  15,867.50,  in  full  satisfaction  for  damages  sustained  by 
reason  of  the  capture  of  his  trains  an<l  destruction  of  proi>erty  by  Kiowa,  Comanche, 
and  Cheyenne  Indians  in  1871,  while  said  Warren  was  freighting  supplies  to  Fort  Grif- 
fin, Texas. 

In  reply  to  the  interrogatories  presented  in  your  letter,  your  attention  is  respectfully 
invited  to  the  inclosed  letter,  dated  the  23d  instant,  from  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs,  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred  for  report;  also  to  the  inclosures  noted 
therein.     S.  1254  is  also  respectfully  returned. 

The  papers  originally  filed  in  the  claim  of  Henry  Warren  were  transmitted  to  the 
Speaker  House  of  Representatives,  January  19,  1874. 
Very  respectfully, 

C.  SCHURZ,  Se^etary. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 

fVashington,  March  23, 1880. 
The  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior  : 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  by  your  reference  of  a  letter  dated 
4th  instant,  from  Hon.  George  H.  PeiKUetou,  inclosing  Senate  bill  No.  1254,  for  the  re- 
lief of  Henry  Warren,  for  damages  sustained  by  him  on  account  of  the  destruction  of 
his  property  by  Kiowa,  Comanche,  and  Cheyenne  Indians,  in  May,  1871.  And  to  the 
first  inquiry  made,  whether  or  not  the  ^^wrong-doers"  were  delivered  up,  according  to 
the  terms  of  the  treaties  made  with  them  in  1868,  and,  if  so,  after  w^hat  lapse  of  time, 
&c.,  I  have  respectfully  to  state,  that  three  of  the  five  lejwlers  engaged  in  the  raid 
referred  to  were  arrested  by  the  militarj-,  on  the  request  of  their  agent,  about  one 
month  after  they  ha<l  committed  the  depredation,  and  were  taken  to  Texas  for  trial ; 
one  of  them,  for  attempting  to  kill  a  soldier  before  arriving  there,  was  shot ;  the  other 
two  were  tried  by  the  civil  court  at  Jacksborough,  Texas,  and  sentenced  to  be  hung, 
which  was  subse<iuently  commuted  to  life-imprisonment ;  and  the  governor  of  Tex.os, 
some  two  years  thereafter,  delivered  them  up  to  their  agent,  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  department,  and  they  were  released. 

Others  who  had  been  engaged  in  the  raid  upon  the  train  of  Mr.  Warren,  and  had 
committed  other  depredations  in  Texas,  were  apprehended  and  taken  in  charge  by  the 
militarj',  and  in  1874  seventy  of  the  ringleaders  were  selected  and  taken  by  the  War 
Department  to  Fort  Marion,  Florida,  and  there  held  as  prisoners  until  the  summer  of 
1878,  when  they  were  restored  to  their  respective  agencies. 

In  reply  to  the  inquiry  made  as  to  "whether  the  President  has  prescribed  rules  and 
regulations  for  ascertaining  damages  under  the  provisions  of  the  said  first  article  of 
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the  treaty  referred  to ;  and  whether  the  damages  alleged  to  have  been  sustained  l»jr 
said  Henry  Warren  have  been  examined  and  passed  ni>on  by  the  Commissioner  of  In- 
dian Affairs  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior"  I  have  to  state  that,  from  the  date  of 
the  adoption  of  said  treaty  of  1868  up  to  1872,  no  claims  arising  from  depredations 
committed  by  Indians  who  were  parties  to  the  treaty  were  examined  or  passed  upon 
by  the  office,  and  hence  no  request  was  made  for  the  adoption  of  any  rules  and  regu- 
lations contemplated  in  the  treaty. 

By  an  act  of  Congress  approved  May  29,  1872,  V.  S.  Statutes,  vol.  17,  page  190,  Con- 
cress  made  provision  for  the  adoption  of  rules  applicable  tp  all  claims  arising  from 
depredations  of  Indians,  and  I  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  the  rules  and  regulation*  of 
the  department,  prepared  in  pursuance  of  said  act. 

On  tne  29th  of  September,  1873,  the  claim  of  Mr.  Warren,  after  it  had  been  inverti- 
gated  by  the  agent  in  compliance  with  Kule  4  of  said  rules,  wa«  examined  by  tbe 
office  as  prescribed  in  Rule  5,  and  all  the  papers  in  the  case  were  transmitt^,  withi 
report,  to  the  department,  and  by  the  department  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  Jtnn- 
ary  19,  1874 ;  and  the  office  has  no  information  respecting  said  claim  other  than  thit 
contained  in  the  papei"s  and  rei)ort  referred  to.  A  copy  of  the  rei>ort  is  herewith  ia- 
closod. 

Verv  respectfullv,  vour  obedient  servant, 

R.  E.  TROWBRIDGE, 

Comm\s9umtr. 


Depautmp:nt  of  the  Ixtkrior, 

Office  of  Ixdiax  Affairs, 
Jfathinjton,  September  29,  187a 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration  the  claim  of  Heorr 
Warren  for  ^29,71^.50,  on  account  of  depredations  alleged  to  have  been  committed  bj 
Kiowas  and  Comanches. 

The  Indians  in  council  admit  the  material  facts  charged  in  regard  to  the  depreda- 
tion, and  have  partially  made  restitution,  but  decline  to  make  further  satisfaction. 

The  claimant,  in  June,  1870,  was  awarded  the  contract  for  furnishing  com  totlw 
quartermaster's  department  at  Fort  Griffin,  and  avers  that  in  consef)nenee  of  the  dAD- 
ger  to  be  apprehended  from  Indian  raids,  over  some  ninety  miles  of  the  wild  and  in- 
inhabited  district  in  that  portion  of  Texas  through  which  the  com  was  to  be  trans- 
ported to  reach  the  fort,  it  was  very  difficult  for  him  to  secure  the  aid  required  andtb 
means  of  transportation ;  that  men  would  not  risk  their  lives  and  property  in  tint 
portion  of  the  country  without  military  protection;  and  that  conseqnently  exorbitant 
rates  of  freight  were  charged.  To  obviate  the  necessity  of  paying  these  ruinous  loctl 
rates,  and  to  be  enabled  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  his  contract  pi"omptly,  he  sent  to 
Saint  Louis  and  pnrchased  his  own  wagons  and  mules,  and  placed  them  upon  the  road. 

Rumors  of  Indian  raids  having  reached  him,  he  applied  to  the  commander  at  Ftfff 
Griffin  for  an  infantry  escort,  but  the  soldiers  could  not  be  spared  from  the  fort,  and  a 
sufficient  number  of  carbines  were  supplied  to  arm  each  teamster. 

On  the  18th  day  of  May,  1871,  while  the  train  was  passing  over  the  most  dangeroa? 
portion  of  the  route  to  the  fort,  a  sudden  attack  was  made  by  a  band  of  loO  Kiowas 
commanded  by  San-tan-ta.  The  train-master  was  instantly  killed,  and  seven  of  tbf 
teamsters,  the  remainder  abandoning  the  teams  and  fleeing  to  save  their  lives.  Ti»r 
Indians  sacked  and  pillaged  the  wagons,  and  drove  off'  the  mules,  41  in  number,  and 
1  horse,  and  destroyed  and  took  away  much  other  property. 

Claimant  alleges  that  by  reason  of  the  wagons  being  thus  left  in  a  desert  coontrr, 
some  65  miles  from  the  fort,  he  was  subjected  to  great  expense  in  securing  other  teaiw 
to  haul  in  the  remains  of  the  abandoned  train;  and  the  corn  was  so  much  dami^:^ 
tluit  he  was  compelled  to  purchase  another  lot  to  fill  the  contract 

Aside  from  the  loss  of  mules,  Mr.  Warren  presents  a  schedule  of  property  taken  and 
destroyed  by  the  Indians  at  the  time  designated,  which  he  estimates  at  #6,o32,5(>. 
He  also  claims  damages  of  a  consequentiiil  character,  to  the  amount  of  $15,000 :  aver- 
ing  that  his  business  was  interrupted  for  about  a  month ;  that  he  had  to  hire  tran^t- 
portation  at  a  heavy  expense ;  was  obliged  to  raise  money  at  a  ruinous  sacrifice  to  pay 
creditors  and  meet  his  engagements  with  the  government,  besides  the  loss  of  his  train, 
which  he  claims  yielded  him  ^1,000  ^)er  month. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  about  the  tact  of  the  depredation.  A  large  number  of  wit- 
nesses verify  the  statements  of  the  claimant  with  regard  to  that,  and,  also,  as  to  the 
amount  of  damages  he  sustained. 

Apart  from  their  testimony,  there  is  abundant  proof  in  reports  from  the  Indian 
aj^eat  and  Army  officers  on  file  in  this  office,  that  the  Kiowas,  under  San-tan-ta,  com- 
mitted the  outrage  as  charged. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  Indians  delivered  over  to  their  agent  thirty- 
five  mules  and  one  horse,  for  Mr.  W^arren  ;  and  he  admits  that  he  received  that  num- 
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r,  but  asserts  that  most  of  them  were  an  inferior  class  of  mules  to  those  he  lost. 
me  of  them  were  Mexican  or  Indian  mules,  and  others  were  broken  down  govem- 
«it  moles,  &c.  Only  a  few  were  of  a  superior  quality,  while  his  were  large  Ameri- 
II  mules;  and  further,  that  they  were  delivered  to  his  agent,  Mr.  Du  Bose,  at  the 
lervation,  200  miles  from  Weatherford  (claimant's  home),  and  after  they  arrived  at 
e  latter  place  were  appraised  at  an  average  of  $38  per  head,  and  sold  at  that  sum. 
rhe  evidence  of  Mr.  jDu  Bose  and  others  confirm  claimant's  statement  as  to  the 
im  of  mules  delivered  to  them  in  exchange  for  those  lost,  the  average  amount  re- 
ived for  them,  and,  also,  the  character  of  -Qie  mules  taken  from  him  by  the  Indians. 
rhe  evidence,  also,  is  quite  clear  and  positive  i^  regard  to  the  damage  sustained  by 
e  claimant,  by  reason  of  the  depredation,  apart  from  his  loss  of  property.  Allow- 
g  him  the  full  amount  claimed  for  the  mules  and  other  property  shown  to  have  been 
It,  as  well  as  the  difference  claimed  bv  him  on  those  sold  and  the  price  of  his  own 
ilea,  it  is  believed  would,  under  all  the  circumstances,  be  a  fair  settlement  of  his 

rbe  property  shown  to  have  been  lost  is  valued  at  $14,732.50 ;  deducting  therefrom 
,880,  the  amount  received  by  him  for  the  mules  and  horse  sold,  would  leave 
1,852.50 ;  and  I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  claim  be  allowed  for  that  amount. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

H.  R.  CLUM, 
AcHng  CammiaHoner, 
[lie  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

S.  Rep.  551-^2 
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IX  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  2?,  1830. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


'^r.  Pkndleton,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following  supplemental 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1254.  ] 

On  pages  5  and  G  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affiiirs 
:t(>on  bill  S.  1254  will  be  found  an  itemized  statement  of  the  loss  alleged 
b}'  claimant  to  have  been  inflicted  by  the  Comanche  and  Kiowa  Indians, 
amounting  to  $29,732.50. 

On  page  6  of  the  report  there  is  an  itemized  statement  of  the  loss  al- 
leged to  have  been  inflicted  by  the  Cheyenne  Indians,  making  an  aggre- 
gate of  $10,352.50. 

On  the  30th  of  April,  1874,  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  resolu- 
tion, called  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  a  list  of  all  claims  for 
losses  through  depredations  committed  by  Indians  presented  to  the  de- 
partment for  ten  years  past. 

In  answer  to  that  resolution  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  a  letter 
dated  January  9, 1875,  found  in  Executive  Document  No.  (So^  Forty-fifth 
Congress,  second  session,  transmitted  a  list  of  such  claimsz  with  the  action 
of  the  department  thereon  where  action  had  been  taken. 

B3'  reference  to  pages  34  and  35  of  that  document  (No.  138),  it  will  be 
found  that  the  claim  of  Henry  Warren  against  the  Comanches  and  Ki- 
owas  for  $29,732.50  was  allowed  for  $11,852.50,  and  his  claim  against  the 
Cheyennes  for  $10,352.50  was  allowed  for  $4,015. 

By  reference  to  the  report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  Ed- 
ward P.  Smith,  upon  this  case,  it  will  be  found  that  the  amount  awarded 
was  reached  in  this  way : 

Claim  against  Comanches  and  Kiowas $29,732  50 

Reject  amount  claimed  for  damages  by  detention,  loss  of  busi- 
ness, &c : $15,000  00 

Deduct  for  stock  recovered 2,880  00 

17, 880  00 

Leaving  amount  awarded 11,852  50 

By  report  of  the  same  Commissioner  it  will  be  found  that  the  amount 
awarded  in  the  Cheyenne  claim  was  reached  as  follows : 

Amount  of  loss  claimed $10,352  00 

Amount  allowed  for  stock  driven  oft*  and  killed  (page  6  of  re- 
port)      $4,375  00 

For  loss  of  com  and  general  damage 600  00 

Making  total  of 4,975  00 

Deduct  for  stock  recovered 960  00 

Leavin'g  amount  awarded 4, 015  00 

The  amount  of  award  in  Comanche  and  Kiowa  claim 11,852  50 

And  amount  allowed  on  Cheyenne  claim 4,015  00 

Making  total  of 15,867  50 

This  is  the  amount  named  in  the  bill. 


HENRY    WARREN. 
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Altlioiigh  the  evidence  in  this  case  was,  to  use  the  lan^age  of  the 
Commissioner  in  his  report,  "clear  and  positive,"  the  claim  of  Warren 
for  consequential  damages  was  wholly  disallowed,  and  only  that  for 
actual  loss  incurred  nearly  nine  years  ago  taken  into  account. 

The  claim  has  also  been  favorably  reported  upon  four  times  by  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  shown 
by  the  printed  reports  of  that  body,  but  further  action  was  never  ob- 
tained, owing  to  adjoiu'nment  before  it  could  be  reached. 

The  committee  also  submit  various  other  papers  which  throw  light  on 
the  subject. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 
irashingiotiy  D.  C,  September  29,  1873. 

Sir  :  I  have  tLe  lienor  to  submit  lierewith,  for  your  consideration,  the  claim  of  Henry 
Warren  for  §29,73*^.50,  on  account  of  depreiiatious  alleged  to  have  been  committed  by 
Kiowas  and  Comanchee. 

The  Indians,  in  council,  admit  the  material  fact«  charged  in  regard  to  the  depredA- 
tion,  and  have  partially  made  restitution,  but  decline  to  make  further  satisfaction. 

The  claimant,  in  June,  1870,  wjis  awanled  the  contract  for  furnishing  com  to  the 
quartermaster's  department  at  Fort  Griffin,  and  avers  that  in  consequence  of  the  dan- 
ger to  be  apprehended  from  ludian  raids  over  some  ninety  miles  of  the  wild  and  unin- 
habited district  in  that  portion  of  Texas  through  which  the  com  was  to  be  transportai 
to  reach  the  fort,  it  was  very  difficult  for  him  to  secure  the  aid  required  and  the  means 
of  tran8i)ortation ;  that  men  would  not  risk  their  lives  and  property  in  that  portion  of 
the  country  without  militarv  protection;  and  that,  consequently,  exorbitant  rates  of 
fjreight  were  charged.  To  obviate  the  nece.ssity  of  paying  these  ruinous  local  rat^ 
and  to  be  enabled  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  his  contract  promptly,  he  sent  to  Saint 
Louis  and  purchased  his  own  wagons  and  mules  and  placed  them  iifion  the  road. 

Rumors  of  ludinn  raids  having  reached  him,  he  applied  to  the  comuiauder  at  Fort 
Griffin  for  an  infantry  escort,  but  the  soldiers  could  not  be  spared  Ixom  the  fort,  and  a 
sufficient  number  of  carbines  were  sujiplied  to  arm  each  teamster. 

On  the  18th  day  of  May,  1871,  while  the  train  was  passing  over  the  moat  dangerons 
portion  of  the  route  to  the  fort,  a  sudden  attack  was  made  by  a  baud  of  150  Kiowas 
commanded  by  Sa-tau-ta;  the  train-master  was  instantly  killed  and  seven  of  the  teams- 
ters, the  remainder  abandoning  the  teams  and  tieeiiig  to  save  their  lives.  Tlie  Indiam 
sacked  and  pillaged  the  wagons  and  drove  off  the  mules,  41  in  number,  and  1  horse, 
and  destroyed  and  took  away  much  other  property. 

Claimant  alleges  that  by  reason  of  the  wagons  being  thus  left  in  a  desert  countir, 
some  65  miles  from  the  fort,  he  was  subjected  to  great  exi>en8e  in  securing  other  teaois 
to  haul  in  the  rema-ins  of  the  abandoned  train,  and  the  corn  was  so  much  damaged 
that  lie  was  compelled  to  purchase  another  lot  to  fill  the  contract. 

Aside  from  the  loss  of  mules,  Mr.  Wan*eu  i)resent8  a  schedule  of  property  taken  and 
destroyed  by  the  Indians  at  the  time  designated,  which  he  estimates  at  $6,53^.50.  Hf 
also  claims  damages  of  a  consequential  character  to  the  amount  of  $15,()00,  averring 
that  his  business  was  interrupted  for  about  a  month ;  that  he  had  to  hire  transporta- 
tion at  a  heavy  expense ;  was  obliged  to  raise  money  at  a  ruinous  sacrifice  to  pay 
creditors  and  meet  his  engagements  with  the  government,  besides  the  loss  of  his  train, 
which  he  claiuLS  yielded  him  about  §1,000  per  month. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  about  the  fact  of  the  dexu-edation.  A  large  number  of  wit- 
nesses verify  the  statements  of  the  claimant  with  regard  to  that,  and  also,  as  to  the 
amount  of  damage  he  sustained. 

Apart  from  their  testimony,  there  is  abundant  proof,  in  reports  from  the  Indian 
agent  and  Army  officers,  on  file  ki  this  office,  that  the  Kiowas,  imder  Sa-tau-ta,  com- 
mitted the  outrage  as  charged. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  Indians  delivered  over  to  their  agent  35  mules 
and  1  horse  for  Mr.  Warren ;  and  he  admits  that  he  received  that  nimiber,  but  asserts 
that  most  of  them  were  an  inferior  class  of  mules  to  those  he  lost.  Some  of  them  were 
Mexican  or  Indian  mules,  and  others  were  broken-down  government  mules,  &c. ;  only 
a  few 'were  of  a  superior  quality,  while  his  were  large  American  mules;  and,  further, 
that  they  were  delivered  to  his  agent,  Mr.  Du  Bose,  at  the  reservation,  200  miles  from 
Weatherford  (claimant's  home),  and,  after  they  arrived  at  the  latter  place,  were  ap- 
praised at  an  average  of  ^80  per  head  and  sold  for  that  sum. 

The  evidence  of  Mr.  Du  Bose  and  others  confirms  claimant's  statement  as  to  the 
class  of  mules  delivered  to  him  in  exchange  for  those  lost,  the  average  amount  re- 
ceived for  them,  and  also  the  character  of  the  mules  taken  from  him  by  the  Indians. 

The  evidence  also  is  <|uite  clear  and  positive  in  regard  to  the  damage  sustaiue^l  by 
the  claimant  by  reason  of  the  depredation,  apart  from  his  loss  of  property. 
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Allowiii*;  him  tin?  full  amount  claimed  for  tho  mules  and  oHior  property  shown  to 
lii^ve  been  lost,  as  well  as  the  difference  claimed  by  him  in  those  soltl  and  the  price 
of  his  own  mules,  it  is  believed  would,  under  all  the  circumstances,  be  a  fair  settle- 
nient  of  his  claim. 

The  property  shown  to  have  been  lost  is  valued  at  $14,732.50.     Deducting  there- 
from $*i,r*HU,  the  amount  received  by  him  for  the  mules  and  horse  sold,  would  leave 
^11,1^52.50,  and  I  resi>ectfully  reconnnend  that  the  claim  be  allowed  for  that  amount. 
Verv  respectfullv,  vour  obedient  servant, 

'     '  KinVD.  P.  SMITH, 

iomumHurnvr. 
The  Hon.  Si:chi:t.\i:y  of  the  Interior. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 
iraahingtorij  D,  C,  February  9,  l!*T4. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  a  claim  of  Henry  Wan-en  for  S10,352.C0, 
on  account  of  a  depredation  alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  Chevenne  Indians  in 

Mr.  Wan-en.  in  June,  1870,  was  awarded  the  contract  for  fnniishing  corn  to  the 
quartermaster's  department  at  Fort  Griftin,  and  alletijes  that  by  reason  of  the  frequent 
Indian  raids  along  some  portions  of  the  route  in  that  part  of  Texas  through  which 
the  ecru  was  to  be  trans])orted,  it  was  ditticult  to  secure  the  aid  required  and  the 
means  of  transportation  ;  that  men  would  not  risk  their  lives  and  property  on  so  dan- 
j^erous  a  route  wMihout  military  protection,  and,  consequently,  exorbitant  rates  of 
freight  were  charged.  To  obviate  the  necessity  of  paying  these  rates,  and  to  be 
enabled  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  his  contract  promptly,  ho  purchased  American 
mules  and  his  whole  outtit  in  Saint  Louis  and  placed  them  upon  the  road. 

On  the  18th  of  May,  1H71,  while  his  train  was  passing  over  the  most  dangerous  part 
of  the  route  to  the  fort,  it  was  attacked  by  a  large  band  of  Kiowas  under  the  lead  of 
8a-tan-ta,  who  killed  seven  of  the  teamsters,  sacked  and  pillaged  the  wagons,  and 
drove  otf  41  mules.  The  particulars  in  regard  to  this  depredation  may  be  seen  in  re- 
port to  the  department,  dated  8epteml>er  29,  1873. 

Claimant  avers  that  by  reason  of  this  depredation  he  was  obliged  to  raise  money  at 
a  ruinous  sacrifice  to  fulfill  his  contract,  and  that  he  had  hardly  recovered  from  this 
disaster  when,  on  the  25th  of  August,  1871,  a  band  of  Cheyennes  made  an  attack  upon 
one  of  his  other  trains,  at  a  point  about  10  miles  distant  from  the  scene  of  the  former 
raid,  and  ca])tured  21  mules,  valued  at  $200  each,  and  one  mare  valued  at  $175.  His 
train  being  partly  broken  up  by  the  loss  of  the  mules,  he  was  obliged  to  abandon  part 
of  the  loading,  and  claims  that  the  com  was  all  more  or  less  injured  by  the  delay  on 
the  road,  and  that  apart  from  the  loss  of  mules  lie  was  damaged  in  the  detention  of 
the  train,  in  wagons,  loss  of  com,  &c.,  to  the  amount  of  $5,977.50. 

A  number  of  witnesses  verify  the  statements  of  claimant  with  regard  to  the  captnre 
of  the  mules,  and  the  damages  sustained  by  him. 

It  ap]>ears  from  the  evidence  that  the  Indians  delivered  over  to  their  agent  12  mules 
for  Mr.  Warren,  and  he  admits  that  he  received  that  number,  but  asserts  that  they 
were  an  inferior  class  of  animals  to  those  lost — Mexican  and  broken-down  govern- 
ment raulee — and  that  they  were  delivered  to  his  agent,  Mr.  Du  Bose,  at  the  reserva- 
tion, 200  miles  from  his,  claimant's,  residence,  and  arter  they  an-ived  at  the  latter  ])lace 
were  appraised  at  ii»80  per  head,  and  sold  for  that  sum. 

The  evidence  of  Mr.  Du  Bose  and  others  confirms  claimant\s  statement  as  to  the 
class  of  animals  delivered  to  hiin  in  exchange  for  those  lost,  the  average  amount  re- 
ceived for  them,  and  also  the  character  of  the  mules  taken  from  him  by  tlie  Indians. 

Allowing  him  the  full  amount  claimed  for  the  mules  and  mare,  and  the  difference 
claimed  by  him  in  those  returned  and  sold,  and  the  price  of  his  own  mules,  and  $600 
for  com  lost,  and  damages  to  wagons,  it  is  believed,  would,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
be  a  fair  settlement  of  his  claim. 

The  property  shown  to  have  been  lost  and  damaged,  as  above  indicated,  amounts  to 
$4,975.  Deducting  therefrom  $960,  the  amount  received  by  him  for  the  mules  sold, 
would  leave  $4,015 ;  and  I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  claim  be  allowed  for  that 
amount. 

Verv  resi^ectfully,  your  obedimt  servant, 

EDWD.  P.  SMITH, 

Commhmontr, 

The  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
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War  Department, 
JVashingtifn  City,  May  22,  im). 

Sir:  Iu  response  to  your  letter  of  the  lOth  ultimo,  requesting  information  regarding 
order8  to  post  comuianders,  &c.,  to  furnish  escorts  to  contractors*  supply  trains  in  dis- 
tricts liable  to  Indian  raids,  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  copies  of  all  order* 
in  the  premises  issued  by  the  commanding  general  Department  of  the  Missouri. 

The  contracts  for  transportation  in  the  Department  of  Texas  for  the  years  1868, 
1669,  1870,  and  IWl,  specify  thjit  contractors  snail  be  furnished  with  suitable  escorts 
for  protection  of  supplies,  when  the  amount  transported  is  125,000  pounds  or  less; 
when  that  amount  is  exceeded,  then  no  escort  to  be  furnished. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ALEX.  RAMSEY, 

Secretary  of  fTar. 
Hon.  Richard  Coke, 

Chairman  Coinmiltee  on  Indian  Affairs,  United  States  t^nate. 


[General  Order  No.  27.] 
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Headquarters  Department  of  tiie  Missouri, 

/Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  February  28,  lt06. 

Fur  the  security  of  trains  and  travelers  crossing  the  Great  Plains  during  the  cominir 
season,  the  following  rules  are  published  and  will  be  enforced  by  all  commanders  of 
military  posts  in  that  region: 

I.  Fort  Ridgley  and  Fort  Abercrombie  are  designated  as  points  of  rendezvous  for  all 
trains  or  travelers  pursuing  the  routes  from  Minnesota  to  the  mining  regions  of  Mon- 
tana, by  way  of  Fort  Berthold,  Kort  Union,  and  the  valley  of  the  Upper  Missouri  and 
Yellowstone  Rivers ;  and  to  the  same  region  by  way  of  Sioux  Falls,  Fort  Pierre,  the 
Black  Hills,  and  Powder  River.  This  latter  route  is  believed  to  be  safe  to  travel  as 
far  as  Fort  Pierre  or  Crow  Creek,  on  the  Missouri  River,  even  for  small  parties.  Be- 
yond the  Missouri  River  all  precautions  herein  indicated  must  be  taken. 

In  like  manner.  Fort  Kearney  is  desi^jnated  as  the  point  of  rendezvous  for  all  trains 
destined  for  Denver  City  or  Fort  Laramie,  by  way  of  the  Platte  River  route ;  and  Fort 
Riley  and  Fort  Lamed  as  the  rendezvous  for  trains  for  New  Mexico,  and  for  Denver 
City  or  other  points  in  Colorado,  by  the  Smoky  Hill  or  Arkansas  River  routes.  These 
points  can  be  reached  from  the  Missouri  River  without  danger. 

II.  At  the  posts  above  designated,  all  trains  will  be  organized  for  defense  by  electing 
a  captain  and  other  officers,  and  organizing  the  teamsters,  employes,  and  any  other 
persons  traveling  with  or  belonging  to  the  train,  into  one  or  more  companies.  '  Every 
person  who  accompanies  a  train  must  be  proi)erly  armed  for  defense^  and  must  submit 
nimself  during  the  journey  to  such  regulations  as  the  captain  of  the  train  shaU  lay 
down,  and  perform  such  duties,  as  guards,  sentinels,  herdmen,  &c.,  as  may  be  desig- 
nated by  the  same  authority.  No  train  consisting  of  less  than  twenty  wagons  and 
thirty  armed  men,  organized  as  above  indicated,  will  be  permitted  to  pass  into  the 
ludian  country ;  and  during  the  transit  across  the  plains  these  trains  will  be  held 
responsible  for  the  faithful  observance  of  the  rules  and  regulations  laid  down  and 
the  treaties  with  the  Indian  tribes  through  whose  country  they  are  passing. 

III.  The  commanding  officer  of  each  military  post  on  any  of  the  routes  west  of  the 
posts  herein  indicated  as  rendezvous  is  directed  to  inspect  each  train  which  passes  his 
post  sufficiently  to  assure  himself  that  the  military-  organization  herein  specified  has 
been  made,  and  that  the  usual  precautions  against  Indian  attacks  or  surprises  have 
been  carefully  observed.  When  it  is  found  that  the  provisions  of  this  order  have  not 
been  complied  with,  the  train  in  which  such  neglect  occurs  will  not  be  i>ermitted  t4) 
pass  beyond  the  militaiy  post  where  it  is  discovered  until  it  is  made  manifest  to  the 
commanding  officer  that  such  neglect  will  not  occur  again.  The  commanding  officer 
who  discovers  this  neglect  will  also  report  the  facts  to  the  commander  of  the  next  post 
on  the  route,  in  order  that  careful  examination  of  the  train  may  again  be  made  at  that 
post. 

IV.  All  persons  traveling  across  the  plains,  except  those  belonging  to  the  military 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  such  as  are  transported  in  the  mail  coaches  or  other 
conveyances  on  the  overland  routes,  must  join  themselves  together  in  a  military  or- 
ganization, consisting  of  not  less  than  thirty  armed  men,  or  must  connect  themselvea 
with  some  train. 

V.  No  persons  will  be  permitted  to  enter  the  Indian  country  unless  they  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  this  order;  and  commanding  officers  of  the  military  posts  as  laV  west 
as  Washington  Territory,  the  State  of  Nevada,  and  the  Territorj^  of  Arizona,  will  arrest 
and  hold  all  persons  attempting  to  cross  the  plains  in  any  other  manner  than  that 
herein  speciTied. 
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VI.  Whenever  a  military  escort  is  tbonght  necessary,  the  commauding  officer  of  the 
nilitary  post  beyond  which  such  escort  may  be  required  will  notify  the  captains  of 
rx-ains  of  the  fact,  and  will  furnish  a  sufficient  escort,  in  addition  to  the  force  with  the 
train,  to  protect  it  to  the  next  military  post,  when,  if  necessary,  another  escort  will 
l>«  funiisued ;  and  these  escorts  will  be  supplied  from  oue  post  to  another  in  this  man- 
ner until  the  point  of  danger  is  passed. 

VII.  Wheuever  an  attack  is  made  by  Indians  upon  any  train  pursuing  the  overland 
routes,  or  traveling  elsewhere  on  the  plains,  the  commanding  officer  of  the  nearest 
Kuilitary  post  will  furnish  prompt  assistance,  and  will  immediately  report  the  facts  in 
the  case  to  these  headquarters,  specifying  particularly  whether  the  party  attacked 
lia<l  complied  with  these  rules  and  liad  made  as  good  defense  as  could  be  expected. 

VIII.  These  regulations  will  be  enforced  iu  liTte  manner  upon  all  returning  trains, 
xvhich  will  be  organized  in  conformity  thereto  at  the  military  post  nearest  to  their 
points  of  departure  from  the  settlements. 

IX.  All  commanding  officers  of  military  posts  on  the  plains  are  charged  with  and 
-will  be  held  responsible  for  the  faithful  execution  of  this  order;  and  on  no  pretext 
should  they  fail  carefully  to  inspect  every  train  or  party  of  travelers  which  passes 
tlirough  or  within  reach  of  the  posts  under  their  command.  Whilst  .every  assistance  at 
their  command  will  be  furnished  by  the  commanders  of  military  jiosts  which  may 
facilitate  or  render  secure  the  transit  of  emigrant's  or  supply  trains  across  the  great 
plains,  these  officers  are  also  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  exacting  from  these 
parties  a  strict  observance  of  all  proper  precautions  against  Indians,  and  of  requiring 
that  such  parties  be  prepared  to  protect  themselves  as  far  as  may  be  in  their  power. 

X.  It  is  not  practicable,  with  the  miUtarv  forces  within  this  department,  to  render 
every  foot  of  the  overland  routes  entirely  secure  against  Indian  hostilities ;  and,  whilst 
the  military  forces  will  be  disposed  and  used  in  the  manner  which  seems  best  adapted 
to  protect  parties  of  travelers,  such  parties  must, tbet ween  the  military  posts,  rely 
much  upon  their  own  organization  and  means  of  defense.  As  the  government  pro- 
vides such  protection  for  emigrants  and  trains  as  it  is  practicable  to  do  without 
ruinous  expense,  and  as  the  military  forces  are  held  largely  responsible  for  any  mis- 
fortunes which  may  befall  such  parties  from  Indian  attacks,  they  claim  and  will 
exercise  the  right  to  lay  down  rules  for  such  journeys,  made  within  the  Indian  country 
and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  military  authorities,  as  may  be  considered  necessary  to 
provide  against  danger  and  at  the  same  time  not  be  oppressive  or  embarrassing  to 
emiirration  or  travel. 

The  above  regulations  are  thought  reasonable  anij  easy  to  observ'e,  and,  if  complied 
with,  are  considered  sufficient,  with  the  presence  and  aid  of  the  troops  at  important 
points,  to  render  travel  across  the  plains  reasonably  secure.     They  are  therefore 
published  for  the  information  of  all  concerned,  anl  will  be  strictly  enforced. 
liv  command  of  Major-Gener.il  Pope. 

J.  P.  SHERBURNE. 
Asdistdtit  Adiutant  Genei'aL 


( G eneral  Oi-dera  No.  1 ».] 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Missouri, 

Fort  Leavenworth  J  Kans,,  February  25,  1837. 

I.  General  Order  No.  27  (Major-General  Pope's  series),  from  these  headquarters, 
dated  February  2rt,  1W16,  is  hereby  modified  to  correspond  with  the  recent  changes  in 
the  limits  of  this  department,  and  as  follows : 

Ist.  Fort  Larned  is  designated  as  the  point  of  rendezvous  for  trains  en  route  to  New 
Mexico  via  the  Arkansas  and  Cimarron  route,  also  to  points  in  Colorado,  via  the  Ar- 
kansas River ;  Fort  Harker,  for  trains  en  route  to  Denver  City  or  other  points  in  Col- 
orado and  westward,  via  the  Smokv  Hill  route;  and  Fort  Rilev,  for  all  trains  via  the 
R(*publican  Fork  to  points  on  the  Platte.  These  nosts  can  now  be  reached  from  the 
Missouri  River  without  danger.  In  case  of  Indian  nostilities  occurring  hereafter  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Forts  Landed  or  Harker,  Fort  Riley  is  designated  as  the  point  of 
rendezvous  for  all  trains  going  west  in  this  department. 

2d.  At  the  posts  above  designated  all  trains  will  be  organized  for  defense  by  elect- 
ing a  captain  and  other  officers,  and  organizing  the  teamsters,  employes,  and  any 
other  persons  traveling  with  or  belonging  to  the  train  into  one  or  more  companies. 
Every  person  who  accompanies  a  train  must  be  properly  armed  for  defense,  and  must 
submit  himself  during  the  journey  to  such  regulations  as  the  captain  shall  lay  down, 
and  perform  such  duties  as  guards,  sentinels,  herdmen,  &c.,  necessary  to  the  safety  of 
the  train  as  may  be  assigned  him  by  the  same  authority. 

The  commanders  of  the  posts  named  as  rendezvous,  being  on  the  spot,  are  the  best 
judges  as  to  the  proper  constitution  of  the  trains  as  to  numbers  at  any  particular  date, 
but  no  trains  of  less  than  twenty  wagons  an<l  thirty  armed  men  should  be  permitted 
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to  pass  into  tlie  Indian  connti y.  During  the  transit  across  the  plains  these  train>  will 
be  held* responsible  for  the  I'aithfiil  observance  of  the  rules  laid  dovru  and  of  the 
treaties  with  the  Indian  tribes  through  whose  country  they  are  passing. 

3<l.  The  commanding  othcer  of  each  military  post  on  any  of  the  routes  west  of  the 
posts  herein  indicated  as  rendezvous  is  directed  to  inspect  each  train  which  pasjteshis 
post  sufficiently  to  assure  himself  that  the  military  organization  herein  specified  hjis 
been  made,  and  that  the  usual  precautions  against  ludian  attacks  or  surfirises  have 
been  carefully  observed.  When  it  is  found  that  the  provisions  of  this  order  have  not 
been  complied  with,  the  train  in  which  such  neglect  occurs  will  not  l>e  pcrmittcNl  to 
pass  beyond  the  military  post  where  it  is  discovered  until  it  is  made  manifest  to  the 
commanding  officer  that  such  neglect  will  not  occur  again.  The  commanding  officer 
who  discovers  this  neglect  will  also  report  the  facts  to  the  commander  of  the  next  \ioM 
on  the  route,  in  order  that  careful  examination  of  the  train  may  again  be  made  at  that 
post. 

4th.  All  persons  traveling  across  the  pl.iins,  except  those  belonging  to  the  military 
service  of  the  United  States  and  such  as  are  transported  in  the  mail  coaches  or  other 
conveyances  on  the  overland  routes,  must  join  themselves  together  in  a  military  or- 
ganization, consisting  of  not  less  than  thirty  armed  men,  or  must  connect  tUcm;<H;lves 
with  some  train. 

5th.  Whenever  a  military  escort  is  thought  necessary,  the  commanding  otficer  of  the 
military  post  beyond  whicli  such  escort  may  bo  re<|uired  will  notify  captains  of  traino 
of  the  fact,  and  will  furnish  a  sufficient  escort  in  addition  to  the  force  with  the  train 
to  protect  it  to  the  next  military-  post,  when,  if  necessary',  another  escort  will  lie  fnr- 
uished,  and  these  escorts  will  be  supplied  from  one  post  to  another  in  this  manner 
until  the  point  of  danger  is  passed. 

Hth.  Whenever  an  attack  is  made  by  Indians  upon  any  train  pursuing  the  overland 
routes,  or  traveling  elsewhere  oi^  the  plains,  the  commanding  officer  of  the  nearest 
military  i)ost  will  furnish  prompt  assistance,  and  will  immediately  report  the  facts  in 
the  case  to  these  headquarters,  specifying  particularly  whether  the  i»arty  attacked 
had  complied  with  these  rules,  and  Ifad  made  as  good  defense  as  could  be  expect^. 

7th.  These  regulations  will  be  enforced  in  like  manner  up<m  all  returning  trains, 
which  will  be  organized  in  conformity  thereto  at  the  military  post  nearest  to  their 
points  of  departure  from  the  settlements. 

8th.  All  connnanding  officers  of  military  posts  on  the  plains  are  charge<l  with  and 
will  beheld  responsible  for  the  faithful  execution  of  this  order ;  and  on  no  pretext 
should  they  fail  carefully  to  inspect  every  train  or  party  of  travelers  which  passes 
through  or  within  reach  of  the  posts  under  their  command.  Whilst  every  assistance 
at  their  command  will  be  furnished  by  the  commanders  of  military  posts 'which  may 
facilitate  or  render  secure  the  transit  of  emigrant  or  supply  trains  across  the  great 
plains,  these  officers  are  also  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  exacting  from  these 
parties  a  strict  observance  of  all  proper  precautions  against  Indians  and  of  requiring 
that  such  parties  be  prepared  to  protect  themselves  as  far  as  may  be  in  their  power. 

9th.  It  is  not  practicable,  with  the  military  force  within  this  department,  to  render 
every  foot  of  the  overland  routes  entirely  secure  against  Indian  hostilities ;  and,  whilst 
the  troops  will  be  disposed  and  used  in  the  manner  which  seems  best  adapted  to  pro- 
tect parties  of  travelers,  such  parties  must,  between  the  military  posts,  rely  much  ui>on 
their  own  organization  and  means  of  defense.  As  the  government  provides  such  pro- 
tection for  emigrants  and  trains  as  it  is  practicable  to  do  without  rumous  ex]>en8e,  and 
as  the  military  authorities  ai^e  held  largely  responsible  for  any  misfortunes  which  may 
befall  such  parties  from  Indian  attacks,  they  claim  and  will  exercise  the  right  to  lay 
down  such  rules  for  journeys,  made  within  the  Indian  country  and  within  their  juris- 
diction, as  may  be  considered  necessary  to  provide  against  danger  and  at  the  same 
time  not  be  oppressive  or  embarrassing  to  emigration  or  travel. 

II.  The  above  regulations  are  thouglit  reasonable  and  easy  to  ol>8er\'e,  and,  if  com- 
plied with,  are  considered  sufficient,  with  the  presence  and  aid  of  the  tro(»ps  at  im- 
portant points,  to  render  travel  across  the  plains  reasonably  secure.  They  are  there- 
fore published  for  the  information  of  all  concerned,  and  will  be  strictly  enforced. 


By  command  of  Major-Gen  eral  Hancock: 


CHAl^^CEY  McKEEVER, 

Assistant  Adjutant-GeuernK 


(Gineral  Onlers  No.  24.] 

Hkadquartkks  Departvikxt  of  the  Missoi-ri. 

Fort  Leatcnxvarthj  Kans.y  Angust  1,  1S70. 

Hereafter  commanders  of  posts  from  which  supply  trains  for  other  posts  set  out  wiH 
be  responsible  for  sending  and  properly  protecting  such  trains  to  the  next  iM>st  ew 
route  to  their  destination. 

For  this  purpose  the  quartermaster  at  any  post  or  depot  will,  as  soon  as  the  train 
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is  lo;ule«l,  report  (he  fact  to  tho  i'omm;iu<ler  of  the  post,  who  will  Ihoii  cousuh^r  him- 
fi^lf  respousihle  lor  tho  train  until  it  is  turned  over  to  the  next  po.st  coiiimuinler. 

He  will,  if  lie  thinks  it  necessary,  furnish  a  proper  escort  and  direct  the  movements 
of  the  train  nntil  it  reaches  the  post  nearest  his  own  en  route. 

Upon  arriving  at  the  next  post,  the  commander  of  the  escort  will  report  to  the  post 
commander  and  turn  over  the  train  to  him  to  be  forwarded  to  the  next  post,  and 
will  then  return  with  his  escort  to  his  proper  station. 

Thi»  conrse  will  be  pursued  by  each  post  commander  in  succession  until  the  train 
reaches  its  destination. 

With  loading  and  reporting  tho  train  to  the  post  commander  the  functions  of  the 
post  or  depot  quartermaster  in  respect  to  that  train  will  cease. 

The  post  commander  will  be  tho  sole  judge  of  the  necessity  of  an  escort  and  of  its 
strength,  and  will  be  responsible  for  the  safe  delivery  of  the  train  at  the  next  post  on 
the  route  to  its  destination. 

By  command  of  Brevet  Major-General  Pope: 

W.  G.  MITCHELL, 
Bnvet  CoIoueJy  U.  S.  J.,  Acting  Js-^htaut  Adjutant  Genvral. 


[(Jeii«'i-al  Onlei-s  N(».  31.] 

Headquautkhs  Department  of  the  Missouri, 

Fort  Leavenworth  J  Kans.  J  October '^^  1870. 

The  following  instructions,  in  addition  to  those  contained  in  General  Orders  No.  24, 
cnrrent  series,  from  these  headquarters,  relative  to  escorts  for  supply  trains  in  this 
department,  are  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned. 

Commanders  of  posts  from  which  supply  trains  are  sent  will,  a«  far  as  possible,  con- 
centrate such  trains,  and  thus  avoid  the  necessity  for  funiishing  many  small  escorts, 
and  when  it  is  possible  to  do  so  without  manifest  injurj'  to  the  ser\'ice,  a  commis- 
sioned officer  will  be  placed  in  command  of  each  escort  and  train,,  who  will  be  held 
rigidly  accountable  for  any  loss  of  public  animals  or  other  property  belonging  to  such 
train  while  in  his  charge,  and  from  such  accountability  he  will  not  be  relieved  unless 
he  can  clearly  show  that  all  proper  and  necessary  military  precautions  were  taken  to 
protect  the  public  property  under  his  charge. 

Bv  counuand  of  Brigadier  General  Pope  : 

W.  G.  MITCHELL, 
Brevet  Colonel j  l\  S.  J.,  Acthuj  AaHtHlant  Adjutant  Hencral. 


[Special  Field  OrdjTrt  Xo.  11.1 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Missouri, 

In  the  Field,  Fort  Uaijn,  Fans.,  Septemhfr%\  \i^\S, 

I.  The  commanding  officer  Fort  Dodge  will  furnish  one  non-commissioned  officer  and 
t-«Mi  men  as  a  guard  to  proceed,  on  its  arrival  at  that  post,  with  a  contractor's  train  to 
Fort  Hays. 

On  the  comidction  of  this  escort  duty,  this  detachment  will  return  with  the  train  to 
Fort  Dmlge. 

By  command  of  Major-Geiieral  Slieridan  : 

J.  SCHUYLER  CROSBY, 
Actintj  AHHiHtant  Adjutant-Geticral, 
Official  copies. 

R.  C.  DRim, 
AHf'htant  Adjutant'Gcnei'al. 

Anil'TANT-CiENERAL'S  OFFICE,  May  '2*2,  l^SU. 


Ttif  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  ih'  claim  of  Henry  Warren  for  Joss 
of  property  and  .damagen  sustained  by  reason  of  depteiations  alleged  to  hare  been  com- 
mitted by  Kiowas  and  Comanche  Indians,  amounting  to  ^•29,734.50,  have  had  the  same 
under  consideration,  and  submit  the  following  report: 

The  claimant  in  June,  XfiTO,  was  awarded  the  contract  for  furnishing  com  for  the 
Quarterma4*ter's  Department  at  Fort  Griffin,  Texas.  He  alleges  that,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  over  wnne  ninety  miles  of  uninhabited  country  over  which  the  corn  ha<l  to 
be  transported  in  order  to  reach  the  fort,  it  was  difficult  for  him  to  procure  transport- 
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atioii ;  tliat  men  would  not  risk  their  lives  and  property  witlioat  military  protection ; 
and  cou8e<|ueutly  exorbitant  rates  were  charged  ;  that  in  order  to  obviate  the  De€e»- 
8ity  of  paying  these  ruinous  local  rates  he  sent  to  Saint  Louis  and  purchased  his  own 
wagons  and  nmles  and  put  them  upon  the  road,  in  order  that  he  might  comply  promptly 
with  the  terms  of  his  contract. 

It  appears  that  it  was  understood  by  contractors  that  in  case  of  danger  of  raids 
being  made  by  Indians,  that  they  were  to  have  suitable  escorts  to  protect  the  trains 
and  supplies  transported.  (See  copy  of  telegram  furnished  the  committee  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  hereto  attached,  marked  C.) 

Rumors  of  Indian  raids  having  reached  claimant,  he  applied  to  the  commander  at 
Fort  Griffin  for  an  infantry  escort,  but  the  soldiers  could  not  be  spared  from  the  fort, 
and  a  sufficient  number  of  carbines  were  supplied  to  arm  each  teamster. 

After  a  careful  examination  of  all  the  evidences,  reports,  and  correspondence  filed 
in  this  case,  we  find  the  facts  and  circumstances  correctly  stated  in  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  first  session  of  the 
Forty-third  Congress,  made  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Giddiugs,  which  the  committee  adopt,  as 
follows: 

**0n  the  18th  day  of  May,  1671,  while  the  train  of  t«n  four-mule  wagons,  loaded 
with  550  bushels  of  com,  was  traveling  the  road  from  Weatherford,  Texas,  to  Fort 
Griffin,  to  comply  with  his  contract  with  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  it  was  sud- 
denly attacked  by  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  Indians,  under  the  lead  of  Santanta, 
and  the  wagon-master  and  six  of  the  teamsters  miudercd,  without  any  sort  of  provoca- 
tion whatever ;  the  train  pillaged  ;  the  animals  killed  or  driven  ofi';  the  corn  scattered 
upon  the  ground  and  so  ciamaged  by  a  heavy  rain  that  after  being  hauled  to  the  fort 
the  remnant  was  sold  for  $20 ;  the  harness,  wagon-sheets,  and  everything  that  could 
be,  were  can*ied  off';  the  wagons  cut  in  pieces  and  so  injured  the  the  remnant  of  the 
ten  wajjons  was  sold  for  $500. 

"Claimant  alleges  that  by  reason  of  the  wagons  being  left  in  a  desert  country,  some 
<35  miles  from  the  fort,  he  was  put  to  great  expense  in  procuring  teams  to  haul  in  the 
remnant  of  the  train,  and  in  procuring  com  to  fill  his  contract,  which  he  did  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  quartermaster  in  charge,  to  which  he  certifies.  Claimant  submits 
a  schedule  of  property  other  than  the  miues  taken  and  destroyed  at  the  time,  which 
he  estimates  at  $6,532.50;  he  also  claims  consequential  damages  in  the  amonnt  of 
§15,000  on  account  of  interruption  of  business,  and  the  hire  of  transportation  at  heavy 
expense ;  that  he  had  to  raise  money  at  heavy  rates  to  enable  him  to  comply  with  his 
contract  with  the  government. 

"There  is  no  doubt  as  to  the  facts  in  relation  to  the  depredation,  and  that  it  was 
committed  by  the  Kiowas  and  Couianches,  under  the  lead  of  Santanta  and  Big-Tree. 
Thev  went  with  the  stolen  property  direct  to  Fort  Sill  Reservation,  and  in  presence 
of  the  Indian  agent  and  General  Snerman  boast-ed  of  it.  Santanta  and  Big-Tree 
were,  by  order  of  General  Sherman,  arrested,  indicted,  and  tried  by  the  civil  authori- 
ties, and  convicted  of  murder  and  condemned  to  be  hanged,  but  the  sentence  was  com- 
muted to  imprisonment  for  life  at  the  instance  of  the  Indian  Department,  and 
subsequently  released  and  are  now  at  large. 

"A  large  number  of  witnesses  verify  the  statement  of  the  claimant  as  to  all  the  facts 
and  amount  of  damage  sustained  and  value  of  property  taken  and  destroyed.  It  is 
shown  that  the  claimant  is  a  man  of  good  standing;  that  he  served  as  an  officer  in  the 
Union  Army  during  the  late  war ;  that  by  reason  of  the  depredations  of  Indians  he 
has  been  reduced  from  an  easy  and  comfortable  competence  to  absolute  want,  and  is 
now  working  on  a  small  salary  affording  barely  a  support. 

*•  It  appears  that  the  Indians  delivered  to  their  agent,  for  claimant,  thirty-five  mnles 
and  one  horse  ;  and  he  admits  having  received  that  number,  but  asserts  that  most  of 
them  were  inferior  to  those  lost,  some  of  them  Mexican  or  Indian  mules,  and  others 
broken-down  government  mules ;  that  two  have  been  proven  and  taken  from  him  by 
the  El  Paso  Stage  Couipany,  as  their  property,  and  two  having  the  government  brand 
were  seized  by  the  United  States  quartermaster  at  Fort  Richardson,  as  the  property 
of  the  government,  while  those  taken  were  large  American  mules ;  that  those  deliv- 
ered to  his  agent  at  the  reservation,  two  hundred  miles  from  Weatherford  (claimant's 
home),  in  midwinter,  after  they  arrived  at  Weatherford,  were  appraised  by  disinter- 
ested parties  at  an  average  of  $80  per  head  and  sold  at  that  price. 

"  Claimant  also  submits  a  claim  for  $10,353.50  for  damages  alleged  to  have  been  sus- 
tained by  reason  of  an  attack  upon  another  of  his  trains  while  in  the  employment  of 
the  government,  in  supplying  corn  under  the  same  contract,  and  within  ten  miles  of 
the  place  where  the  other  train  was  captured.  That  on  the  25th  of  August,  lt?71,  a 
band  of  Cheyennes  made  an  attack  upon  his  train,  and  captured  twenty -one  mules, 
valued  at  $200  each,  and  one  mare,  valued  at  $175.  His  tram  being  partly  broken  up 
by  the  loss  of  his  mules,  he  was  obliged  to  abandon  a  part  of  his  loading,*  and  claims 
that  the  corn  was  all  more  or  less  injured,  and  that  he  was  further  damaged  in  deten- 
tion of  train,  loss  of  corn,  &c.,  to  the  amount  of  $5,977.50. 
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"A  number  of  witnesses  verify  statemeut  of  claimant  in  regard  to  capture  o    same, 
and  damages  sustained. 

"The  Indians  also  admit  making  the  capture,  and  delivered  to  their  agent  twelve 
mnles,  for  Mr.  Warren,  and  he  admits  having  received  that  number,  but  avers  they 
were  of  an  inferior  class,  being  small  Mexican  or  Indian  ninles  and  broken-down  gov- 
ernment mules,  and  that  they  were  delivered  to  his  agent  at  the  reservation,  two 
hundred  miles  from  his  home,  and  when  they  arrived  at  the  latter  place  they  were 
appraised  by  disinterested  parties  at  $dO  per  head,  and  sold  at  that  price.  The  evi- 
dence fully  sustains  the  statement  of  claimant  as  to  the  class  of  mules  taken  and  re- 
turned, to  him  by  the  agent  of  the  Indians. 

**  The  evidence  is  positive  and  conclusive  as  to  the  capture  by  the  Indians  named  in 
both  causes,  who  were  in  amity  with  the  United  States  and  the  recipients  of  its  bounty 
upon  the  reservation,  and  bound,  by  treaty  stipulations,  to  pay  out  of  their  annuities 
all  losses*  sustained  by  depredations  committed  by  them,  and  also  that  they  had  no 
provocation  whatever,  and  that  the  depredations  were  couimitted  within  the  State  of 
Texas,  and  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  miles  from  the  lawfully  i-ecogniz-ed  habita- 
tion or  hunting-grounds  of  the  Indians  ;  and  further,  that  the  attack  was  made  under 
the  lead  of  the  chiefs  who  signed  the  treaty  of  18tJ8,  and  falls  clearly  within  the  pur- 
view of  the  acts  of  1H02  and  lcf34. 

'*Tliis  claim  has  been  fully  investigated  by  the  Indian  agent,  the  Counnissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs,  and  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  The  letters  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior and  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  are  herewith  sul»mitted,  marke<i  A  Jind  B. 

**The  committee  concur  in  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in 
the  justice  of  claimantTs  demand  and  liability  of  the  government  to  pay  the  actual 
damages  shown  by  the  evidence  to  have  been  sustained,  disallowing  all  claim  for  con- 
aeqiiential  damages,  though  the  proof  shows  heavy  losses  over  and  above  the  value  of 
the  i»roperty  taken  and  destroyed. 

**Allowing  the  claimant  the  value  of  his  property,  as  shown  by  the  evidence,  which 
"was  taken  and  destroyed,  and  deducting  therefrom  the  value  of  the  property  returned 
by  the  Indians  through  tlieir  agent,  we  tind  due  claimant  the  sum  of  f; 1 5, 8(57. 50,  and 
herewith  submit  the  acconipnnving.bill  and  recommend  its  pasnage. 

"W.  W.  WILSHIRE." 


[HouHo  report  N|>.  227,  Forty-fifth  Congi'ess,  second  session. J 
Fehuiauy  15,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  "Whole  House  and  ordere*!  to  bo  printed. 

Mr.  HooKKR,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  submitted  the  following  report 

(to  accompany  bill  H.  R.  689). 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  report  back  to  the  House  the  bill  (II.  R.  (W)  for 
the  relief  of  Henry  Warnm,  with  a  favorable  recommendation,  and  that  the  said  bill 
be  so  amended  as  to  strike  out  the  word  "fifteen"  and  insert  the  word/oMr/«'M  in  line 
5  of  printed  bill;  and  to  strike  out  the  words  '•eight"  and  "sixty-seven,"  in  lines  5 
and  6,  and  insert  the  words  »ere«  and  thirty-four  in  said  lines;  .and  that  the  words 
"eight"  and  "fifty-two"  and  "fifty,"  in  lines  15  and  16,  be  stricken  out,  and  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words/re,  eighty -seven,  and  two  be  inserted  instead  in  said  lines  15  and 
16;  and  that  the  words  "four  thousand  and  fifteen  dollars,"  in  line^  17  and  18,  be 
stricken  out,  and  that  the  words  thre€  thousgnd  one  hundred  and  forty-seven  dollars  and 
forty-eight  cents  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof,  and  that  the  bill  as  so  amended  do  pass. 

We  find  that  this  bill  was  favorably  reported  to  the  Forty-thinl  Congress  by  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Giddings,  and  also  favorably  reported  by  Hon.  Mr.  Wiltshire,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs,  aud  the  substance  of  said  former  reports  is  hereby  embodied 
and  made  part  of  this  report. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 


[HouKe  report  No.  256,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  second  session.] 
Fehruauy  13,  1«0.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  "Whole  Honte  and  ordered  to  be  prhited. 

Mr.  Haskkll,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  submitted  the  following  report 

(to  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1407). 

TTie  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs^  having  had  under  consideration  bill  U,  i?.  1047,  submit  the 

following  report : 

Tlie  claimant,  in  June,  1870,  was  awarded  the  contract  for  furnishing  com  for  the 
Quartennaster's  Department  at  Fort  Griffin,  Tex.     H^  alleges  that,  owing  to  the 
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fact  that  over  some  ninety  miles  of  uninhabited  country  over  which  the  com  had  to 
be  transported  in  order  to  reach  the  fort,  it  was  dithcnlt  for  him  to  procure  tninH|Mirta- 
tiou;  that  men  would  not  lisk  their  lives  and  projierty  without  militarj- protection, 
and  consetiuently  exorbitant  rate«  were  cliarged ;  that  in  order  to  obviate  the  necessity 
of  payinj;  these  ruinons  local  rates  he  sent  to  Saint  Louis  and  purchased  his  owu 
wagons  and  mules  and  put  them  upon  the  road,  in  order  that  ho  might  comply 
promptly  with  the  terms  of  his  contract. 

Rumors  of  Indian  raids  having  reached  liim,  he  applied  to  the  commander  at  Fort 
Griffin  for  an  infantiy  escort,  but  the  soldiers  could  not  be  spared  from  the  fort,  and  a 
sufficient  numl»er  of  carbines  were  supplied  to  anu  each  teamster. 

On  the  18th  day  of  May,  1871,  while  the  train  of  ten- four-mule  wagons,  loaded  with 
550  bushels  of  corn,  was"  traveling  the  road  from  Weatherford,  Tex.,  to  Fort  Griffin, 
to  comply  with  his  contract  with  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  it  was  suddenly 
attacked*  by  about  one  hundred  and  tifty  Indians,  under  the  lead  of  Santanta,  and 
the  wagon-master  and  six  of  the  teamsters  murdered,  without  any  sort  of  provocation 
whatever;  the  train  pillaged;  the  animals  killed  or  driven  oft';  the  com  scattered 
upon  the  ground,  and  so  damaged  by  a  heavy  rain  that  after  lujing  hauled  to  the  fort 
the  remnant  was  sold  for  $20;  the  harness,  wagon-sheets,  and  everything  that  conld 
be,  were  carried  oft';  the  wagons  cut  in  pieces  and  so  injured  that  the  remnant  of  the 
ten  wagons  was  sold  for  $500. 

Claimant  alleges  that  by  reason  of  the  wagons  being  left  in  a  desert  country,  some 
66  miles  from  the  fort,  he  was  put  to  great  ex])ense  in  procuring  teams  to  haul  in  the 
remnant  of  the  train  and  in  prt»curing  corn  to  till  his  contract,  which  he  did  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  quartermaster  in  charge,  to  which  he  certifies.  Claimant  subnut^^ 
a  schedule  of  proi>erty  other  than  the  mules  taken  and  destroyed  at  the  time,  which 
he  estimates  at  $<),5:f2.50;  he  also  claims  consequential  damages  in  the  amount  of 
$15,000  on  account  of  intemiption  of  business  and  the  hire  of  transportation  at  heavy 
expense;  that  he  had  to  raise  money  at  heavy  rat-es  to  enable  him  to  comply  with 
his  contract  with  the  government. 

There  is  no  doubt  as  to  the  facts  in  relation  to  the  depredation,  and  that  it  was  com- 
mitted by  the  Kiowas  and  Comanches,  under  the  lejvd  of  Santanta  and  Big  Tree.  They 
went  with  the  stolen  pn>perty  direct  to  Fort  Sill  Reservation,  and  in  presence  of  the 
Indian  agent  and  General  Sherman  boasted  of  it.  Santanta  and  Big  Tree  wore,  by 
order  of  General  Sherman,  arrested,  indicted,  and  tried  by  the  civil  authorities,  and 
convicted  of  murder,  and  condemned  to  be  hanged,  but  the  sentence  was  commuted  to 
imprisonment  for  life  at  the  instance  of  the  Indian  •Department,  and  subsequently 
released,  and  are  now  at  large. 

A  large  number  of  witnesses  verify  the  statement  of  the  claimant  as  to  all  the  facts 
and  amount  of  damage  sustained  and  value  of  pro]»erty  taken  and  destroyed.  It  is 
sho^n  that  the  claimant  is  a  man  of  good  standing;  that  he  served  as  an  officer  in 
the  Union  Army  during  the  late  war;  that  by  reason  of  the  depredations  of  Indian^ 
he  hjis  been  reduced  from  an  easy  and  comfortable  competence  to  absolute  want,  and 
is  now  working  on  a  small  salary,  aft'ording  barely  a  support. 

It  api»ear8  that  the  Indians  delivered  to  their  agent,  for  claimant,  thirty-tive  mules 
and  one  horse;  and  he  admits  having  received  $2,b80  for  them  when  sold  in  market. 

The  property  shown  to  have  lieen  lost  is  valued  at  $14,73'2.50.  Deducting  therefrom 
$2,8^0,  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  i*ecovered  animals,  would  leave  $11,852.50,  which 
the  connnittee  i-ecommend  to  bo  paid  claimant  for  loss  snstained  fiom  the  attack  of 
the  Kiowas  and  Comanches,  less  $1,000  deducted  from  the  gross  amount  of  bill,  to 
cover  all  questions  as  to  value  of  jiroperty  lost  as  itemized  in 'Mr.  Warn>n*8  schedule. 

The  committee  submit  in  this  connection  a  letter  from  E.  P.  Smith,  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Atl'airs,  to  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  under  date  of  September  21*, 
1873,  which  is  marked  ILxhibit  B. 

Claimant  also  submits  a  claim  of  $10,353.50  for  loss  sustained  by  rea>M)n  of  an  at- 
tack upon  another  of  his  trains,  employed  under  the  same  contract,  and  within  ten 
miles  of  the  place  whei*e  the  former  attack  wiis  made.  This  last  was  by  a  ban«l  of 
Cheyenne  Inilians,  which  captnred  while  on  herd  near  the  train,  on  the  25th  of  August, 
1871,  21  mules  and  1  mare  ;  mules  valued  at  $2(X),  the  mare  at  $175. 

The  claimant's  train  was  partly  broken  up;  he  was  obliged  to  abandon  part  of  his 
loading,  all  of  which  he  avers  was  injured,  and  he  submits  that  he  was  thusdamageti 
by  detention,  loss  of  corn,  &c.,  $5,977.50,  in  addition  to  the  loss  of  the  animals. 

The  committee  allow  for  damages  to  wagons  and  loss  of  corn,  $600 ;  21  muU^  at 
$200,  $4,200;  1  mare,  $175;  total,  $4,975. 

From  the  evidence  submitted,  it  appears  that  in  this  case  12  mules  were  recovered 
from  the  Indians  and  delivered  to  claimant,  for  which  he  rei'eive<l  $1*60.  Deducting 
this  amount  from  the  total  above  stated,  would  leave  $4,015,  which  the  committee 
recommend  to  be  paid  on»this  branch  of  the  claim. 

The  evidence  is  positive  and  conclusive  as  to  the  capture  by  the  Indians  named  in 
both  cases,  who  were  in  amity  \>ith  the  United  States  and  the  recipients  of  its  l)onnty 
upon  the  reservation/  and  bound  by  treaty  stipulations  to  pay  out  of  their  annuitit^ 
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all  losjsos  sustained  by  doprcdatious  committed  by  tbein,  aud  also  tbat  they  had  no 
provocation  whatever,  and  that  the  depredations  were  committed  within  the  State  of 
Texas,  and  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  miles  from  the  lawfully  recognized  habitation 
or  hunting-grounds  of  the  Indians;  and, further,  that  the  attack  was  made  under  the 
lead  of  the  chiefs  who  signed  the  treaty  of  1868,  and  falls  clearly  within  the  purview 
of  the  acts  of  1802  and  1834  and  section  2156  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

This  claim  has  been  fully  investigated  by  the  Indian  agent,  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  evidence  submitted  in  this  entire  claim  is  clear  and  conclusive  on  every  point. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  claimant  suffered  heavy  consequential  damages,  but  none  have 
been  allowed  by  the  committee. 

It  apx>ears  also  that  it  v^sls  the  understanding  with  the  contractor  that  he  was  to  be 
jfiven  a  military  escort.  (See  telegram  by  Secretary  of  War  herewith  submitted.) 
None  was  provided,  as  no  troops  could  be  spared  from  other  duty.  The  teamstera 
iwrere,  however,  provided  with  arms  by  the  military  authorities. 

The  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


fTelefji-am.] 

San  Antonio,  February  14,  1H76. 
Aixj  utant-General, 

Washington  J  IJ.  C, : 

Articles  10  and  11  of  contracts  for  years  1^68,  1869,  1870,  and  1871,  state  that  con- 
tractors shall  be  furnished  with  suitable  escorts  for  protection  of  supplies,  when 
auonnt  transported  is  125,000  pounds  or  less ;  when  that  amount  is  exceeded,  then  no 
escort  to  be  furnished.  No  other  order  or  instructions  seem  to  have  been  given  by  the 
department  commander  during  these  years. 

TAYLOR, 
Aasititant  Adjutant-General, 
In  the  absence  of  the  Departmetit  Commander, 


48th  Congeess,  )  SENATE.  i  Report 

2d  Session.        f  \  No.  552. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.'  Call,  fi-om  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  21.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  tlie  bill  {8.  21)  granting 
a  pension  to  Louisa  Bainhridge  Hoff^  respectfully  report: 

That  Commodore  Henry  Kuhn  Hoff  served  for  many  years  in  the 
United  States  Navy  with  great  distinction,  and  died  of  disease  contracted 
in  the  service  and  in  the  Une  of  duty,  in  the  year  1878,  he  holding  at 
that  time  the  rank  of  commodore. 

The  bill  grants  a  pension  to  his  widow,  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month 
instead  of  $30,  the  rate  now  allowed  by  law. 

In  consideration  of  the  great  length  of  time  during  which  Commodore 
Hoff  served  his  country,  and  of  the  distinguished  character  of  his 
services,  the  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

This  bill  has  been  favorably  reported  and  was  passed  by  the  Senate, 
and  favorably  reported  by  the  House  committee  at  the  last  session  of 
Congress,  but  was  not  reached  in  the  call  of  the  Calendar  before  ad- 
journment. 
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ISth  Congress,  I  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

2d  Session,        J  I  No.  553. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr. Booth,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  858.] 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  989)  en- 
titled "A  bill  for  the  relief  of  settlers  on  tJiepuhlie  lands  ana  to  provide 
far  the  repayment  of  certain  fees  and  commissions  paid  on  void  entries  of 
public  landSj^  have  corisidered  the  same,  and  report  as  follows : 

It  appears  that  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1873,  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  an  act  entitled  ^An  act  to  enable  honorably-discharged  soldiers 
and  sailors,  their  widows  and  orphan  children,  to  acquire  homesteads 
on  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States,'  and  amendments  thereto," 
now  incorporated  in  section  23()6  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
States,  fees  and  commissions,  amounting  to  $22,  for  the  location  of  eighty 
acres  of  land,  were  charged  oy  the  local  land-officers,  under  instructions 
from  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Neither  the  act  of  March  3,  1873,  nor  section  2306  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  requires  the  collection  of  any  fees  or  coni- 
missions  whatever  upon  entries  made  thereunder.  Such  fees  and  com- 
missions are  only  authorized  by  law  and  required  upon  original  home- 
stead entries ;  but  section  2306  confers  a  ri«ht  of  entry,,  limited  only  to 
the  person  who  has  already  done  the  preliminary  acts  of  entry  required 
under  the  homestead  law  and  to  the  quantity  of  land  to  be  obtained. 
No  additional  conditions  are  imposed  by  section  2306  and  no  additional 
fees  authorized. 

All  the  rules  which  have  been  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office  requiring  such  payment  are  purely  arbitrary,  and 
we  do  not  think  the  Commissioner  can  lawfully  prescribe  rules  regulat- 
ing fees  or  commissions  to  be  paid  which  are  not  authorized  bj'  law. 

It  also  appears  that  under  a  printed  circular  of  instructions  by  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  dated  August  5,  1874,  the 
beneficiaries  under  said  act  of  March  3,  1873,  and  section  2306,  Revised 
Statutes,  were  permitted  to  make  the  proofs  of  their  right  of  entry  be- 
fore any  clerk  •  of  a  court  of  record,  and  ui>on  such  papers,  purporting 
to  be  such  proofs,  entries  were  allowed  by  the  local  land-officers  any- 
where in  the  United  States  upon  presentation  of  such  papers,  tvithout 
further  certification,  and  payment  of  the  fees  and  commissions  required. 

Under  said  instructions  the  beneficiaries  would  make  the  proofs  of 
their  right  to  make  such  entry,  together  with  an  application  signed  in 
blank.  They  would  then  also  "execute  a  power  of  attorney  to  some  per- 
son to  make* the  entry,  and  another  power  of  attorney  to  sell  the  land 
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when  entered,  and  tbese  papers  soon  found  ready  sale,  especially  in 
localities  where  lands  were  not  subject  to  sale  for  cash,  and  of  such  a 
character  as  to  make  it  difficult  to  obtain  them  under  either  the  pre- 
emption or  homestead  laws,  such  as  timber  or  grazing  lands. 

The  usual  manner  of  disposing  of  these  claims  was  as  follows :  The 
papers  were  sent  out  to  some  attorney  or  land  agent  by  attorneys  or 
land  agents  where  the  beneticiaries  resided.    If  a  person  wished  to  ac- 
quire a  tract  of  land,  he  would  go  to  the  attorney  who  kept  these  claims 
for  sale  and  furnish  a  description  of  the  lands  desired  by  him,  which 
description  the  attorney  would  insert  in  the  application  accompanying 
these  proofs  of  right  of  entry.    The  purchaser  would  then  pay  to  the 
attorney  the  sum  demanded  for  the  claim,  usually  $2,50  per  acre,  and 
would  then  proceed  with  the  attorney  to  the  CTnited  States  land-office, 
where  the  attorney  would  present  the  papers,  and  the  purchaser  would 
pay  the  fees  and  commissions  required  to  the  receiver  in  the  name  of 
the  beneficiarj'  mentioned  in  the  proofs,  and  the  register  would  make 
the  entry  of  the  land  upon  the  records  and  plats  in  his  office,  and  issue 
a  certificate  reciting  that  the  person  in  whose  name  the  entry  was  made 
was  entitled  to  a  patent  for  said  land  upon  presentation  of  said  certifi- 
cate to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,     The  attorney 
would  then  execute  a  deed  to  the  purchaser  as  the  attorney  in  fact  for 
the  beneficiary. 

The  said  instructions  of  the  General  Land  Office  in  regard  to  the  man- 
ner of  locating  these  claims,  allowing  proof  of  the  right  before  a  clerk 
of  a  court,  atforded  an  opportunity  for  forging  papers  and  simulating 
proofs  of  which  unscrupulous  parties  availed  themselves.  These  frauds 
were  facilitated  by  the  fact  that  the  localities  where  these  claims  foimd 
the  most  ready  sale  were  thousands  of  miles  distant  from  the  places 
where  the  most  of  the  beneficiaries  resided.  The  local  land  oflfteers  bad 
no  means  to  verify  the  proofs  offered,  but  if  they  api>eared  regular  upou 
their  face,  they  were,  under  the  instructions  above  mentioned,  eomi)ened 
to  allow  the  entry  thereon.  The  purchaser  usually  purchased  these 
claims  or  the  land  upon  the  faith  of  the  indorsements  thereon  made  by 
the  land-officers  and  upon  the  faith  of  the  certificates  issued  by  them. 

In  due  time  the  forged  papers  upon  which  entries  had  been  allowed 
reached  the  General  Land  Office,  and  then  the  forgeries  were  detected 
after  a  time  and  the  entries  made  thereon  canceled,  but  not  until  so 
long  afterward  that  the  swindlers  had  ample  opportunity  to  get  beyond 
reach. 

The  government  received  considerable  sums  in  payment  of  fees  and 
commissions  upon  these  void  entries,  which  were  paid  by  inhocent  parties 
in  good  faith. 

Nothing  was  needed  but  a  carefully-considered  manual  of  instructions 
to  give  effect  to  the  act,  which  would  have  given  ample  protection  to 
the  government  and  the  individual,  and  such  instructions  were  issued 
on  May  17,  1877 ;  and  it  is  believed  such  frauds  have  not  since  then 
occurred. 

The  act  of  March  3,  1873,  or  section  230G  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
plact»s  no  restrictions  ui)on  the  beneficiaries  in  respect  to  the  right  of 
transfer.  The  act  conferred  a  gratuity  without  restriction,  and  as  its 
provisions  were  limited  to  persons  who  had  already  previously  acquired 
homes,  it  is  evident  that  no  restrictions  should  have  been  placed  upon 
the  beneficiary's  right  to  sell  his  claim,  as  the  gratuity  would  be  of  no 
value  to  him  unless  he  could  dispose  of  it.  Whatever  of  interest  the 
act  confen^ed  was  absolute,  and  subject  to  be  enjoyed  in  any  mann^ 
not  repugnant  to  law.    The  courts  have  decided  that  an  inchoate  right 
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to  land  is  property,  and  as  such  transferable,  unless  there  is  some  pro- 
^sion  in  the  act  conferring  the  right  which  forbids  the  transfer.  We 
liave  only  alluded  to  this  phase  of  the  matter  to  show  that  the  victims 
of  these  frauds  were  not  wrong-doers  by  purchasing  these  claims,  but 
that  their  part  of  the  transaction  was  legal. 

The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  victims  of  these  frauds  are 
entitled  to  a  repayment  from  the  government  of  the  fees,  commissions, 
and  excess  payments  paid  by  them  upon  these  void  entries,  and  that 
the  government  ought  to  repay  said  amounts. 

The  second  section  of  the  bill  provides  for  the  repayment  of  fees  and 
commissions  and  excess  payments  upon  entries  which  have  been  erro- 
neously allowed,  or  which  cannot  be  confirmed  by  reason  of  conflict  with 
prior  claims. 

As  the  law  now  stands,  such  fees,  commissions,  and  excess  payments, 
although  erroneously  paid  and  received,  cannot  be  repaid. 

It  frequently  happens  thiat  homestead  or  timber-culture  entries  are 
found  to  conflict  with  prior  railroad  pre-emptions,  State,  or  other  claims 
to  land.  These  entries,  having  been  erroneously  allowea,  cannot  be  con- 
firmed and  have  to  be  canceled,  and  there  is  no  authority  for  repaying 
the  fees,  commissions,  and  excess  payments,  which  have  been  covered 
into  the  Treasurv. 

The  laws  relating  to  repajments  for  lands  erroneously  sold  by  the 
United  States  were  enacted  long  before  the  homestead,  timber-culture, 
and  other  laws  for  disposing  of  public  lands,  and  while  the  cash-sale 
system  was  alone  in  operation,  and  do  not  provide  for  repayment  of  fees, 
commissions,  and  excess  payments  on  such  entries.  The  equities,  how- 
ever, are  preciselj^  the  same  in  both  cases. 
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-46th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Report 

2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  554. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


April  30,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ingalls,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tlie  followinfj 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition  of  Peter 

Yamellj  submit  the  following  report : 

Yaniell  was  granted  pension  by  special  a<;t,  and  prays  that  he  may  be 
allowed  arrears. 

Under  the  law  and  the  precedents  hitherto  established,  the  committee 
cannot  recommend  favorable  action,  and  they  ask  that  the  petition  may 
be  indefinitely  postponed. 
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^H  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  EEPOBr 

2d  Session.       )  (  No.  555. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Call,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

2%e  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Wm.  A. 
Rogers  praying  for  a  pension^  have  carefully  examined  the  same^  and 
ry»ort : 

That  the  petitioner  has  never  made  application  to  the  Commissioner 
f  Pensions,  and  he  admits  he  did  not  serve  fourteen  days.  Thecommit- 
ie  therefore  report  adversely  on  the  petition,  and  recommend  that  it 
e  indefinitely  postponed. 
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IBTH  CONGBESSy  )  SENATE  (  REPORT 

2d  Session.       J  ( Ko.  556. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1870. —Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  KiBKWOOD,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  /o  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Martin 
Price  for  a  pension,  have  carefully  examined  the  same,  and  report : 

While  the  evidence  in  the  case  makes  it  somewhat  probable  that 
I)etitioner  has  a  just  claim  to  a  pension,  yet  it  is  so  confused,  uncertain, 
and  imperfect,  the  committee  do  not  feel  justified  in  recommending  that 
a  pension  be  granted,  and  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the 
farther  consideration  of  the  petition. 
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^TH  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepoet 

2d  Session.       f  \  No.  557. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  i>rinted. 


Mr.lNGALLS,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

EEPOET: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1432.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Pensiom  submit  the  following  report : 

Angus  McAuley  was  a  soldier  in  the  Seminole  and  Creek  Indian  war, 
and  was  pensioned  at  $2  per  month  from  February  7,  1859,  He  was 
dropped  from  the  rolls  by  reason  of  his  residence  within  the  limits  of  the 
insurrectionary  States.  He  asks  that  he  may  be  restored,  and  files  evi- 
dence that  he  did  not  perform  military  service  in  the  Confederate  army. 
The  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  the  following 
amendments :  In  line  4  strike  out  the  words  "  place  on "  and  insert 
''  restore  to^' ;  in  line  7,  before  '*  war"  insert  the  words  **  Creek  Indian"; 
strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  war"  in  line  7,  and  insert  "and  pay  him  a 
pension  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act." 
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*XH  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

2d  Seasian.       i  '       i  No.  558. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


tf  r.  Kellogg,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1697.  ] 

Vhe  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  tchom  was  referred  the  2>etition  of  Matthew 
O"  Reagan  for  pemion,  hare  carefully  examined  the  same^  and  report: 

That  the  petitioner  was  a  soldier  in  the  military  service  of  the  United 
States,  and,  when  in  the  service  and  the  line  of  his  duty,  was  wounded 
n  the  right  hand  and  arm.  The  arm  was  amputated  just  below  the 
tlbow,  so  that  he  cannot  use  the  forearm.  He  is  now  receiving  a  pension 
if  $18  per  mouth,  but  because  he  has  no  use  of  the  forearm  asks  an 
Qcrease  of  pension  to  $24  per  month ;  and  the  committee,  being  of 
»X>inion  that  his  case  is  fully  within  the  reason  and  equity  of  the  act, 
ecoinmend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 
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46th  Oongeess,  (  SENATE.  ( EEPOur 

2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  559. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  30, 1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Call,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1698.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Oeorge 
J.  Webb^  praying  for  an  increase  ofpension,  have  carefully  examined  the 
same^  and  report : 

That  the  petitioner,  a  soldier  of  the  One  hundredth  New  York  Vol- 
onteers,  is  now  the  recipient  of  a  pension  of  $12  per  month,  granted  for 
a  grape-shot  wound  in  the  head,  received  at  the  storming  of  Fort  Wagner, 
causing  deafness  in  the  left  ear,  partial  loss  of  vision  in  the  left  eye,  and 
cerebral  disturbances. 

Since  the  issuance  of  his  pension  certificate  for  $12,  granted  for  causes 
stated  above,  the  petitioner,  having  totally  lost  the  sight  of  his  left  eye^ 
made  application  to  the  Pension  Office  for  an  increase  of  pension  on 
aocount  of  the  loss  of  his  left  eye.  The  examining  surgeons  of  the  Pen- 
sion Office  state  that  the  loss  of  the  eye  is  the  direct  result  of  the  grape- 
shot  wound  in  the  head  received  in  the  line  of  duty. 

The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the  claim,  after  a  careful  ex- 
amination of  the  facts  in  the  case  and  the  medical  questions  involved, 
on  the  ground  that  $12  per  month  was  the  full  rate  of  pension  he  was 
entitled  to  under  the  law  for  the  degree  of  disability  existing  from 
wound  in  the  head  (including  the  loss  of  the  left  eye). 

Inasmuch  as  the  petitioner  is  almost  totally  prevented  from  following 
his  trade  as  a  printer  by  the  loss  of  the  sight  of  his  left  eye,  your  com- 
mittee would  recommend  that  his  x>ension  be  increased  from  $12  per 
month  to  $15  per  month,  and  urge  the  passage  of  the  accompanying 
biU. 
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46th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  j  Repobt 

2d  Session.       f  \  No.  560. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Logan,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1710.] 

The  Committee  on  Milita^^  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  for  the 
relief  of  William  H.  Oillj  respectfully  submit  the  following  report : 

Captain  Gill  entered  the  service  of  the  United  States,  as  military 
storekeeper  in  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  June  12,  1858,  and 
served  continuously  until  December  23, 1870. 

During  the  war  of  the  rebellion  he  had  charge  of  and  was  responsible 
for  clothing,  and  camp  and  garrison  equipage,  exceeding  in  value 
$50,000,000,  and  performed  his  duties  with  such  efficiency  and  fidelity 
a.s  to  receive  the  highest  commendation  from  his  superior  officers. 

Having  been  ordered  from  Schuykill  Arsenal,  Philadelphia,  to  Fort 
Union,  N.  Hex.,  in  1870,  he  completed  his  inventories  and  obtained  his 
receipts  for  property  turned  over  on  the  5th  of  December  of  that  year. 

Meantime  he  had  applied  to  the  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army  for  a 
modification  of  a  month's  leave  of  absence  granted  to  him,  commencing 
November  1,  1870,  so  that  it  would  commence  as  soon  as  his  inventories 
should  be  completed;  otherwise  he  could  not  avail  himself  of  the  leave. 
This  application  was  refused. 

About  this  time  his  daughter  w<as  taken  suddenly  and  seriously  ill,  and 
he  was  compelled  to  remain  at  her  bedside ;  and  therefore,  on  the  7th 
day  of  December,  two  days  after  his  receipts  were  obtained,  he  tendered 
his  resignation  in  order  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  leaving  her.  But  be- 
fore he  received  notice  of  the  acceptance  of  his  resignation  he  asked  to 
withdraw  it  by  telegram,  on  the  recovery  of  his  daughter,  on  the  19th  of 
December,  1870.  On  the  24th  of  December,  1870,  he  received  a  letter 
from  the  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army,  dated  December  22,  notifying 
him  that  his  resignation  had  been  accepted  to  take  effect  December  16. 
At  the  time  it  was  accepted,  the  request  to  withdraw  the  same  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  Adjutant-General. 

Captain  Gill's  faithful  and  honorable  service  entitled  him  to  a  leave 
of  absence  before  his  departure  for  New  Mexico,  and  it  was  a  great  hard- 
ship to  be  compelled  to  tender  his  resignation  in  order  to  attend  his 
daughter  in  her  sickness  ]  and  it  was  unjust,  if  not  considered  unlawful, 
to  accept  his  resignation  after  he  had  withdrawn  it.  He  promptly  but 
unsuccessfully  petitioned  the  President  to  revoke  the  order  accepting 
his  resignation.  These  facts  are  fully  evidenced  by  the  papers  hereto 
attached. 

Your  committee  respectfully  submit  the  accompanying  bill  with  the 
recommendation  that  it  be  passed. 


% 


2  WILLIAM   H.    GILL. 

[Special  Orders  No.  179.    Extract.  ] 

War  Department, 
Adjutant-Generax^s  Office, 

WashingtoHj  July  29,  1870. 

•  »♦••»  •  • 

II.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Quartermaster-General  the  following  changes 
in  the  stations  and  duties  of  military  storekeepers  of  the  Quartermaster's  Department 
are  hereby  made : 

Capt.  V.  Van  Antwerp  is  assigned  to  Schuylkill  Arsenal,  Pa.  He  will  proceed  to 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  relieve  Capt.  William  H.  Gill,  who,  on  being  relieved,  will  pro- 
ceed to  Irort  Union,  N.  Mex.,  and  report  thence  b^  letter  to  the  commanding  general 
and  the  chief  quartermaster.  Department  of  the  Missouri,  for  duty  at  Fort  Union. 


By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 


Official : 


E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 
A  djuta  n  t-General. 

J.  P.  MARTIN, 
Assistant  Adjutant-GeveraL 


[Order.] 


Deputy  Quartermaster-General's  Officb, 

Philadelphia f  Pa.^  August  23, 1870. 

Capt.  y.  P.  Van  Antwerp,  military  storekeeper,  ha ving  reported  for  duty  in  obedieiice 
to  Special  Orders  No.  179,  Adjutant-Generars  Office,  July  29,  1B70,  is  hereby  assigned 
to  the  Schuylkill  Arsenal,  and  will  relieve  Capt.  William  H.  Gill,  military  store- 
keeper, now  in  charge. 

Capt.  Van  Antwerp  will  receipt  to  Captain  Gill  for  all  public  projierty  at  the 
arsenal  for  which  he  (Captain  Gill)  is  responsible. 

Captain  Gill  will  arrange  his  public  business  so  as  to  complete  it  at  the  end  of  the 
present  month,  at  which  time  he  will  proceed  to  obey  such  orders  as  he  may  have  re- 
ceived from  the  proper  authorities. 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 
Deputy  Quartermaster-General,  Brevet  Major-General^  U.  S,  J. 


Deputy  Quartermaster-Gexeral's  Office, 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  August  30,  lOTO. 

Captain  :  Referring  to  the  orders  sent  you  from  this  office,  dated  the  9th  instant, 
you  are  informed  that  said  orders  are  modified  as  follows : 

The  public  property  to  be  transferred  shall  be  carefully  oveiiianled  and  counted,  in 
order  that  it  may  be  correctly  invoiced  and  receipted  for.  At  the  termination  of  this 
duty  Captain  Gill  will  proceed  to  obey  such  orders  as  he  may  have  received  from  the 
proper  authorities. 

I  am,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 
Deputy  Quartermaster-General,  Brevet  Major-General,  U.  S.  A. 

Capt.  William  H.  Gill, 

Military  Storekeeper,  U,  S.  A.,  Schuylkill  Arsenal, 


f 
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Clothing  Depot,  Schuylkill  Arsenal, 

Philadelphia,  December  7,  1?70. 

General  :  In  consequence  of  the  severe  illness  of  members  of  my  family  and  private 
business  of  an  important  nature,  and  my  inability  to  obtain  a  leave  of  absence,  I  am 
compelled  and  herewith  have  tne  honor  to  respectfully  tender  to  his  Excellency  the 
President  of  the  United  States  my  resignation  as  an  officer  of  the  United  States  Annj, 
and  request  my  honorable  discharge  from  the  military  service. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WILLIAM  H.  GILL, 
Captain  and  Military  Storekeeper,  U.  S.  A. 
The  Adjutant-General,  U.  S.  A., 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Through  Lieut.  Col.  Stewart  Van  Vliet, 

Deputy  Quartermaster-General,  U.  S.  A, 
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Philadelphia,  Pa.,  October  10,  1870. 

Dear  Captain  :  In  breaking  the  bonds  of  official  interconrse  enjoyed  daring  the 
past  three  years,  to  enable  you  to  assume  charge  of  the  military  storekeeper's  depart- 
ment at  Fort  Union,  N.  Mex.,  be  assured  I  do  so  with  regret,  having  daring  the  whole 
of  that  period  found  you  ever  prompt  in  the  fulfillment  of  every  duty  intrusted  to 
year  charge ;  and  I  trust  that  in  entering  on  the  new  field  of  labor  to  which  you  have 
Deen  assi^ed  yon  may  meet  with  those  who  will  endeavor  by  their  courtesies  to  make 
pleasant  in  that  far-off  region  the  few  leisure  hours  you  may  enjoy  free  from  the  mul- 
tifarious duties  you  will  be  called  upon  to  perform  in  your  official  capacity. 

Assuring  you  of  my  heartiest  wishes  for  your  happiness  and  prosperity,  also  the 
general  welfare  of  your  estimable  family, 

I  am,  with  the  highest  respect,  yours,  very  truly, 

G.  H.  CR08MAN, 
AsBisiant  Qtia}*terma»ter-General  (retired), 
Capt.  Wm.  H.  Gill, 

Military  Storekeeper ^  U.  S.  J. 


Ebbitt  Housb, 
Washington,  D,  C,  March  20,  1871. 
iTo  the  President  : 

Lettming  that  Capt.  William  H.  Gill,  military  storekeeper  in  the  United  States 
Army  for  thirteen  years,  was  compelled,  in  conseqnence  of  dangeroos  illness  of  his 
daughter,  to  tender  his  resignation  on  the  7th  of  December,  1870 ;  that  the  caase  that 
ifli^lied  this  action  was  removed  by  the  19th  of  December,  at  which  time  he  requested 
leave  to  withdraw  his  resignation;  that  the  order  accepting  his  resignatioii  beaiB 
Ante  December  23,  after  the  date  of  the  receipt  at  the  War  Department  of  said  with- 
drawal: we  respectfully  suggest  that  justice  to  an  efficient  officer  wonld  seem  to 
reqnire  that  the  order  accepting  his  resignation  be  revoked,  or  that  his  request  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  same  be  granted. 

If  this  can  be  done  consistent  with  the  public  interests,  it  would  afford  the  nnder- 
•igners  great  personal  gratification. 

With  great  respect,  your  obedient  servants, 

JOHN  SHERMAN. 
JOHN  SCOTT. 
SIMON  CAMERON. 


Senate  Chamber,  May  31,  1672. 
To  the  President  : 

Permit  us  to  state  that  Capt.  William  H.  Gill  was  appointed  storekeeper  about 
fourteen  years  since ;  was  in  charge  at  Cincinnati  from  tne  beginning  to  the  close  of 
tbe  recent  war;  was  then  ordered  to  New  York  City  and  put  in  charge,  where  h^  re- 
mained about  three  aud  one-half  years;  was  then  ordered  to  Philadelphia,  where 
he  served  about  three  years;  was  then  ordered  to  Fort  Union,  N.  Mex.,  but 
w  hile  engaged  in  turning  over  stores  to  his  successor  in  Philadelphia  his  daughter 
was  confined,  and  was  supposed  to  be  at  the  point  of  death.  Under  the  influence  of 
his  parental  love,  he  applied  for  a  leave  of  absence,  under  the  advice  of  Mi^or  General 
Van  Vliet,  which  was  not  granted.  He  then  tendered  his  resignatipn,  but  before  he 
received  notice  of  its  acce]»tauce  his  daughter  rallied,  and  became  so  much  better  that 
he  deemed  it  safe  to  leave  her,  when  he  telegraphed  the  War  Department  tcithdraw- 
ing  hia  resignation.  But  the  next  day  (as  per  dates  on  the  papers)  after  the  telegram 
was  forwarded,  the  order  accepting  his  resignation  was  issued. 

Soon  after  this  the  captain  applied  for  a  restoration,  which  he  renews. 

He  refers  with  confidence  to  his  official  record.  Vast  amounts  of  government  stores 
have  passed  through  his  hands,  and,  as  he  believes,  he  had  the  conndence  of  all  of  his 
superiors  aud  associates  in  the  service.  His  accounts  are  all  satisfactorily  closed.  He 
was  the  head  of  his  corps,  aud  deems  it  a  great  hardship  that  he  should  be  thrown  out 
of  the  service  on  account  of  the  act  of  Gody  that  no  true  parent  could  disregard. 

There  are  now  several  vacancies.  He  therefore  prays  a  reappointment,  and  is  ready 
to  go  to  any  post  where  the  good  of  the  service  may  require. 

We  respectfully  unite  in  this  request. 

JAS.  HARLAN. 
[Indoraement  on  the  foregoing. J 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  War.     If  Captain  Gill  can  be  restored 
legally  I  have  no  objection  to  his  restoration  or  to  his  appointment,  subject  to  con 
firmation  by  the  Senate.    This  is  supposing,  of  course,  that  his  record  is  good. 

U.  S.  GRANT. 

June  1,  1872. 
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WILLIAM    H.    GILL. 
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Headquarters  of  the  Army, 
Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Washington,  January  29,  1880. 

Military  history  of  William  H.  Gill  of  tlie  United  States  Army,  as  shown  by  the  files 

of  this  office. 

Appointed  military  storekeeper  Quartermaster's  Department,  June  12,  1858;  captain 
and  military  storekeeper  Quartermaster's  Department,  July  28,  1866. 

Service, — On  duty  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans.,  from  July,  1858  to  March  20,  1861; 
on  leave  of  absence  to  April  10,  1861 ;  on  duty  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans.,  to  July  2, 
1861 ;  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  from  July  5,  1861,  to  December,  1865 ;  at  New  York  City, 
K.  Y.,  to  January,  1868;  at  the  Philadelphia  depot.  Quartermasters'  Department,  to 
September  16,  1868 ;  on  leave  of  absence  to  October  10,  1868 ;  on  duty  at  the  Phil*- 
demhia  depot,  Quartermaster's  Department,  to  date  of  his  discharge. 

Honorably  discharged  to  date  December  16,  1870,  by  Special  Orders  385,  dated  De- 
cember 31,  1870,  from  this  office. 


Cincinnati,  Ohio,  June  8,  1863. 

Sir:  By  an  order  from  the  Secretary  of  War  I  have  been  relieved  from  the  charge 
of  the  clothing  depot  at  this  point.  In  relinquishing  my  control  over  it  I  desire  tore- 
turn  you  my  thanks  for  the  manner  in  which  you  have  discharged  yoar  duties.  At 
the  outset'  of  the  rebellion  the  Eastern  depots  were  overworked  m  providing  supplies 
for  Eastern  troops,  and  nothing  could  be  drawn  from  them  for  the  armies  of  the  West 
A  depot  was  improvised  here  to  supply  them.  The  promptness  and  regularity  with 
which  these  armies  have  been  supplied  can  be  attested  by  the  generals  commanding 
them,  and  you  have  contributed  at  least  your  full  share  in  accomplishing  these  results. 

In  orgamzing  this  depot,  and  bringing  it  to  the  state  of  efficiency  m  which  I  re- 
linquish it,  in  which  I  feel  a  just  pride,  I  have  been  much  indebted  to  yonr  energetic, 
intelligent,  and  faithful  assistance.  Your  position  has  been  one  of  g^eat  responsibiUtT 
and  laoor.  I  trust  at  no  distant  day  the  War  Department  will  show  a  juster  appre- 
ciation of  your  services  than  it  has  done  of  mine. 

You  fully  merit,  and  I  hope  will  receive,  a  substantial  recognition  from  the  govern- 
ment for  tne  zeal  you  have  displayed  in  the  discharge  of  your  arduous  duties. 
I  am,  captain,  very  respectfully,*  your  obedient  servant. 

JNO.  H.  DICKER80N, 
Captain  and  Chief  Quartermaster  Department  of  Ohio, 

Capt.  W.  H.  Gill, 
Military  Storekeeper, 

United  States  Quartermaster-General's  Office, 

Cincinnati^  OAto,  April  12,  1866, 

Capt.  W.  H.  Gill  having  been  on  duty  as  military  storekeeper  in  this  city  during 
the  past  five  years,  it  affords  me  pleasure  to  state  that  during  the  time  be  has  beeo 
under  my  orders  I  have  found  lum  attentive  and  zealous  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties.  The  very  large  amount  of  propertv  he  has,  from  time  to  time,  been  in  charge 
of  has  been  well  taken  care  of  and  properly  accounted  for. 

THOS.  SWORDS, 
Assistant  QiMrtermaster- General j  Brevet  Brigadier-General, 


Chief  Quartermaster's  Office, 

Cincinnati  Depot^  February,  1865. 

My  Dear  Sir  :  As  I  am  about  leaving  this  station  to  assume  charge  at  Philadelphia, 
I  desire  to  express  my  satisfaction  as  to  the  manner  in  which  you  have  discharged 
yonr  duties  since  I  have  been  in  charge  at  this  depot. 

Probably  the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  your  x)osition  were  never  so  great  or  so 
arduous  before  as  they  have  been  during  the  past  five  months,  as  the  great  movements 
of  Generals  Sherman  and  Thomas,  together  with  the  usual  business,  rendered  it  neces- 
sary to  receive,  care  for,  and  issue  immense  quantities  of  property.  I  have  alwayt 
found  you  ready  and  prompt  in  the  discharge  of  your  duties,  and  congratulate  yoa 
upon  having  been  so  successful. 
Very  truly  yours, 

WM.  W.  McKIM, 
Colonel,  Chief  Quartermattei . 

Capt.  W.  H.  Gill, 

Military  Storekeeper,  U.  S.  A,,  Cincinnatif  Ohio, 


WILLIAM    H.    GILL.  5 

Depot  Quartermaster's  Office, 
Cincinnatiy  Ohio,  September  30,  1865. 

Captain:  When  I  became  connected  ^ith  the  office  of  clothing  and  equipage  in  this 
city  in  June,  1863,  I  found  you  in  charge  as  military  storekeeper  of  the  depot,  a  posi- 
tion "which  yon  have  continued  to  fill  under  the  respectiye  administrations  of  Colonels 
Swords,  McKim,  and  myself. 

Bein^  about  to  leaye  the  service,  it  gives  me  pleasure  to  bear  testimony  that  yon 
have  discharged  your  arduous  duties  with  promptness  and  fidelity,  and  in  a  manner 
alike  creditable  to  the  service  and  yourself. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  W.  MOULTOK, 
Colonel,  and  Depot  Quartermaster, 

Capt.  Wm.  H.  Gill, 

Military  Storekeeper ,  U,  S,  A.,  Cincinnatiy  Ohio, 


Office  of  Assistai^t  Quartermaster-General, 

2lew  York,  January  4, 1868. 

Captain  :  Having  been  relieved  from  service  under  my  direction  and  ordered  to  a 
new  field  of  duty,  I  beg  leave  to  tender  you  m^  sincere  thanks  for  the  very  prompt 
nuuiner  in  whicn  yon  have  executed  all  orders  given  you,  and  for  the  zeal  and  ndelitjy 
yon  have  manifested  in  the  discharge  of  your  duties  as  military  storekeeper  in  this 
city. 

I  am,  very  respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

RUFUS  INGALLS, 
Colonely  and  Assistant  Quartermaster-General,  U,  S,  A, 

Capt.  William  H.  Gill, 

2iilitary  Storekeeper,  U,  8.  A. 
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46th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

2d  Session.       )  \  Ko.  561. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BuRNSiDE,  from  the  Committee  ou  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1488.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 
1488)  to  provide  for  prom^otions  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  j  having 
had  the  same  under  consideration^  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following 
report: 

Your  committee  recognize  the  fact  that  promotion  is  slow  in  the  artil- 
lery arm  of  the  service,  and  they  would  be  glad  to  recommend  that  all  its 
first  lieutenants,  after  fourteen  years  of  continuous  service  as  first  lieuten- 
ants^ should  be  promoted  to  the  rank  of  captain,  but  after  receiving  such 
service-promotion  they  would  have  no  legal  right  to  a  command  equal 
to  their  rank  until  absolutely  promoted  to  the  command  of  a  company. 
Toor  committee  do  not  feel  themselves  authorized  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  captains  in  the  Army  and  the  attending  increase  of  exx>ense 
Tvhich  would  result  from  the  passage  of  the  biD.  The  artillery  is  a 
favorite  arm  of  the  service,  and  graduates  of  the  Military  Academy 
seek  appointments  in  it,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  promotion  is 
slow.  The  committee  see  no  reason  for  recommending  the  passage  of 
the  bill,  notwithstanding  the  favorable  recommendation  of  the  Adjutant- 
General^of  the  Army  and  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  bill,  and  recommend  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


«TH  GoNGBESS.  (  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  562. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BuBNSiDE,  from  the  Committee  oq  Military  Affaires,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  128:^.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  tckomwas  referred  the  bill  {8.  1288) 
to  authorize  the  President  to  restore  D.  M,  Page  to  his  former  rank  in 
the  Army  and  place  him  upon  the  retired  list,  have  duly  considered  the 
same,  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

Daniel  M.  Page  entered  the  service  October  12,  1861,  a  private  in 
Company  B,  Forty-third  Ohio  Volunteers,  and  served  to  September  29, 
1863,  and  with  Battery  F,  Second  United  States  Artillery,  to  January 
24, 1864,  when  he  was  discharged  and  transferred  to  the  Third  Alabama 
Volunteers  (afterwards  changed  to  the  One  hundred  and  eleventh 
United  States  Colored  Troops),  with  which  he  served  as  a  non-commis- 
sioned officer  until  promoted:  Second  lieutenant,  July  3,  1865;  first 
lieutenant  and  adjutant,  December  13,  1865;  breveted  captain  and 
major,  13th  of  March,  1865,  for  gallant  and  meritorious  services  during 
the  war ;  served  with  regiment  to  April  30, 1866,  when  mustered  out 
of  the  volunteer  service.  He  was  appointed  in  the  Eegular  Army  as 
first  lieutenant  Thirty-eighth  Infantry,  22d  of  July,  1867,  and  went  to 
Kew  Mexico  with  the  regiment  in  August,  1867,  and  was  there  until 
May,  1869,  when  he  was  ordered  home  to  await  orders  on  account  of 
sickness,  and  placed  on  the  list  of  unassigned  officers,  and  was  honorably 
muster^  out  of  service  January  1, 1871,  under  General  Orders  No.  1 
from  the  A(^utantGenerars  Office,. dated  January  2,  1871.  In  the 
mean  time  he  was  before  a  retiring  board  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans., 
September  24,  1870,  which  board  reported  that  he  was  unfit  for  duty 
at  that  time,  '^'but  not  incapacitated  for  active  service,  as,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  board,  he  may  recover  his  full  strength,  as  he  has  no  organic 
disease.''  This  opinion  was  based  upon  the  testimony  of  surgeons  of 
the  Army  who  examined  him.  As  he  was  not  found  by  the  board  per- 
manently incapacitated  for  active  service,  he  could  not  be  placed  upon 
the  retired  list,  but  was  kept  upon  the  roll  of  unassigned  officers,  on 
which  roll  he  was  when  he  applied  to  go  before  the  retiring  board ;  and, 
on  January  1, 1871,  he  being  a  supernumerary  officer,  was,  upon  the  re- 
duction of  the  Army,  honorably  mustered  out  of  service,  in  conformity 
with  section  12  of  the  act  approved  July  15,  1870. 

Your  committee  see  no  reason  for  restoring  said  Page  to  the  Army 
which  does  not  apply  to  all  the  officers  muster^  out  in  conformity  with 
said  act.  They  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consid- 
eration of  the  bill,  and  recommend  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 
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4Cth  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepoet 

2d  Session.       f  \  No.  563. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4;  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BuRNSiDE,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1455.] 

The  Committee  on  Militury  Affairs,  to  ichom  was  referred  the  bill  {8, 1465) 
authorizing  the  President  to  appoint  John  W.  Hoffman  a  second  lieu- 
tenant in  the  United  States  Army,  having  had  the  same  under  oonsideror 
tioUj  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

John  W.  Hoffman  was  notified  on  the  20th  of  February,  1869,  by  the 
War  Department  that  his  name  would  be  submitted  by  the  President 
to  the  Senate  for  appointment  as  second  lieutenant  in  the  United  States 
Cavalrj  upon  condition  that  he  pass  a  satisfactory  examination  under 
the  law.  He  was  required  to  report,  on  or  before  the  1st  of  April,  1869, 
to  a  board  of  officers  then  in  session  at  Carlisle  Barracks,  Pa.  Feb- 
ruary 22  he  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  this  notification,  and  subse- 
quently reported  to  the  board.  On  the  26th  of  February  the  boiurd 
reported  that  he  had  passed  a  satisfactory  examination  for  a  commission 
as  lieutenant  in  the  United  States  Cavalry.  The  next  day  his  nomina- 
tion was  prepared,  and  transmitted  by  the  President  to  the  Senate  on 
the  3d  of  March,  1869.  The  Senate  adjourned  without  acting  on  the 
nomination,  since  which  time  Mr.  Hoffman  has  not  been  renominated. 

More  tiian  eleven  years  have  now  elapsed,  and  Mr.  Hoffman  is  38 
years  of  age.  The  existing  regulations  governing  the  appointment  of 
second  lieutenants  from  civil  life  limit  the  age  of  eligible  candidates  to 
30  years.  Your  committee  do  not  assume  that  Congress  cannot  by  en- 
actment override  that  limitation,  but  they  think  it  would  be  unwise  to 
appoint  a  man  of  that  age  to  the  position  of  second  lieutenant,  and  they 
certainly  do  not  think  it  proper  to  authorize  the  President  to  do  now 
what  he  has  a  right  to  do,  notwithstanding  the  regulation  which  has 
been  published  by  his  own  order.  If  he  chooses  to  violate  the  regula- 
tion which  has  been  made  by  his  authority,  Congress  has  no  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  matter,  and  it  remains  for  the  Senate  to  decide  whether  or 
not  they  would  advise  such  action.  He  can,  if  he  thinks  it  just  and 
proper,  appoint  Mr.  Hoffman  without  any  authorit}'  from  Congress. 

Your  committee  therefore  report  the  bill  back  adversely,  ask  to  be 
discharged  from  its  further  consideration,  and  recommend  tibat  it  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 
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46rH  Congress,  \  SENATE.  j  Repoet 

2d  Session.        »  \  No.  564. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BuENSiDE,  from  the  Committee  ou  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1128.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hiU  (H,  JB. 
1128) /or  the  relief  of  James  N.  Ruby^  have  had  the  same  under  consider^ 
atiouj  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  folloicing  report : 

A  precisely  similar  bill  was  passed  at  the  closiag  hours  of  the  last  ses- 
sion of  Congress  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  James  N.  Ruby,  but  unfortu- 
nately did  not  reach  the  President  in  time  to  get  his  signature.  The 
favorable  report  adopted  at  that  time  is  again  adopted  by  your  commit- 
tee, and  is  as  follows  : 

[S.  Report  No.  G58,  Forty-fifth  Congress,  third  session.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  H.  R.  2852,  "Jn  act  for  the  relief 
of  James  N,  Buby"  have  had  the  same  under  consideration ^  and  submit  the  following 
report: 

The  facts  in  this  case  are  fully  set  forth  in  the  House  report^  as  follows : 

"  [House  Report  No.  476,  Forty-fifth  Congress,  second  session.] 

**Mr.  Braoo,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  AfTairs,  submitted  the  following  report 

to  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2852 : 

'*  The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H,  R.  2852) /(W  the  relief 

of  James  N,  Ruby^  submit  the  following  report: 

» 

"  The  committee  have  had  such  bill  under  consideration^  and  report  the  following 
fSacts  upon  which  the  claimant  bases  his  ciaim  for  relief: 

**  1.  The  muster-roll  of  the  non-commissioned  staff  of  the  Twentieth  Regiment  of  Wis- 
consin Volunteer  Infantry  shows  that  James  N.  Ruby  enlisted  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States  June  28,  1862;  was  mustered  June  30,  1862,  and  was  mustered  as  ser- 
geant-major in  such  regiment  August  18,  1862.  And  the  petition  and  affidavit  of  the 
claimant  show  that  he  entered  upon  and  discharged  the  duties  of  sergeant-major  of 
such  regiment  from  the  date  of  his  enlistment  to  the  22d  day  August,  1862,  and  that 
he  has  received  no  pay  for  such  period  of  service. 

**2.  The  petition  of  the  claimant  shows,  among  other  things,  that  on  the  22d  day  of 
August,  1862,  he  was  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  Wisconsin  a  first  lieutenant  in 
the  Eighteenth  Regiment  of  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  that  on  the  26th  day 
of  August,  1862,  he  was  duly  and  regularly  mustered  into  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  at  Madison,  Wis.,  by  Maj.  R.  S.  Suiith,  of  the  United  States  Army,  on  duty  at 
Madison,  Wis.,  as  muster-in  officer  and  superintendent  of  recruiting  service ;  the  regi- 
ment in  which  he  was  so  mustered,  Colonel  Bouck  commanding,  then  being  on  duty 
near  Corinth,  Miss. 

"That  by  virtue  of  such  commission  and  muster  he  reported  for  duty  in  person  to 
Colonel  Bouck,  commanding  Eighteenth  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry  m  the  field,  in 
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2  JAMES   N.    RUBY. 

Corinth,  by  whom  he  was  directed  to  report  to  Colonel  Oliver,  commanding  bneade 
to  which  the  Eighteenth  Regiment  of  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry  was  attached; 
that  in  obedience  to  such  order  he  did  so  report  to  Colonel  Oliver,  and  was  by  him 
assigned  to  duty  as  such  first  lieutenant  in  the  Fourteenth  Regiment  of  Wisconsin 
Volunteer  Infantry,  Col.  John  Hancock  commanding,  which  last-named  regiment  wm 
a  part  of  Colonel  Oliver's  brigade  ;  that  under  such  order  of  assignment  ne  entered 
upon  active  duty  as  such  first  lieutenant,  participating  in  the  march  to  luka,  and  en- 
gaging in  a  sharp  skirmish  near  luka,  Miss.,  and  in  the  battle  of  Corinth  on  the  3d 
and  4th  of  October,  1862;  that  thereafter  he  was  refused  pay  as  such  lieutenant,  by 
the  paymaster,  on  account  of  alleged  irregularity  in  his  muster,  whereupon  leave  ol 
absence  was  granted  hi^p  by  General  John  A.  Rawlins,  adjutant-^enend  of  General 
Grant,  then  in  command  of  the  troops  in  that  department  of  military  operation,  to 
report  to  the  governor  of  Wisconsin,  at  Madison,  and  that  he  did  so  report  on  the  dd 
day  of  December,  1862,  and  was  on  said  last-named  day  commissioned  by  the  governor 
of  Wisconsin  a  captain  in  the  Thirty-fourth  Regiment  of  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry, 
and  served  as  such  until  the  8th  day  of  September,  1863. 

''The  statements  of  Colonel  Bouck  and  Colonel  Hancock  corroborate  in  substance  the 
fact  of  his  service  as  stated  by  the  claimant,  and  bear  testimony  to  his  faithfulness  uni 
efficiency  as  an  officer. 

'*  From  these  facts  your  committee  report  that  in  their  opinion  the  said  James  N.  Rnbj 
is  entitled  to  pay  as  a  private  soldier  from  the  date  of  his  enlistment,  Jnne  28, 1862,  to 
August  18,  18(52,  when  he  was  mustered  as  sergeaut-major,  and  to  pay  as  sergeant- 
F^ajor  from  August  18,  1862,  to  the  26th  day  of  August,  1862,  when  he  was  mustered  as 
first  lieutenant. 

''And  your  committee  further  report  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  pay  as  first  Iwen- 
tenant  from  the  date  of  his  muster  as  such  by  Maj.  R.  S.  Smith,  August  26,  1862,  until 
the  date  of  his  muster  as  captain,  on  the  2d  day  of  December,  1862. 

*'  Your  committee  base  their  favorable  report  upon  the  ground  that  the  claimant  per- 
formed the  duty  under  the  color  and  authority  of  the  government,  and  Li  not  chargea- 
ble with  irregularity,  if  any  there  waa,  in  the  mustering  officers  of  the  tfovemment. 

"The  government  received  the  service  knowingly  and  under  color  of  its  authority, 
and  in  justice  should  pay  for  the  same. 

"  Your  committee,  therefore,  report  back  the  bill  with  an  amendment  to  confonn  lo 
this  report,  and,  when  so  amended,  recommend  its  passage." 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  relief  sought  for  ought  to  be  granted,  and 
therefore  recommend  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 
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m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  MgPhebson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensious,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1169.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  1169)  granting 
a  pension  to  John  Earner^  have  carefully  examined  the  same^  and  report 
as  follows : 

The  papers  in  the  case  of  John  Harner,  late  corporal  Fourth  United 
States  Cavalry,  show  that  a  claim  was  allowed  for  hemorrhoids,  for 
which  he  is  now  receiving  a  pension.  He  claims  a  pension,  however,  for 
hernia  and  ii\jury  to  the  left  knee. 

There  is  no  evidence  which  goes  to  show  clearly  that  the  said  injuries 
were  inflicted  or  contracted  in  the  military  service. 

There  is  no  record  in  either  the  military  or  the  medical  department 
showing  their  existence  while  in  the  service  or  at  the  time  of  his  dis- 
charge. It  is  stated,  however,  by  several  officers  and  privates  of  his 
company,  or  what  purports  to  be  their  statement,  but  which  is  neither 
signed  by  anybody  nor  verified  in  any  manner,  tnat  he  was  suffering 
from  hernia  and  injury  to  the  knee  at  &e  time  he  was  discharged. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  there  is  not  sufficient  testimony  to 
warrant  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  McPherson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  2861.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions j  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H.  R.  3861) 
granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Herman  Baldivin,  have  carefully  ex- 
amined the  samcj  and  report  as  follows : 

The  petitioner,  Herman  Baldwin,  late  corporal  Company  B,  Fifty- 
fourth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  was,  on  the  10th  of  Apnl,  1874,  placed 
ui>on  the  pension-roll,  at  the  rate  of  $8  per  month,  for  de^ess  of  right 
ear,  and  hearing  of  left  impaired,  and  disease  of  lungs.  The  Pension 
Department  reduced  the  applicant's  pension  to  $2  per  month  because 
the  deafness  was  only  partial.  It  is  clearly  proven  in  the  evidence  that 
he  is  totally  deaf  in  the  right  ear^  and  almost  entirely  so  in  the  left  ear. 

Prior  to  the  war  he  made  his  hving  by  repairing  clocks  and  watches. 
His  hearing  is  so  defective  at  the  present  time  that  he  has  to  abandon 
this  means  of  obtaining  a  livelihood.  His  general  health  does  not  permit 
him  to  do  any  other  manual  labor.  Examining  Surgeons  Blubacher  and 
Good  report  the  disability  as  total,  and  also  thieit  it  is  permanent. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  an  increased  pension  should  be 
granted,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  an  amendment. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  McPherson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2450.  ] 

The  Committee  on  PensioiiSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  B.  2450) 
granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Wade,  have  carefully  examined  the  same,  and 
report  a^  follows : 

It  appears  from  the  papers  that  Jennie  Wade,  a  daughter  of  the  peti- 
tioner, was  killed  in  the  battle  of  Gettysburgh  on  the  3d  day  of  Jidy, 
1363,  within  the  Union  lines,  and  whilst  she  was  engaged  in  baking 
bread  for  Union  soldiers.  It  appears  further  from  the  papers  that  she 
was  at  the  time  in  the  house  occupied  by  her  mother  and  married  sister, 
in  the  borough  of  Gettysburgh.  The  house  was  located  near  the  top  of 
Cemetery  Hill,  and  was  occupied  during  the  battle  by  Union  sharp- 
shooters. On  the  3d  day  of  July,  1863,  whilst  engaged  as  aforesaid  in 
the  kitchen  of  said  house,  she  was  shot.  The  ball  passed  through  the 
outside  kitchen  door  and  entered  the  small  of  the  back  just  below  the 
left  shoulder.    She  expired  instantly. 

It  further  appears  ^m  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  the  petitioner 
had  three  sons,  aged,  respectively,  17, 12,  and  8  years,  besides  the  daugh- 
ter Jennie  (who  was  killed)^  aged  20  years. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  petitioner  that  her  daughter  Jennie  was  her  sole 
support,  her  husband  being  a  lunatic  and  confined  to  the  poorhouse. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  to  the 
contrary,  that  said  Jennie  Wade  was  exposed  to  this  peril  of  her  own 
volition,  there  being  no  proof  that  the  Union  soldiers  were  in  need  of 
bread,  and  it  is  not  unfair  to  presume  that  she  was  engaged  in  an  occu- 
pation from  which  some  personal  profit  was  derived. 

We  therefore  recommend  that  no  pension  be  granted. 
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m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  McPherson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1711.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Mrs. 
Hannah  Mackey,  guardian  of  the  minor  child  of  John  M.  Yourison,  alias 
John  Sloan,  have  carefully  examined  the  same,  and  report  as  follows : 

Mrs.  Hannah  Mackey,  the  petitioner,  is  the  mother  of  the  child.  J. 
M.  Yourison  first  served  in  the  Fourth  New  Jersey  Volunteers.  He  was 
-wounded  and  left  in  the  hospital.  Before  he  fairly  recovered  he  left  the 
hospital  without  permission  and  enlisted  in  the  Fifty-sixth  Eegiment 
New  York  Volunteers.  A  consolidated  pension  was  granted  to  the 
widow  and  minors  of  said  soldier,  which  was  afterward  dropped,^  upon 
ascertainment  by  the  Pension  Department  that  the  soldier  had  deserted 
from  a  prior  service. 

The  committee  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  granted 
by  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 
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2d  Session.       §  \  No.  669. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Booth,  from  the  Committee  on  Patents,  submitted  the  followiDg 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Patents^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Helen 
Frances  Manville,  praying  the  extension  of  reissued  patent  No.  6535, 
have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  stibmit  the  following  report : 

In  1862,  a  patent  was  granted  to  Robert  H.  Mathies  and  Gordon  Mc- 
Kay for  an  improvement  in  machines  for  attaching  uppers  to  the  soles 
of  boots  and  shoes. 

Mathies  committed  suicide  about  the  time  the  invention  began  to  be 
successfdl,  and  it  is  alleged  that  the  intense  and  unremitting  thought  he 
gave  to  the  invention  was  the  cause  of  the  loss  of  his  reason.  Before 
his  death  he  sold  his  interest  in  the  patent  to  his  partners  for  $9,000. 
It  is  stated  that  at  the  time  of  the  sale  the  firm  was  in  debt  to  the 
amount  of  $125,000,  which  had  been  contracted  in  buying  other  patents 
and  perfecting  this  invention. 

The  release  from  his  share  of  this  liability  was  a  part  of  the  consid- 
eration of  the  sale,  in  addition  to  the  $9,000  cash. 

Mathies,  it  is  represented,  was  a  man  of  great  mechanical  geuius,  and 
one  of  his  motives  for  selling  his  interest  in  this  patent  was  a  desire  to 
devote  his  time  and  means  to  perfecting  another  invention. 

Mr.  Mathies  was  married  in  August,  1861,  and  died  in  1863.  He  left 
no  children.  His  widow  has  since  married,  and  now^  as  Mrs.  Helen  F. 
Manville,  petitions  for  the  passage  of  a  law  which  will  allow  her  to  ap- 
ply to  the  Commissioner  for  the  extension  of  the  patent  which  expired  in 
August,  1879.  She  has  contracted  to  sell  the  extension,  if  it  should  be 
granted,  to  the  McKay  Sewing  Machine  Company  for  $50,000. 

While  the  patent,  the  extension  of  which  is  sought,  is  of  a  high  order 
of  invention,  it  is  not  original  in  design,  but  a  vast  improvement  on  the 
machine  invented  by  Mr.  Blake  in  1858. 

The  perfected  machine,  which  has  been  exhibited  to  the  committee^ 
combines  many  principles  and  devices  which  were  well  known  and  in. 
common  use  before  this  patent  was  issued.  The  machine  is  in  fact  the 
growth  of  years  and  the  adaptation  and  combination  of  known  contri- 
vances to  a  particular  end.  Among  these  are  the  devices  of  the  sewing- 
machine,  the  wax-thread  machine,  and  the  pegging  machine,  all  of 
which  preceded  the  McKay  invention  and  contributed  very  largely  to> 
its  efficiency.  The  McKay  sewing-machine  is  rather  the  result  of  a 
marvelous  ingenuity  in  combination  than  of  original  inventive  genius* 

If  the  extension  of  this  patent  should  be  granted,  the  substantial 
beneficiaries  will  be  the  McKay  Sewing  Machine  Company.  They  are 
the  real  parties  to  the  application.    It  is  not  unfair  to  say  they  have 
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agreed  to  pay  Mrs.  Manville  $50,000  for  the  use  of  her  name,  in  the 
event  the  application  should  be  successful;  and  the  memorial  may 
properly  be  treated  as  though  it  were  made  in  behalf  of  the  McKay 
Sewing  Machine  Company. 

The  parties  in  intei^est  have  not,  as  is  usually  required,  submitted  to 
the  committee  any  detailed  statement  of  their  profits  on  the  patent,  but 
they  admit  them  to  be  large.  From  facts  disclosed,  however,  the  low- 
est estimate  of  their  gains  from  this  patent  cannot  be  less  than  three 
million  dollars.  The  probabilities  are  that  a  statement  of  account  by  the 
company  would  show  that  a  profit  has  been  realized  of  a  much  larger 
sum.  It  is  not  denied  that  in  the  last  year  of  the  patent  they  divided 
$600,000. 

However  great  the  merits  of  the  invention,  it  has  been  amply  paid 
for,  and  belongs  to  the  public.  To  extend  it  is  simply  to  create  a  monop 
oly  and  confer  upon  its  owners  the  '*  potentiality  of  becoming  rich  beyond 
the  dreams  of  avarice.'' 

The  number  of  machines  licensed  in  the  last  vear  of  the  life  of  the 
patent  is  said  to  have  been  1,200,  each  having  the  capacity  to  bottom 
400  pairs  of  boots  or  shoes  per  day. 

At  a  royalty  of  1 J  cents  per  pair  (lower  than  the  average  then  charged), 
this  would  yield  an  income  of  $7,200  per  day.  The  maehines  were  not 
all  run  to  their  full  capacity.  It  was  stated  in  the  argument  for  the 
petitioner  made  before  the  committee  of  the  Fort^^-fifth  Congress  that 
the  average  work  of  each  machine  was  100  pairs  per  day.  The  business 
is  increasing,  not  only  with  the  growth  of  population,  but  by  the  substi- 
tution of  sewed  for  pegged  work.  Estimating  by  the  dividends  paid 
during  the  past  year,  the  value  of  the  extension  sought  would  be 
$4,200,000.  The  business  will  continue  to  increase,  and  a  reasonable 
calculation  of  profits  would  amount  to  $6,000,000. 

It  is  proposed,  then,  to  levy  a  tax  on  the  public  of  $6,000,000,  in  order 
to  pay  Mrs.  Manville  $50,000.  It  is  respectfully  submitted  that,  if  that 
amount  is  equitably  due  to  her,  a  less  expensive  'method  should  be 
devised  for  collecting  it.  The  profits  of  the  McKay  Sewing  Machine 
Company  for  a  single  month  will  pay  Mrs.  Manville  more  than  she  will 
get  from  seven  years'  extension  of  the  patent. 

It  is  urged  in  favor  of  this  extension,  1st,  that  the  royalty  charged  is 
so  small  that  it  does  not  affect  the  cost  of  the  consumer. 

Small  as  it  is,  it  is  greater  than  the  cost  of  the  labor  with  the  use  of 
the  machine  in  "attaching  the  uppers  to  the  soles  of  boots  and  shoes." 
A  proposition  to  levy  a  tax,  however  small,  for  seven  years  on  all  ma- 
chine-sewed boots  and  shoes,  for  the  benefit  of  a  private  individual, 
would  not  be  considered. 

No  merit  in  the  beneficiaries,  however  great,  no  suggestion  that  the 
consumers  would  feel  so  light  a  tax,  however  true,  would  raise  it  to  the 
level  of  a  moment's  consideration. 

Yet  that  will  be  the  practical  effect  of  this  extension,  as  the  patent 
has  been  fully  paid  for,  and  legally  and  rightfully  belongs  to  the  public. 

It  is  urged  in  favor  of  the  extension^  2d,  that  a  large  majority  of  the 
licensees  are  in  favor  of  it.  The  committee  attach  very  httle  importance 
to  this.  Leaving  out  of  consideration  the  fact  that  the  McKay  Sewing 
Machine  Company,  who  have  procured  the  i>etitions  of  the  manufac- 
turers (on  printed  blanks),  might  make  it  to  the  interest  of  licensees  to 
aid  in  securing  the  extension  by  an  offer  of  discriminating  rates  in  their 
favor,  the  rights  of  the  public  and  the  general  policy  of  the  law  should 
control  the  decision  of  the  question,  and  not  the  wishes  or  interests  of 
a  class. 
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If  manufacturers  should  all  pay  the  same  royalty,  the  committee  fall 
to  see  what  personal  interest  any  licensee  would  have  in  opposing  the 
extension.  In  fact  the  temporary  convenience  of  licensees  might  be  sub- 
served by  the  continuance  of  care  of  the  McKay  Sewing  Machine  Com- 
pany over  the  machines  already  paid  for  and  in  use.  Large  manufact- 
urers have  a  direct  interest  in  preventing  the  increased  competition 
which  would  arise  from  the  reduction  of  the  cost  of  machines  and  the 
abolition  of  the  royalty. 

When  this  memorial  was  before  the  committee  of  the  Forty-fifth  Con- 
gress no  opposition  appeared,  but  when  the  bill  was  reported  and  public 
attention  was  directed  to  the  subject  numerous  strong  remonstrances 
were  presented  to  the  Senate,  and  many  more,  some  of  them  represent- 
ing manufacturers  and  licensees,  have  been  presented  at  the  present 
session. 

If  it  were  realized  that  the  extension  of  this  patent  involved  the  prin- 
ciple of  levying  an  insiduous  tax,  so  small  as  to  be  imperceptible  to  the 
tax-payer,  but  aggregating  millions,  for  the  benefit  of  a  gratuitous  mo- 
nopoly, the  opposition  would  be  as  general  and  pronounced  as  that 
which  excluded  the  copper  money  coined  under  a  monopoly  granted  by 
the  British  Parliament  from  circulation  in  Ireland. 

Finally,  it  is  urged  in  behalf  of  the  extension  that  if  this  invention 
becomes  public  property  inferior  machines  will  be  made  and  inferior 
work  will  be  done.  This  is  the  argument  which  was  always  used  in  favor 
of  monopolies  in  the  time  when  they  were  grants  of  royal  favor,  when 
it  was  thought  necessary  to  use  any.  Some  one  must  exercise  a  pater- 
nal care  to  protect  the  public  from  its  own  improvidence  and  guard  it 
from  imposition  by  the  sale  of  inferior  goods. 

If  the  argument  is  valid  in  this  case  it  would  justify  the  extension  of 
this  patent  in  perpetuity,  for  there  may  never  come  a  time  when  a  new 
manufacturer  can  immediately  make  as  perfect  a  machine  as  one  who 
for  years  has  had  the  exclusive  right  to  make  it.  In  that  regard  the 
longer  the  monopoly  continues  the  greater  the  reason  for  extending  it. 

We  think,  however,  that  the  anticipated  temporary  inconvenience  to 
arise  from  oi>ening  this  invention  to  the  public  is  greatly  exaggerated. 
If  the  men  who  use  these  machines  are  as  dependent  as  is  represented 
ou  the  McKay  Sewing  Machine  Company  to  keep  them  in  good  working 
order  and  proper  repair,  it  is  time  they  were  educated  to  their  more  in- 
telligent use.  The  services  of  the  men  who  practically  do  this  work  for 
the  owners  of  the  patent  could  probably  be  secured  for  less  than  the 
$6,000,000  of  royalties  which  it  is  proposed  to  turn  into  the  treasury  of 
the  McKay  Sewing  Machine  Company.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  so  widely 
diffused  is  the  capacity  for  mechanical  invention  in  the  American  mind, 
there  is  not  a  manufacturing  community  in  the  country  where  mechan- 
ics cannot  be  found  working  for  daily  wages  who  cannot  master  in  one 
month  the  principles  of  this  machine  and  the  best  methods  of  its  use. 

In  explanation  of  some  parts  of  this  report,  it  may  be  necessary  to  say 
that  while  the  principal  patent  in  the  McKay  sewing-machine  has  ex- 
pired, the  use  of  the  machine  is  still  restricted  to  licensees  under  the 
claim  of  the  company  that  it  is  protected  by  patents  for  certain  devices 
in  connection  with  it,  which  will  not  expire  until  1882. 

If  Mr.  Mathies  were  still  living  and  the  application  were  made  in  his 
interest  and  for  his  sole  benefit,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  sold  his 
right  in  the  invention  for  less  than  it  was  worth,  the  extension  would 
be  of  at  least  doubtful  propriety. 

The  law  recognizes  and  defines  the  right  of  property  in  a  patent'Cd 
invention,  but  it  is  under  no  more  obligation  to  protect  the  owners  of 
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that  species  of  property  than  of  any  other  fi'om  mistakes  of  judgment 
in  dealing  with  their  own.  But  whatever  merits  such  an  application 
might  be  supposed  to  have,  they  do  not  belong  to  that  under  considera- 
tion, which  is  in  fact  the  application  of  the  McKay  Sewing  Machine 
Company  for  a  franchise  worth  millions  of  dollars,  with  a  promise  to 
pay  Mrs.  Manville,  formerly  the  wife  of  Mr.  Mathies,  $50,000  for  the 
use  of  her  name  in  procuring  it. 
The  committee  recommend  that  the  petition  be  denied. 


^6th  Congebss,  I  SENATE.  /  Eepoet 

2d  Session.        J  \  No.  570. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  4,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  KiRKWOOD,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  913.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensmis^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (8. 913)  granting 
a  pension  to  Thomas  P.  Johnson,  have  examined  the  papers  in  the  case^ 
and  report: 

Mr.  Johnson  was  an  enlisted  soldier  in  Company  B,  Fourth  Begiment 
Illinois  Volunteers,  in  the  war  with  Mexico;  enlisted  June  13, 1846,  and 
was  discharged  with  his  company  May  26, 1847.  He  applied  for  a  pen- 
sion in  1876,  alleging  disability  arising  from  chronic  diarrhea  and  gran- 
ulated, sore  eyes  contracted  in  the  service  in  the  line  of  duty.  His  claim 
was  rejected  *^  because  of  claimant's  inability  to  establish  origin  of  alleged 
disability  in  line  of  duty.'' 

The  evidence  in  the  case  consists  of  the  testimonv  of  Dr.  Thomas  P^ 
Rogers,  of  McLean  County,  Illinois,  who  testifies  that  he  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  claimant,  and  attended  him  professionally  about  two  years 
after  he  returned  from  Mexico;  that  during  that  time  claimant  was 
afflicted  with  ulceration  of  the  bowels  and  stomach,  caused  by  chronic 
diarrhea  contracted  while  in  the  Army  in  Mexico;  and  that  to  affiant's 
knowledge  claimant  continued  so  afflicted  for  about  Ave  years  after  his 
return  from  Mexico,  and  that  his  constitution  was  permanently  impaired. 
William  La^h,  a  comrade  in  the  same  company  with  claimant,  was  ac- 
quainted with  him  for  about  ten  years  before  they  enlisted;  that  claim- 
ant wa6  of  sound  bodily  health  when  he  enlisted,  and  that  his  health 
was  very  poor  after  his  return.  Over  twenty  years  ago  claimant  removed 
to  Iowa,  and  has  lived  there  ever  since. 

Dr.  William  Chaney,  of  Clark  County,  Iowa,  where  claimant  lives, 
testifies,  in  1878,  that  he  has  known  claimant  about  twenty-two  j^ears, 
and  was  his  family  physician  over  eleven  years,  and  treated  him  for 
granulated  sore  eyes  and  chronic  liver  complaint  and  ulceration  of  the 
stomach  and  bowels,  and  that  he  has  been  almost  blind  ever  since  affi- 
ant knew  him. 

Examining  Surgeon  J.  W.  Holland,  who  examined  claimant  in  Decem- 
ber, 1878,  states  that,  judging  from  his  then  condition  and  the  evidence 
before  him,  he  believes  the  disability  did  originate  in  the  service  in  the 
line  of  duty,  and  is  permanent;  that  claimant  is  blind  of  right  eye  from 
opacity  of  cornea,  result  of  innammation;  left  eye  partially  blind  from 
8ame  cause :  that  claimant's  bowels  are  swollen  and  tender  in  iliac  region ; 
discharge  irom  two  to  eight  times  per  day. 

Another  comrade,  James  De  Pew,  testifies  he  knew  claimant  well  be- 
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fore  and  at  the  time  of  his  enlistment,  and  that  claimant  was  then  a 
sound  and  healthy  man.  Over  two  hundred  of  his  neighbors,  who  have 
known  him  over  twenty  years,  have  signed  a  petition  asking  that  a  pen- 
sion be  granted  him. 

Claimant's  application  is  under  oath,  and  states  fully  the  injury  to  his 
eyes  caused  by  sand  in  a  sand  storm,  and  to  his  having  contracted  di- 
arrhea while  in  the  service,  and  the  continuance  of  both  diseases  until 
he  is  now  almost  wholly  blind,  and  entirely  unable  to  earn  a  living.  The 
petition  of  his  neighbors  gives  much  weight  to  his  own  statement. 

It  would  be  more  satisfactory  if  record  evidence  had  been  produced; 
but  we  all  know  both  sore  eyes  and  diarrhea  are  progressive  diseases; 
and  although  claimant's  condition  at  first  was  not  such  as  to  send  him 
to  the  hospital,  the  proof  is  satisfactory  that  he  went  into  the  service  a 
sound,  healthy  man;  that  he  came  out  diseased  and  broken;  that  his 
disease  has  continued  to  increase  upon  him,  until  now  in  his  old  age  he 
is  blind  and  imable  to  eani  his  living  by  his  labor. 

The  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
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May  5,  1880. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Harris,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  1720.] 

The  Committee  an  ClaimSj  to  ichom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Oeorge  E. 
Payne^  of  Saint  Charles  Parish^  in  the  State  of  Louisiana^  asking  ami- 
pensation  for  the  seizure^  use^  and  occupation  of  his  sugar  plantation  by 
the  officers  of  the  government,  submit  the  following  report: 

The  claimant  is  a  native  of  the  State  of  New  York.  In  1856  he  pur- 
chased a  sugar  plantation  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  Eiver,  in 
the  Parish  of  Saint  Charles,  Louisiana,  and  about  27  miles  above  New 
Orleans,  upon  which  he  settled  and  subsequently  resided ;  and  in  1860 
he  purchased  an  adjoining  plantation,  the  two  combined  making  about 
2,313  arjiens,  upon  which  he  cultivated  sugarcane  and  manulactured 
sugar  and  molasses,  which  the  proof  shows  yielded  him  a  net  income  of 
over  $20,000  per  annum. 

When  claimant  purchased  the  plantation  in  1860  he  borrowed  money 
fiom  his  merchapt,  Charles  P.  Leverich,  of  New  York  City,  and  at  the 
beginning  of  the  war,  in  1861,  he  was  indebted  to  his  said  merchant  on 
account  of  said  loan  over  $32,000,  and  in  order  to  prevent  the  confisca- 
tion of  said  debt  by  the  Confederate  Government,  it  was  agreed  between 
the  said  Charles  P.  Leverich,  claimant,  and  Stephen  Duncan,  who  re- 
sided at  Natchez,  in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  that  Leverich  should  trans- 
fer and  assign  the  said  debt  to  the  said  Duncan,  and  the  assignment  was 
accordingly  made ;  and  while  claimant  and  his  plantatioij  were  within 
the  military  lines  of  the  Confederates  he  paid  upon  this  debt,  up  to 
November  1,  1862,  the  sum  of  $18,000,  and  on  the  1st  day  of  November, 
1862,  he  left  his  plantation  temporarily  in  charge  of  an  agent  for  the 
l>urpo8e  of  going  to  Natchez  to  pay  his  said  New  York  creditor  the  bal- 
ance of  said  debt. 

The  military  forces  of  the  United  States  took  possession  of  New 
Orleans  and  environs  about  1st  May,  1862.  Major-General  Butler, 
in  command,  by  proclamations,  issued  1st  and  6th  of  May,  respectively, 
Iiromised  protection  to  life  and  property  to  all  citizens  not  in  arms 
a^xainst  the  United  States,  making  si>ecial  mention  of  the  **  honest 
planters  of  Louisiana.'' 

On  the  .jth  November,  1862,  the  military  lines  of  General  Butler  were 
so  extended  as  to  include  claimant's  i>lautJrtioii,  and  on  the  9th  day  of 
Noveml)er,  1862,  the  general  issued  General  Order  No.  01,  by  which  all 
l>roperty  within  what  was  known  as  the  district  of  La  Fourche  was 
st'ipiestered,  and  all  sales  or  transfers  thereof  forbidden,  and  created  a 
military  sequestration  commission  to  take  povssession  of  and  work  plan- 
tations. By  this  order  the  district  of  La  Fourche  included  all  territory 
in  the  State  of  Louisiana  west  of  the  Mississippi  River,  except  the  par- 
ishes of  Plaquemines  and  Jeft'erson. 


GEORGE   E.    PAYNE. 


•! 


General  Order  No.  91  reads  as  follows : 

HEADliUARTrRS  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  GULF. 

^Wir  OrleattSj  Xovemher  9,  18*ii. 

The  cominanding  general  being  informed,  and  lM»lieving,  tliat  the  district  west  of 
the  Misfjissippi  River,  lately  taken  posseHsion  of  by  the  United  States  troo|Mi,  is  most 
largely  occupied  by  jiersons  disloyal  U^  the  United  States,  and  whose  property  has  lie- 
come  liable  to  confiscation  under  the  acts  of  Congress  and  the  proclamation  of  the 
President,  and  that  sales  and  transfers  of  said  pi-operty  are  being  made  for  the  x*ur)KMe 
of  depriving  the  government  of  the  same,  has  determined,  in  order  to  secure  theright« 
of  all  persons  as  well  as  those  of  the  government,  and  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
crops  now  growing  to  be  taken  care  of  and  secured,  and  the  unemployed  laborers  to 
be  set  at  work  and  provision  made  for  payment  of  their  labor — 

To  order  as  follows : 

1.  That  all  the  property  within  the  district  to  be  known  as  the  "  Dintrict  of  La 
Fourche,"  be,  and  hereby  is,  sequestered,  and  all  sales  or  transfers  thereof  are  forbid- 
den and  will  be  held  invalid. 

2.  The  district  of  La  Fourche  will  comprise  all  the  territory  in  the  State  of  Louisi- 
ana lying  west  of  the  Mississippi  River,  except  the  parishes  of  Plaqnemines  and  Jef- 
ferson. 

3.  That  Maj.  Joseph  M.  Bell,  provost  judge,  president;  Lieut.  Col.  J.  B.  Kinsman, 
A.  D.  C;  Captain  Fuller  (Seventy-fifth  >iew  York  Volunteers),  provost-marshal  of  the 
district,  be  a  commission  to  take  possession  of  the  property  in  said  district,  to  make  an 
accurate  inventory  of  the  same,  and  to  gather  up  and  collect  all  such  personal  prop- 
erty, and  turn  over  to  the  pi'oper  officers,  u}>on  their  receipts,  such  of  said  property  m 
may  be  required  for  the  use  of  the  United  States  Army :  to  collect  together  all  the 
other  personal  property,  and  bring  the  same  to  New  Orleans,  and  cause  it  to  be  sold 
at  public  auction  to  the  highest  biaders ;  and,  after  deducting  the  necessary  expenses— 
of  care,  collection,  and  transportation — to  hold  the  proceeds  thereof  subject  to  the 
just  claims  of  loyal  citizens  and  those  neutral  foreigners  who  in  good  faith  shall  ap- 
pear to  be  the  owners  of  the  same. 

4.  Every  loyal  citizep  or  neutral  forei^pier  who  shall  be  found  in  actual  possession 
and  ownership  of  any  property  in  said  district,  not  having  acquired  the  same  by  any 
title  since  the  18th  day  of  September  last,  may  have  his  property  returned  or  deliVered 
to  him  without  sale,  upon  establishing  his  condition  to  the  judgment  of  the  commis- 
sion. 

5.  All  sales  made  by  any  person  not  a  loyal  citizen  or  foreign  neutral,  since  the  18th 
day  of  September,  shall  be  held  void,  and  all  sales  whatever,  made  with  the  intent  to 
deprive  the  government  of  its  rights  of  confiscation,  will  be  held  void^at  what  time 
soever  made. 

6.  The  commission  is  authorized  to  employ  in  working  the  plantation  of  any  person 
who  has  remained  quietly  at  his  home,  whether  he  be  loyal  or  disloyal,  the  negroo 
who  may  be  found  in  said  district,  or  who  have,  or  may  hereafter,  claim  the  pit>tectiofi 
of  the  United  States,  upon  the  terms  set  forth  in  a  memorandum  of  a  contract  hereto- 
fore offered  to  the  planters  of  the  parishes  of  Plaquemines  and  Saint  Bernard,  or  white 
labor  may  be  employed,  at  the  election  of  the  commission. 

7.  The  commissioners  will  caused  to  be  purchased  such  supplies  as  may  be  necessary, 
and  convey  them  to  such  convenient  depots  as  to  supply  the  planters  in  the  making  of 
the  crop;  which  supplies  will  be  charged  against  the  crop  manufactured  and  shall  con- 
stitute a  lien  thereon. 

8.  The  commissioners  are  authorized  to  work  for  account  of  the  United  States  such 
plantations  as  are  deserted  by  their  owners,  or  are  held  by  disloyal  owners,  as  may 
seem  to  them  expedient,  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the  crops. 

U.  Any  persons  who  have  not  been  actually  in  arms  against  the  United  States  Moce 
the  occupation  of  New  Orleans  by  its  forces,  and  who  shall  remain  peaceably  upon 
their  plantations,  affording  no  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States,  and 
who  shall  return  to  their  iulegiance,  and  who  shall,  by  all  reasonable  methods,  aid  the 
United  States  when  called  upon,  may  be  empowered  by  the  commission  to  work  their 
own  plantation,  to  make  their  own  crop,  and  to  retain  possession  of  their  own  prop- 
erty, excej)t  such  as  is  necessary  for  the  military  uses  of  the  Unite<l  States.  And  to  all 
such  persons  the  commission  are  authorized  to  furnish  means  of  transportation  for 
their  crops  and  supplies,  at  just  and  equitable  prices. 

10,  The  commissioners  are  empowered  and  authorized  to  hear,  determine,  and 
definitely  report  upon  all  questions  of  the  loyalty,  disloyalty,  or  neutrality  of  the 
various  claimants  of  property  within  said  district ;  and  further,  to  report  such  per- 
sons  as  in  their  judgment  ought  to  be  recommended  by  the  commanding  general  to 
the  President  for  amnesty  and  pardon,  so  that  they  may  have  their  property  returned ; 
to  the  end  that  all  persons  that  are  loyal  may  sutler  as  little  iigury  as  possible,  and 
that  all  persons  who  have  been  heretofore  disloyal  may  have  an  opportunity  now  to 
prove  their  loyalty  and  to  return  to  their  allegiance,  and  save  their  property  from 
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confiscatioD,  if  such  shall  be  the  determiuation  of  the  Goveruineut  of  the  United 
States. 

Bv  command  of  Major-General  Butler. 

GEO.  C.  STRONG, 
J.  A.  G.  and  Chief  of  Staff. 

This  order  issued  nine  days  after  claimant  left  his  plantation  to  go  to 
Natchez  to  pay  a  debt  to  a  New  York  creditor. 

On  the  8th  day  of  December,  1862,  one  John  S.  Woodward,  under  the 
orders  of  the  sequestration  commission  and  the  authority  of  General 
Order  No.  91,  with  military  force,  seized  and  took  possession  of  claim- 
ant's said  plantation,  with  all  the  machinery,  stock,  and  implements 
thereon,  and  compelled  the  agent  of  claimant  to  deliver  the  keys  to  the 
sugar-house  and  storehouse.  The  said  Woodward  was  then  and  there 
informed  by  H.  Duplan,  the  agent  of  claimant  in  charge  of  said  planta- 
tion, that  claimant  was  only  temi^orarily  absent  from  his  home  and  was 
expected  to  return  every  hour. 

There  was  at  that  time  a  valuable  crop  of  sugar-cane,  and  a  full  sup- 
ply of  tools,  implements,  and  stock  upon  the  x)lantation.  The  seques- 
tration commission  continued  in  possession  of  said  plantation,  stock, 
tools,  implements,  &c.,  until  February  15,  1863,  when  it  was  placed  in 
possession  of  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  which  held  it  until  Sep- 
tember, 1863,  when  it  went  into  the  possession  and  control  of  B.  F.  Flan- 
ders, a  supervising  special  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department,  who  took 
possession  at  the  request  of  the  military  authorities  prior  to  the  issuance 
of  the  War  Department  No.  331. 

On  the  9th  day  of  October,  1863,  the  War  Department  issued  the 
following : 

[Genei-al  Orders  No.  331.) 

War  DEPARTME>rr, 
Adjutant-Generai/s  Office, 

Washingtanj  October  9,  1863. 
The  President  orders : 

1.  All  houses,  tenements,  lands,  and  plantations,  except  such  as  may  be  required  for 
military  puposes,  which  have  been  or  may  be  deserted  and  abandoned  by  insurgents 
within  the  lines  of  the  military  occupation  of  the  United  States  forces  in  States  de- 
clared by  proclamation  of  the  President  to  be  in  insurrection,  will  hereafter  be  under 
the  supervision  and  control  of  the  supervising  special  agents  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. 

2.  All  commanders  of  military  departments,  districts,  and  posts,  will,  upon  receipt 
of  this  order,  surrender  and  turn  over  to  the  proper  supervising  special  agent  such 
houses,  tenements,  lands,  and  plantations,  not  required  for  military  uses,  as  may  be 
in  their  possession  or  under  their  control ;  and  all  officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  will,  at  ail  times,  render  to  the  agents  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, all  such  aid  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  them  to  obtain  possession  of  such 
houses,  tenements,  lands,  and  plantations,  and  to  maintain  their  authority  over  the 
same. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 
Asnutnnt  Adjutant-General 
Official. 

Under  this  order,  the  government  by  its  special  agent  of  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  continu^  to  hold  and  cultivate  the  plantation  of  claim- 
ant until  1865,  when  it  passed  into  the  possession  and  control  of  the 
Bureau  of  Refugees,  Freedmen  and  Abandoued  Lands  and  was  held 
by  that  bureau  and  its  tenants  until  January  1,  1866,  when,  under  the 
order  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  it  was  delivered  to  claimant. 

From  the  8th  day  of  December,  1862,  to  the  1st  day  of  January,  1866, 
the  plantation  of  claimant,  with  its  stock,  tools,  and  implements,  was 
held  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  its  various  agents, 
respectively,  the  sequestration  commission,  the  Quartermaster  General's 
Department,  the  supervising  special  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
and  the  Freedmen's  Bureau. 
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Wa«  this  seizure  and  holding  of  claimant's  plantation  legal  T  To  de- 
termine this  question  we  must  examine  the  status  of  claimant  and  his 
property  at  the  date  of  seizure  and  of  the  territory  in  which  the  planta- 
tion was  situated. 

Of  the  loyalty  of  the  claimant  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
the  committee  have  no  doubt.  The  fact  is  established,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  committee,  not  only  by  the  testimony  of  his  neighbors,  but  by  his 

Notwithstanding  the  act  of  the  congress  of  the  Confederate  States 
of  May  21,  1861,  prohibiting  all  persons  indebted  to  individuals  or  cor- 
porations in  the  United  States  from  paying  such  creditors,  and  author- 
izing them  to  pay  such  indebtedness  into  the  Confederate  treasury, 
claimant,  while  in  the  military  lines  of  the  Confederates,  and  in  direct 
violation  of  this  act,  paid  a  debt  of  over  $32,000  due  to  his  New  York 
creditor,  and  when  planters  in  Louisiana  were  I'equired  by  the  order  of 
a  Confederate  general  to  send  their  plantation  helU  to  New  Orleans  to 
be  cast  into  Confederate  cannon  he  refused  to  obey,  and  the  plantation 
bell  of  claimant  was  upon  the  place  when  seized  by  the  officers  of  the 
government. 

No  seizure  or  withholding  of  his  property  can  be  justified  upon  the 
ground  of  disloyalty,  or  even  doubtful  loyalty;  his  loyalty  was  pro- 
nounced and  well  understood. 

Nor  can  it  be  justified  upon  the  ground  that  the  plantation  and  prop- 
erty thereon  were  abandoned  or  deserted  by  claimant.  He  had  in  no  sense 
abandoned  or  deserted  the  property. 

So  far  from  it,  he  had  constantly  resided  upon  the  plantation  from  the 
date  of  its  purchase,  and  residetl  upon  it  when  it  was  seized,  and  had 
only  absented  himself  temporarily,  leaving  it  in  the  possession  and 
management  of  his  agent,  Mr.  H.  Duplan,  while  he  could  visit  Natchez 
for  the  legitimate,  loyal,  and  laudable  purpose  of  paying  a  debt  to  his 
New  York  creditor. 

Now,  as  to  the  status  of  the  district  within  which  claimant's  planta- 
tion was  situated  at  the  time  of  its  seizure  (December  8,  186J) :  By  the 
provisions  of  the  5th  section  of  the  act  of  Congress  approvecl  July  13, 
1861,  entitled  "An  act  further  to  provide  for  the  collection  of  duties  on 
imports,  and  for  other  purposes,"  the  President  of  the  United  States 
was,  under  certain  conditions  and  in  certain  contingencies,  authorized 
to  declare  by  proclamation  that  the  inhabitants  of  any  State,  "  or  any 
section  or  part  thereof,"  were  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  the 
United  States ;  and  such  section  of  said  act  provide  further  for  the 
forfeiture  to  the  United  States  of  all  goods  and  chattels,  wares  and 
merchandise,  coming  from  such  insurrectionary  State  or  section  into 
the  other  parts  of  the  United  States,  together  with  the  vessel  or  vehicle 
conveying  the  same. 

The  President,  in  his  proclamation  of  date  August  16,  1861,  made 
in  pursuance  of  the  authority  conferred  by  the  act  just  quote<i,  ex- 
cepted from  the  insurrectionary  States  all  those  parts  of  the  insurrec- 
tionary districts  from  time  to  time  occupied  and  controlled  by  the  mili- 
tary forces  of  the  United  States. 

After  specifying  the  States  and  parts  of  States  whose  inhabitanti^ 
were  then  in  insurrection,  the  President  states  the  exception  in  these 
words: 

Except  the  inhabitants  of  that  part  of  the  State  of  Virginia  lying  we«t  of  the  Alle- 
ghany Mountains,  and  of  such  other  parts  of  that  State  and  the  omer  State^^  lierein- 
before  named  as  may  maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  the  Union  and  the  CenstitutioD. 
or  may  be  from  time  to  time  occupied  and  controlled  by  forces  of  the  United  States  engaged  i» 
the  dispersion  of  said  insurgents. 
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On  the  6th  of  August,  1861,  Congress  passed  an  act  entitled  "  An  act 
to  confiscate  property  used  for  insurrectionary  purposes  " ;  and,  on  the 
17th  of  July,  1862,  an  act  entitled  "  An  act  to  suppress  insurrection, 
to  punish  treason  and  rebellion,  to  seize  and  confiscate  the  property  of 
rebels,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Aside  from  these  three  acts  (July  13,  1861,  August  6, 1861,  and  July 
17, 1862),  Congress  has  not  authorized  the  confiscation  of  private  prop- 
erty, and  they  prescribed  the  manner  in  which  alone  confiscation  could 
be  made. 

Eeterence  is  made  to  these  acts  of  Congi'ess  and  proclamation  in 
pnrsnani^  thereof,  for  the  purpose  of  showing,  fir%t^  the  political 
status  of  the  parish  of  Saint  Charles,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  at 
the  date  of  the  seizure  of  claimant's  plantation,  and,  secondly,  the 
extent  of  the  authority  possessed  by  military  commanders  to  seize  or 
confiscate  private  property  of  the  loyal  citizen,  not  taken  either  fla- 
grante hello  or  for  the  immediate  use  of  the  Army,  in  so  far  as  any  such 
authority  was  derived  from  any  direct  act  of  the  sovereign. 

The  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  in  command  of  General  But- 
ler, took  possession  of  New  Orleans  ana  environs  on  the  1st  day  of 
May,  1862,  and  on  the  same  day  General  Butler  issued  his  proclama- 
tion, in  which  occurred  the  following  language : 

AU  persous  well  disposed  toward  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  who  shall 
renew  their  oath  of  allegiance,  will  receive  the  safeguard  and  protection,  in  their  per- 
sons and  property,  of  the  Arpaies  of  the  United  States,  the  violation  of  which,  by  any 
person,  is  punishable  with  death  ; 

Also — 

All  rights  of  property,  of  whatever  kind,  will  be  held  inviolate,  subject  only  to  the 
laws  of  the  United  States. 

The  military  lines  of  the  commanding  general  were  extended  so  as  to 
include  claimant's  plantation  on  the  5th  day  of  November,  1862. 

The  facts,  then,  with  reference  to  the  political  condition  of  the  terri- 
tory in  which  claimant's  plantation  lay  at  the  date  of  sequestration 
(December  8,  1862)  are  these :  It  was  under  the  actual  military  occupa- 
tion and  control  of  the  United  States  forces,  substantial,  complete,  and 
permanent,  thus  bringing  it  within  the  exception  made  not  only  in  the 
act  of  Congress  of  July  13,  1861,  and  of  the  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent declaring  the  inhabitants  of  certain  States  and  parts  of  States  to 
be  in  insurrection  against  the  United  States,  but  of  that  declared  by 
the  general  policy  of  the  Government,  andjthus  drawing  to  it  '^the  full 
measure  of  protection  to  persons  and  property  consistent  with  a  neces- 
sary subjection  to  military  government.''  The  i)eople  of  that  portion  of 
the  State  of  Louisiana  were  not,  on  December  8,  1862,  in  insurrection 
against  the  United  States,  nor  have  they  ever  been  at  any  time  since. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  the  case  of  the  Venice, 
decided  at  the  December  term,  1864,  and  reported  in  2  Wallace,  page 
277,  in  giving  construction  to  the  proclamation  of  General  Butler,  of 
date  May  1,  1862,  uses  this  language: 

*'  Two  clauses  only  have  any  important  relation  to  the  case  before  us. 
One  is  in  these  words :  'All  the  rights  of  property  of  whatever  kind  will 
be  held  inviolate,  subject  only  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.'  The 
other  is  thus  expressed :  *  All  foreigners  not  naturalized,  claiming  alle- 
giance to  their  respective  governments,  and  not  having  made  oath  of 
allegiance  to  the  government  of  the  Confederate  States,  will  be  pro 
tected  in  their  persons  and  property  as  heretofore,  under  the  laws  of 
the  United  States.'  These  clauses,"  say  the  court,  "  only  reiterate  the 
rules  established  by  the  legislative  and  executive  action  of  the  national 
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government  in  respect  to  the  portions  of  the  States  in  insurrection  oc- 
cupied and  controlled  by  the  troops  of  the  Union.'' 
And  again,  in  the  same  case : 

The  legislative  and  executive  action  bv  exempting  districts  occupie<l  and  controlled 
by  national  troops  from  the  general  prohibition  of  trade,  indicated  the  pohcy  of  the 
government  not  to  regard  such  districts  as  in  actual  insurrection,  or  their  inhabitants 
as  subject  in  most  respects  to  treatment  as  enemies. 

The  court  further  say : 

As  far  as  possible  the  people  of  such  parts  of  the  insurgent  States  as  came  mider 
national  occupation  and  control  were  treated  ns  if  their  relations  to  the  national  cut- 
•ernment  had  never  been  interrupted.  *  ♦  *  The  same  policy  may  b«  inferred  m»m 
the  conduct  of  the  war.  Wherever  the  national  troops  have  re-established  order 
under  national  rule,  the  rights  of  persons  and  of  property  have  been  in  general  re- 
spected and  enforced.  When  Flag-Ofticer  FaiTagut,  in  his  tirst  letter  to  the  rebel  mayor 
of  New  Orleans,  demanded  the  surrender  of  the  city,  and  promised  security  to  persons 
and  property,  ne  expressed  the  general  policy  of  the  government.  80  also  whon 
Major-General  Butler  published  his  proclamation  and  repeated  the  same  aesnrance,  and 
made  a  distinct  pledge  to  neutrals,  he  made  no  declaration  which  was  not  fnlly  war- 
ranted by  that  policy. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  was  again  called  ui)on  in 
the  case  of  The  Planters'  Bank  vs.  Union  Bank,  16  Walla<5e,  page  496 
(1872),  to  declare  the  status  of  persons  residing  in  those  parts  of  States 
the  people  of  which,  by  proclamation  of  the  President,  were  declared 
by  reason  of  Federal  military  occupation  not  to  be  in  insurrection,  and 
also  to  pass  upon  the  validity  of  a  military  order  issued  by  Major-Gen- 
eral Banks  on  the  17th  of  August,  18G3,  requiring  the  several  banks  and 
banking  associations  of  New  Orleans  to  pay  over  without  delay  to  the 
•chief  quartermaster  of  the  Army,  or  to  such  oflQcer  of  his  department 
as  he  might  designate,  all  money  in  their  iwssession  belonging  to  or 
standing  upon  their  books  to  the  credit  of  any  corporation^  association^ 
or  pretended  government  in  hostility  to  the  United  States;  and  all 
moneys  belonging  to,  or  standing  on  their  books  to  the  credit  of,  any 
person  registered  as  an  enemy  of  the  United  States,  or  engaged  in  any 
manner  in  the  military,  naval,  or  civil  service  of  the  so-called  Confeder- 
ate States,  or  who  should  have  been,  or  who  might  hereafter  be,  con- 
victed of  rendering  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United 
States.  The  order  declared  that  such  funds  would  be  held  and  accounted 
for  by  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  subject  to  the  future  adjudica- 
tion of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Under  this  military  order  the  Union  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  on  the 
10th  day  of  September,  1863,  paid  over  to  the  acting  quartermaster  the 
balance  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  Planter's  Bank  on  their  books, 
being  whole  balance  due.    The  payment  was  made  in  confederate  notes 

($211,774),  and  the  quartermaster  accepted  them  in  discharge  of  the 
>alauce. 

On  demand  made  on  the  Union  Bank  by  the  Planters'  Bank  for  this 
balance,  the  former  refused  to  pay,  whereupon  suit  was  instituted  for 
the  amount,  and  the  Union  Bank  pleaded  forced  payment  to  the  quarter- 
master under  the  military  order  as  a  discharge  of  the  debt.  Judgment 
was  rendered  in  favor  of  plaintiff  in  the  court  below,  and  affirmed  by 
the  Supreme  Court,  the  latter  holding  that  the  order  of  General  Banks 
was  one  he  had  no  authority  to  make.  The  court — Justice  Strong — in 
delivering  the  opinion,  say : 

The  validity  of  the  order  is  the  first  thing  to  be  considered.  It  was  made,  as  we 
have  seen,  on  the  17th  of  August,  186:^.  Then  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was  in  quiet  pos- 
session of  the  United  States  forces.  It  had  been  captured  more  than  fifteen  months 
before  that  time,  and  undisturbed  possession  was  maintained  ever  after  its  capture. 
Hence  the  order  was  no  attempt  to  seize  property  ^^fltigrante  bello^^*  nor  was  it  a  MizuR 
for  immediate  use  of  the  Army.  It  was  simply  an  attempt  to  confiscate  private  prop- 
erty, which,  thouffh  it  may  be  subjected  to  confiscation  by  legislative  authority,  is,  ac- 
cording to  the  modem  law  of  nations,  exempt  from  capture  as  booty  of  war. 
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The  court,  proceeding  further  to  discuss  the  effect  of  tlie  very  pledge 
given  by  General  Butler,  in  his  proclamation  of  May  1, 1802,  and  which 
we  have  already  quoted,  use  this  language : 

Still,  as  the  war  had  not  ceased,  though  it  was  not  flagrant  in  the  district,  and  as 
General  Banks  was  in  conmiand  of  the  district,  it  ninst  be  conceded  that  he  had  power 
to  do  all  that  the  laws  of  war  permitted,  except  so  far  as  he  wa«  restrained  by  the  pledged 
faith  of  the  government,  or  by  the  eft'ect  of  Congi'essional  legislation.  A  pledge,  how- 
ever, had  been  given  that  riglits  of  property  should  be  respectetl.  When  the  city  was 
enrrendered  to  the  army  of  General  Butler,  a  proclamation  wa«  issued  dated  May  1, 
1^^,  one  clause  of  which  was  as  follows : 

"All  the  rights  of  property  of  whatever  kind  will  be  held  inviolate,  subject  only 
to  the  laws  of  the  United  States."  This,  as  wa«  remarked  in  the  case  <»f  The  Jewicv, 
ODly  reiterated  the  rules  established  by  the  legislative  and  executive  action  of  the 
National  Government  in  respect  to  the  portions  of  the  States  in  insurrection  occupied 
and  conti-olled  by  the  troops  of  the  Union.  That  action,  it  was  said,  indicated  the 
jKjlicy  of  the  goverimient  to  be  not  to  regard  district*  occupied  and  controlled  by 
national  troops  as  in  actual  insurrection,  or  their  inhaliitants  as  subject  in  most  respects 
to  treatment  as  enemies.  We  do  not  assert  that  anything  in  General  Butler's  procla- 
mation exempte<l  property  within  the  occupied  district  from  liability  to  conHscation  as 
enemy^s  property,  if  in  truth  it  was  such.  All  that  is  now  said  is,  that  after  that  proc- 
lamation, private  property  in  the  district  was  not  subject  to  military  seizure  as  booty 
of  war.  But  admitting,  as  we  do,  that  private  property  remained  subject  to  confisca- 
tion, and  also  that  the  proclamation  applied  exclusively  to  inhabitants  of  the  district, 
it  is  undeniable  that  confiscation  was  possible  only  to  the  extent  and  in  the  manner 
provided  by  the  acts  of  Congress.  These  acts  w<?re  passed  on  the  Otli  of  August,  18tJl, 
and  on  the'lTth  of  July,  1862.  No  others  authorized  the  confiscation  of  private  prop- 
erty, and  they  i)reseribed  the  manner  in  which  alone  confiscation  could  be  uuide.  They 
<le«ignated  government  agents  for  seizing  enemy^s  property,  and  they  directed  the 
uxMle  of  procredure  for  its  condemnation  in  the  courts.  The  system  devised  was  nec- 
essarily exclusive.  No  authority  was  given  to  a  military  commandant,  as  such,  to 
effect  any  confiscation. 

It  follows,  therefore,  as  a  necessary  sequence  from  the  adjudications 
quoted,  that  while  private  property  in  these  non-insurrectionary  dis- 
tricts coming  witliin  any  of  the  provisions  of  any  act  of  Congress  pro- 
viding for  the  confiscation  of  private  property  remained  subject  to  con- 
fiscation solely  in  the  manner  pointed  out  in  such  act,  that  in  reference 
to  all  other  private  property  in  such  districts  the  pledged  faith  of  the 
government  aflforded  full  and  complete  protection  against  any  and  all 
acts,  civil  and  military. 

This  leads  to  the  inquiry,  was  the  plantation  and  other  property  of 
claimant^  on  the  8th  day  of  December,  1862,  subject  to  confiscation  under 
the  provisions  of  any  of  the  three  acts  of  Congress  referred  to  I  Clearly 
it  was  not,  according  to  the  undisputed  evidence  in  this  case.  It  was  not 
property  coming  from  an  insurrectionary  State  or  district  into  any  other 
part  of  the  United  States,  and  was  not  therefore  subject  to  confiscation 
under  the  act  of  June  13,  1861 ;  nor  was  it  property  sold,  purchased,  or 
given  with  intent  to  use  the  same  in  the  rebellion ;  nor  was  it  used  or 
employed  for  any  such  purpose,  and  therefore  it  was  not  subject  to  con- 
fiscation under  the  act  of  August  6, 1861. 

Was  it  therefore  liable  to  forfeiture  under  the  only  remaining  jact,  that 
of  July  17,  1862,  under  which  confiscation  could  take  place  ? 

This  latter  act  included  six  classes  of  persons,  and  only  six,  whose 
property  was  subject  to  confiscation.  These  taken  together  included, 
first,  those  who  held  office  under  the  Confederate  Government,  or  under 
one  of  the  States  composing  it ;  and,  secondly,  persons  who  gave  aid  and 
comfort  to  the  rebellion  and  who  should  not,  within  sixty  days  after 
public  warning  and  proclamation  duly  given  and  made  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  cease  to  aid  countenance,  and  abet  such  rebeUion 
and  return  to  their  allegiance  to  the  United  States. 

Clearly  the  claimant  did  not,  at  the  date  of  seizure  or  since,  come 
within  this  category,  as  it  is  not  pretended  that  he  ever  held  any  office 
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whatever  under  either  the  Confederate  Government  or  any  one  of  the 
States  composing  it.  While,  moreover,  it  is  clearly  apparent  that  he 
never  gave  any  aid  or  comfort  or  in  anywise  abetteil  the  rebellion,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  evaded,  in  every  possible  manner,  complying  with  the 
military  orders  and  civil  enactments  of  the  Confederate  Government; 
while  the  ultimate  release  to  claimant  of  his  plantation  by  the  order 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  vindicates  the  statement  that  soch 
property  was  not,  at  the  date  of  seizure  or  afterward,  subject  to  confiscsBt- 
tion.  Nor  was  it  the  subject  of  capture.  Neither  was  it  abandoned  within 
the  legal  meaning  of  that  term.  Congress,  in  the  act  approved  July  2, 
1864,  entitled  "An  act  in  addition  to  the  several  acts  concerning  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  loyal  and  insurrectionary  States,  and  to 
provide  for  the  collection  of  captured  and  abandoned  property  and  the 
pi^evention  of  frauds  in  States  declared  in  insurrection,''  gave  legisla- 
tive definition  to  the  terms  "  abandoned  property ^^  in  these  words : 

Property,  real  or  personal,  shaU  be  regarded  as  abandoned  when  the  lawful  owner 
thereof  sliall  be  voluntarily  abseut  therefrom,  and  engaged,  either  in  arni:i  or  other- 
wise, in  aiding  or  encouraging  the  rebellion. 

In  every  possible  view  therefore  of  this  case,  we  cannot  but  conclude 
that  the  seizure  of  claimant's  plantation  and  its  detention  for  the  use  of 
the  government  for  the  penod  of  over  three  years,  was  unauthorized 
by  any  law,  civil  or  military.  The  original  seizure  was  a  palpable  vio- 
lation of  the  pledge  made  by  General  Butler  to  claimant  in  his  proc- 
lamation of  May  1, 1862,  wherein  he  declared  that  "all  the  rights  of 
property,  of  whatever  kind,  will  be  held  inviolate,  subject  only  to  the 
laws  of  the  United  States."  While  its  detention  afterward,  in  the 
face  of  repeated  applications  for  its  release  upon* the  part  of  claimant, 
was  in  direct  conflict  with  the  fourth  and  tenth  subdivisions  of  the  proc- 
lamation of  November  II,  1802,  under  which  the  seizure  was  made. 

To  recapitulate  the  material  facts :  On  the  1st  day  of  November,  1862, 
claimant  left  his  plantation  to  visit  Natchez ;  on  the  5th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1862,  the  lines  of  the  army  commanded  by  General  Butler  were  so 
extended  as  to  include  claimant's  plantation ;  on  the  9th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1862,  General  Order  No.  91  was  issued ;  on  the  8th  day  of  Decem- 
ber, 1862,  the  plantation  was  seized  by  John  S.  Woodward,  under  the 
order  of  the  sequestration  commission ;  on  the  9th  day  of  December, 
claimant  returned  to  his  homo,  to  find  it,  with  all  other  of  his  proi>erty 
in  the  possession  and  control  of  the  United  States  military  authorities; 
on  the  10th  day  of  December,  1862,  claimant  applied  to  the  sequestra- 
tion commission  for  the  restoration  of  his  property,  he  having  taken  the 
oath  of  allegiance  on  the  8th  December,  but  no  action  was  taken  by  the 
commission  on  this  application  ;  on  29th  day  of  January,  1863,  claimant 
tiled  two  petitions  in  relation  to  the  sugar  crop  and  property  other  than 
the  plantation,  upon  which  no  final  action  was  taken. 

By  a  petition  bearing  date  December  17,  1863.  Mr.  Payne  demanded 
restoration  of  his  plantation  from  the  Treasury  Department,  with  dam- 
a«ies  resulting  from  its  seizure  and  occupation.  It  does  lu^t  certainly 
appear  when  this  petition  was  receivwl  by  the  Treasury  Dei>artment, 
but  it  wa^s  claimed  l)y  the  agents  of  the  dei)artment  that  it  was  subse- 
quent to  the  date  of  a  lease  of  the  plantation  to  Spear.  This  x>etition 
was  denied  on  the  grounds  that  immediate  restitution  would  be  in  viola- 
tion of  the  rights  of  the  lessee,  Mr.  Spear,  who  had  given,  bonds  in  the 
l>enal  sum  of '$15,000  for  the  performance  of  his  part  of  the  agreements 
of  the  lease. 

On  the  9th  of  April,  1864,  Hon.  Salmon  P.  Chase,  Secretary  of  the 
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Treasury,  on  application  of  Mr.  Payne,  and  on  report  made  to  him  by 
B.  F.  Flanders,  special  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department,  having  in 
charge  this  and  other  plantations  similarly  situated  in  Louisiana, 
decided,  among  other  things,  as  follows,  as  extracted  from  his  letter  of 
that  date  to  Mr.  Flanders. 

It  appears  that  in  taking  charge  of  it  (the  plantation)  you  did  so  by  order  or  reijuest 
of  the  general  comnianiling  that  department,  thus  becoming  to  that  ext.eut  an  agent 
of  the  military  authorities  or  the  War  Department ;  and  as  the  transfers  were  made 
before  the  promulgation  of  the  order  of  the  War  Department  turning  over  to  the  agents 
of  this  department  property  of  the  character  you  refer  to  in  your  letter,  I  have  properly 
no  jurisdiction  in  the  premises;  it  would  seem,  however,  that  the  approval  of  the 
authority  under  whom  you  acted  in  assuming  control  of  the  property  would  be  com- 
pcteut. 

The  claimant,  Mr.  Payne,  then  made  application  to  the  Hon.  E.  M. 
Stanton;  Secretary  of  War,  for  restoration  of  his  property,  by  his  i^eti- 
tion  of  date  May  24,  1864,  who  referred  the  same  to  Maj.  Gen.  E.  K.  S. 
Canby,  then  commanding  the  Military  Department  of  the  South,  for 
examination  and  report,  who,  on  the  25th  of  July,  1864,  after  having 
made  full  investigation  of  the  case,  recommended  that  the  claimant's 
plantation  be  restored  to  him  at  the  expiration  of  the  lease  referred  to. 
This  report  was  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  lease  of  Spear,  January  1, 1865,  the  special 
agent  of  the  Treasury  Department  refused  to  surrender  to  claimant  his 
plantation,  except  on  condition  that  claimant  would  give  a  receipt  re- 
leasing the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  all  of  its  officers  and 
agents,  from  any  claim  he  had  or  might  have  for  damage  growing  out 
of  the  seizure  and  detention  of  his  said  property. 

This  Mr.  Payne  declined  doing,  whereupon  said  special  agent  of  the 
Treasury  Department  turned  over  said  plantation  and  property  thereon 
to  the  Freedmen's  Bureau,  against  all  which  Mr.  Payne  protested  in 
writing. 

Mr.  Payne  next,  in  September,  1865,  petitioned  the  President  of  the 
United  States  for  redress.  The  President  referred  the  case  to  the  At- 
torney-General, Mr.  James  Spee<l^  who,  on  September  13, 1865,  returned 
to  the  President  the  following  opmion : 

Attorney-General's  Office, 

September  13,  1865. 
To  the  President : 

8ir;  On  the  Ist  instant  I  received  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  all  the 
]mper8  on  the  tiles  of  the  War  Department  relative  to  the  claims  of  George  E.  Payne, 
of  Louisiana.  These  papeis  were  sent  to  me,  as  mentioned  in  the  letter  from  the  de- 
partment, by  your  direction. 

No  question  or  matter  is  stated  in  the  letter  of  the  department  on  which  my  opinion 
or  advice  is  asked,  nor  do  you  indicate  any  point  relative  to'the  claim  referred  to  on 
which  you  desire  an  expression  of  my  opinion. 

I  cannot  certainly  say,  therefore,  whether  the  few  remarks  I  will  now  make  will  be 
at  all  pertinent  to  any  question  in  the  case  that  may  be  before  your  excellency  or  the 
War  Department. 

It  is  stated  in  a  communication  dated  March,  1865,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
by  Payne  through  his  attorney,  that  Mr.  Payne  is  the  owner  of  a  plantation  in  the 
parish  of  Saint  Charles,  Louisiana;  that  the  plantation  was  seizea  by  the  military 
authorities  as  abandoned  property,  and  by  them  was  subsequently  turned  over  to  the 
agents  of  the  Treasury  Department;  that  an  a^)plication  made  by  the  claimant  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  restoration  of  this  property  was  refused,  on  the  ground 
that  its  disposition  was  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  War  Department;  that  the 
claimant  then  applied  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  restoration  of  the  property  in 
question,  which  application  was  referred  to  M^or-General  Canby,  commanding  the 
Miltary  DivisioA  of  the  West  Mississippi;  that  Major-General  Canby  rccomnnjuded 
that  the  plantation  be  rettorMl  to  the  petitioner  at  the  expiration  of  the  lease  executed  by  the 
Treasury  Department  to  William  Spear;  and  that  the  Secretary  of  War,  on  August  11, 
1864,  approved  the  report  of  Major-General  Canby, 
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I  do  not  find  that  any  order  was  issued  by  the  Secretary  directing  the  restoration  of 
the  plantation  to  Mr.  Payne,  at  the  expiration  of  the  lease  to  Wuliam  Spear,  unless 
the  order  approving  General  Canby's  report  recommending  that  the  plantation  be  re- 
stored is  interpretablc  as  an  order  of  restoration. 

It  would  appear  that  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  plantation  so  interpreted  the  action 
of  the  Secretary  on  General  Canby's  report.  For  it  is  stated  by  Mr.  Flanders  that  he 
4s  ready  and  willing  to  give  possession  of  the  property  to  Mr.  Payne,  on  condition  that 
he  will  release,  in  writing,  the  government,  and  the  officers  and  agents  thereof,  from 
«ny  claim  for  damages  that  he  may  have  growing  out  of  the  use,  occupancy,  or  po»- 
«ession  of  the  property.  This  demand  of  the  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department,  who 
"seems  to  have  coutrol  of  the  property,  is  the  burden  of  Mr.  Payne's  complaint.  He 
^alleges  that  the  agent  is  not  authorized  to  require  him  to  perform  any  such  condition, 
«or  to  give  anv  sucn  release  as  is  suggested. 

That  ma^  be  true,  or  it  may  be  not.  I  cannot  tell  what  other  order  of  instructions 
may  have  issued  from  the  War  Department  relative  to  the  restoration  of  this  property, 
^r.  Flanders,  the  Treasury  agent,  may  have  been  instructed  by  the  department  to 
require  such  a  release  to  be  executed  before  giving  possession  of  the  property  to  Mr. 
Payne. 

Whether  such  instructions  were  given  or  not,  the  fact  that  the  agent  of  the  Treas- 
ury demands  snch  a  release,  shows  that  some  further  action  or  order  of  the  War  De- 
partment is  required  in  the  case.  The  Secretarj'^,  when  he  approved  General  Canby*8 
report,  certainly  did  not  allude  to  the  execution  of  any  release  in  the  case.  If  bis  ac- 
tion is  to  be  interpreted  as  an  order  of  restoration,  he  gave  an  order  of  unconditional 
restoration,  to  take  eftect  on  the  expiration  of  the  lease  to  which  reference  has  been 
made. 

But  the  question  of  the  propriety  of  requiring  Mr.  Payne  to  release  the  government 
and  its  officers  from  claims  for  damages  was  not  before  the  department  when  the  or- 
der of  August  11,  1864,  was  made.  It  is  now,  for  the  first  time,  suggested,  by  the 
agent  in  possession  of  the  property. 

It  can  only  be  determined  ))y  the  War  Department.  The  Secretary  of  War  mnat, 
therefore,  it  seems  to  me,  decide  whether  the  agent  of  the  Treasury  is  to  be  sustained 
in  his  demand  of  a  release  or  not.  If  he  decides  that  restoration  should  be  made  with- 
out a  release  from  Mr.  Payne,  the  department  will  direct  the  plautatiou  to  be  returned 
to  the  owner  without  his  performing  any  condition.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  de- 
partment decides  that  Mr.  Payne  should  give  such  a  release  as  the  agent  demands,  it 
will  direct  restoration  to  be  made  on  his  complying  with  that  condition. 

I  would  respectfulh'  suggest,  therefore,  that  the  question  between  Payne  and  the 
special  agent  of  the  Treasury,  in  possession  of  the  property,  relative  to  the  execution 
of  a  release  in  the  form  stated,  should  be  determined  by  the  War  Department. 

I  have  returned  the  papers  in  the  case  to  the  War  Department. 
I  remain,  Mr.  President,  with  the  greatest  re8X)ect, 

JAMES  SPEED, 
Attorney-General. 

On  receipt  of  this  opinion,  the  President  made  the  following  order: 

E.XECUTIVE  Mansion,  Se2>ti^iber  14,  lHi5. 

The  roconiraendatiou  of  General  Cauby  will  be  at  once  carried  into  effect,  and  the 
property  restored  to  its  owner. 

ANDREW  JOHNSON, 

Prciidait  Cuited  ^»tate9. 

Notwithstanding  this  order  of  the  President,  the  Freedmen's  Bureau 
interposed  conditions,  and  did  not  give  claimant  possession  of  his  i)rop- 
erty  until  Jannarj^  1, 1866,  when  it  was  restored  to  him,  naked  of  crops, 
the  seed-cane  almost  totally  destroyed,  the  stock  t^iken  away,  and  the 
whole  plantation,  as  shown  by  the  evidence,  in  a  dilapidattnl,  unpro- 
ductive, and  damaged  condition. 

When  the  plantation  was  first  seized  it  was  tnrned  over  to  John  S. 
Woodward  by  the  sequestration  committee  by  the  following  oixler : 

New  Oklkans,  Dectmhr  8.  1^*2, 
John  S.  Woodward  is  heroljy  ernpower«Ml  to  work  tho  p]antati<»n  of  Geo.  E.  Payne, 
in  the  parish  of  Saint  Cliarles,  Loiiisiauji,  for  oue-half  of  the  HU<jar  and  molas-'ki  to 
the  United  States.     It  is  nnilerstood  that  all  the  property  upou  the  plantation  l»e  kept 
aud  finally  turaed  over  in  as  like  good  order  and  condition  as  at  prestjut. 

J.  B.  KINSMAN. 
Lt.  Col.  A.  D.  C.  Commiiffficn. 
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It  further  appears  that  ou  settlement  of  accounts  by  the  sequestra- 
tion commission  with  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  the  sum  of 
$14,286.70  is  reported  by  that  commission  as  the  amount  of  the  gross 
sales  of  the  crop  taken  by  Woodward,  and  the  net  amount  placed  to  the 
credit  of  claimant's  plantation,  March  31, 1863,  was  $6,688.13,  and  which 
was  received  by  the  Quartermaster's  Department  and  by  it  used  in  its 
operations  for  and  on  account  of  the  government,  and  no  part  of  which 
the  claimant  has  ever  received. 

During  the  time  that  claimant's  plantation  was  held  and  occupied  by 
B.  F.  Flanders,  supervising  special  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
the  reports  of  such  agent  to  the  department  are  of  the  most  conflicting 
and  unsatisfactory  character,  and  evince  a  disposition  upon  the  part  of 
such  agent  to  befog  and  conceal  the  real  history  of  the  manner  in  which 
such  p^ntation  was  being  conducted,  and  the  real  statement  of  its  ac- 
counts. 

The  reports  as  to  the  ownership  of  the  plantation  are  conflicting  in 
this,  that  it  was  first  reported  as  the  plantation  "  formerly  owned  by 
Charles  Payne,"  disloyal,  &c.,  while  another  report,  which  is  sustained 
by  all  the  evidence  in  the  case,  shows  it  to  be  the  property  of  George 
B.  Payne,  and  there  never  was  any  "  Charles  Payne  "  in  the  parish  of 
Saint  Charles ;  again,  the  reports  as  to  gross  receipts,  cost  of  sales,  cost 
of  working  plantation,  net  receipts,  &c.,  of  this  and  other  plantations 
seized  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Charles  are  conflicting  in  the  extreme  in 
material  respects. 

For  instance,  under  date  of  February  29, 1864,  Mr.  Flanders  furnished 
the^  Treasury  Department  with  a  statement  entitled  "  Abstract  of  sales 
of  products  of  government  plantations  on  which  1^  per  cent,  is  retained 
under  section  14  of  regulations  of  Treasury  Department,"  in  which  the 
Payne  plantation  is  credited  a^  follows :  Gross  sales,  $36,929.46 ;  cost  of 
sales,  $3,133.99 ;  net  receipts,  $33,795.49 ;  being  a  total  of  two  hundred 
and  fifty-four  hogsheads  of  sugar  and  three  hundred  and  fifty-one  bar- 
rels of  molasses. 

Another  statement,  of  date  July  17, 1864,  gives  as  total  sales  of  s<ame 
amount  of  sugar  and  molasses,  evidently  the  same,  with  this  diflcrent 
result :  Gross  sales,  $36,929.46;  gross  expenses  of  sales,  $3,108.97 ;  net 

proceeds  •{'    products  from  the  Payne  i)lantation,  .    This  last 

st-atemeiit,  however, adds  the  enormous  sum  of  $16,809.66  "as  expenses 
of  working  the  plantatiou,"  and  showing  a  net  profit  to  the  government 
of  $17,010.83. 

This  latter  amount  of  $17,010.83  the  i)etitioner,  Payne,  received  from 
the  Treasury  Department  on  the  6th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1865,  all  the 
while  protesting,  however,  that  by  such  receipt  he  did  not  waive  his 
right  to  claim  for  further  rents  and  profits  and  for  damages  done  his 
realty,  and  also  for  personal  ])roperty  alleged  to  have  been  appropriated 
by  the  government  and  for  its  use. 

Ordinarily  the  government  would  not  be  liable  for  tbe  wrongful  or 
unauthorized  acts  of  its  ofticers,  civil  or  military.  This,  however,  is  dif- 
ferent when  the  government  participates  in  the  transaction  by  receiv- 
ing the  proceeiis  resulting  fi-oui  the  unlawful  acts.  ISuch  is  this  case. 
The  government  has  received  in  money  as  the  result  of  this  seizure, 
over  and  above  all  expenses,  at  lea^t  the  sum  of  $23,608.96;  the 
claimant  insists  a  much  larger  sum.  Of  this  amount  the  War  Depart- 
ment has  received  $(i,688.13  at  least;  claimant  insists  much  more; 
and  the  Treasury  Department  $17,010.83.  The  latter  amount  claimant 
has  received,  the  former  he  has  not,  a"d  on  claim  being  made  therefor 
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to  the  War  Department  it  was  denied  him — as  yonr  committee  beliere, 
unjustly. 

The  act  of  July  4, 1864,  expressly  denies  claimant  any  remedy  in  the 
Court  of  Claims  (13th  Statutes  at  Large,  page  381),  and  the  act  of  Feh- 
ruary  21, 1867,  prohibits  the  departments  from  allowing  any  claim  such 
as  the  one  under  consideration  (14th  Statutes  at  Large,  397). 

On  the  13th  April,  1866,  claimant  presented  his  petition  to  Congress, 
where  it  has  been  pending  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims,  at 
each  session  of  Congress  since  that  time,  but  no  report  was  made  until 
May  3, 1876,  when  Mr.  Mitchell  made  a  favorable  report,  but  there  was 
no  action  taken  upon  it  by  the  Senate.  It  was  again  referred  in  Octo- 
ber, 1877,  but  no  report  was  made,  and  again  referred  on  10th  Decem- 
ber, 1879.  The  record  shows  that  rrom  the  10th  day  of  December,  1862, 
the  second  day  after  the  seizure  of  his  property,  claimant  has  been  earn- 
est and  energetic  in  pressing  his  claim. 

Even  if  the  committee  was  in  doubt  as  to  the  rights  of  claimant,  the 
case  is  so  exceptional  in  its  character,  involving  Sie  determination  of 
important  questions  of  constitutional  and  military  law  affecting  the 
rigfata  of  the  citizen,  that  justice  and  propriety  demand  that  the  claim- 
ant shall  be  given  a  forum,  wha:ie,  under  the  rules  governing  judicial 
proceedings,  his  case  may  be  fully  heard,  and.  the  questions  affecting  his 
rights  fairly  and  impartially  determined. 

Therefore  the  committee  report  a  bill  giving  the  Court  of  Claims  juris- 
diction of  the  case,  and  removing  the  bar  of  the  statute  of  limitations,  and 
recommend  that  it  pass. 
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